
Submission # Support General

Vision / structure plan.
This relates to the overall intended outcomes in the 

Toondah Harbour PDA for example it acting as a 
tourism gateway to Moreton Bay and North 

Stradbroke Island, providing job opportunities and 
supporting the development of a marina with 

mixed use development including restaurants and 

Urban design principles.
This relates to the criteria in the document which guides the design of buildings 
and public spaces including for example height, form, location and recognition 

of cultural heritage.

Sustainability and natural environment

Street and movement network. 
This includes comments relating to roads, parking, 

pedestrian and cycle networks and paths and public 
transport. 

Amenity and open space.
This includes comments relating to improved facilities and 

services, parks, pedestrian walkways, waterfront connectivity, 
public access, piers and access to the bay.

Precinct 1 - Mixed use 
village

Precinct 2 - Residential Precinct 3 - Vehicle ferries
Precinct 4 - Marina and water based 

development
Infrastructure plan

Implementation 
strategy

DA matters

TH14/01

Submitter supports the vision for 
the PDA and believes it is about 
time.

Submitter supports improvements 
to the movement network and 
improvements to public transport 
provision.

Submitter supports improvements 
to public open space and walkways 
including the public beach.

The marine environment is important and important to tourism as well.  
Dredging needs to be done in a sensitive way in consultaiton with 
environmental bodies.

Need to ensure easy access to the PDA by public transport.
Would like to see a waterpark facility provided in the park area 
for families to meet for a BBQ and children able to play in the 
water - there are not many facilities like this in close proximity.

Submitter would like to see 
speciality shops provided in 
this area.

Submitter requests more 
convenient ferry services to 
the other islands (other than 
Moreton and Stradbroke).  
Ferry services to some 
islands have been 
inconsistent and unrealiable 
in the past. Submitter notes 
that the service provider is 
an important consideration 
and the harbour is only as 
good as its services.

TH14/02

Submitter supports the provision of 
a marina and notes there are 
insufficient marina and boat sotrage 
facilities (wet and dry) in the 
Redlands and this will provide a 
much needed service, but should 
complement the overall broader 
vision for development.

Submitter suggests that development should relate 
to themes for the PDA and that the PDA's theme 
should be more than just a launching pad to the 
islands.  Submitter suggests:
moving the maritime museum from Southbank in 
Brisbane to the Toondah Harbour PDA

incorporate opportunities for indigenous training 
and teaching programs and other programs that 
capitilise on the history and knowledge of the living 
population of indigenous and South Pacific 
Islanders in the area

incorporate opportunities for programs linked to 
marine park management including animal care 
and research

give the horticulture centre a makeover and 
incorporate training opportunities

Submitter suggests that a central "square" should be created incorporating 
shopping and other services which is pedestrian friendly with limited vehicle 
access.  With general vehicle access and parking for all other activities including 
ferry terminals and marinas etc should be restricted to the north, south and 
west boundaries of the pedestrian friendly zone. 

Submitter suggests high rise buildings should be built along the western 
boundary of the pedestrian friendly square to provide shade during the heat of 
summer.

Submitter suggests that construction styles should keep with the natural 
environment and the need for sustainable outcomes.

Submitter encourages opportunities for architectural outcomes which think 
outside the square to create "our own little Sydney Opera House" which will 
remain unique in 100 years time. 

Submitter suggests that all development should incorporate 
sustainability as a theme. 

Submitter suggests 100% reuse of storm water in open space features 
and for irrigation. 

Submitter suggests solar energy should supplement grid supplied 
power but should not discourage the use of other forms of distributed 
energy. 

Submitter suggests all high rise buildings should be designed to 
maximise energy efficiency and where possible use bay breezes as a 
source for evaporative cooling along with appropriate shrubs and trees 
to maximise shade and evapotranspiration. 

Submitter suggests natural tree corridors should surround the 
development with animal protection bridges and fences ensuring 
maximum health and safety for the animals.

Submitter suggests that parking for residential and 
commercial buildings should be provided underground and 
where possible adjacent to the development. 

Submitter suggests all active transport including kayaking 
should be encouraged and promotes the provision of kayak 
parking bays.  Submitter notes that visitors should feel the 
site belongs to them and is not created for vehicles. 

Submitter suggests a subsidised shuttle from Cleveland 
Station to and from Toondah Harbour would maximise 
public transport useage and reduce traffic congestion in 
local streets and choked car parks.

Submitter encourages the provision of a seamless pedestrian 
traffic flow between all amenities. Even if in some instances 
moving footpaths are required for the elderly or infirmed. 

Submitter suggests wherever possible walkways should be 
covered and water stations should be provided throughout the 
area. 

Submitter suggests it will be important to harness the 
relationship with Moreton Bay as a unique land / marine 
interface to provide a sense of peace in an otherwise busy world.  
Submitter notes landscaping will require consideration of this 
and will have a positive benefit to amenity.

Submitter suggests 
development should 
promote the opportunity to 
live, work play and learn 
beside the bay, with 
opportunities to promote 
the maritime influences and 
local indigenous and 
horticultural heritage as 
well as the beaches and 
adjacent bay islands.  
Submitter also notes it will 
be important to keep the 
sense of tranquility in the 
maritime / land interface 
constant.

Submitter suggests if it is 
financially viable that a 
maximum of 5 stories be 
permitted.

Submitter notes vehicle 
ferries are a part of the PDA 
but are not the main reason 
for development and, that 
while they should be catered 
for they should operate in 
the background and 
complement the overall 
broader vision of the 
development.

Submitter notes that 
commercial and 
residential 
engineering should 
demonstrate worlds 
best practice 
standards, with 
developers 
demonstrating 
financial and 
management skills 
capable of meeting 
all aspects of design, 
construction, 
sustainability, 
practicality and 
aesthetics for such a 
project.

TH14/03

Submitter supports development of 
the PDA and notes it is a wonderful 
idea, more tourism, jobs, businesses 
and people should be brought to 
Redlands to put it on the map and 
this will bring more investment and 
opportunities.  Submitter notes 
otherwise Redlands will be behind 
the times and left behind.

Submitter notes infrastructure should not be an eye sore and should be made 
to be as natural looking as possible.

Submitter notes there should be sufficient parking for 
residents and tourists, but not so much that it looks like a 
concrete jungle.

Submitter notes that parks and amenities are definitely a 
requirement, and plenty of shading should be provided for 
families and children.

TH14/04

Submitter believes that the scheme is unnecessarily 
dense and full of planner jargon. More simple plain 
English terminology is required for general public to 
follow.

Submitter comments that aspects of the community 
consultation and  online submission form was 
unclear. 

Submitter is concerned that the document is difficult 
to follow and was unsure whether they were able to 
have input and critique the plan.

Submitter questioned whether detailed designs have 
been completed for any part of the development. 

The submitter believes that the community will 
need to view a proposed designed, not a schematic 
precinct plan, in order to have an informed 
opinion. The submitter believes that the harbour 
should reflect the natural, casual island character 
of North Stradbroke Island and not be a low rent 
Monte Carlo or Gold Coast redux.

The submitter states that building heights have no precedent in Cleveland and 
are inimical to local heritage and character and to wildlife. The submitter is 
concerned about the koala corridor running the length of the development 
precinct, bounded by 7-storey and 15 storey developments. The submitter is 
concerned that the mineral high-rise planning vision destroys sense of place. 

The submitter believes that the token references to cultural heritage are 
shabby and thin. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme is not about the natural 
environment. It is about profitable exploitation of a waterfront 
property. Submitter believes that missing are the concepts such as 
orientation, natural ventilation, solar power, place-making, sense of 
place, genius local heritage, Cleveland history, mudflats, mangroves, 
shore birds, Queensland, low-key, pedestrian, wildlife priority, social 
purpose, experiential ideas that relate to local and natural 
environment. 

Submitter believes that shared access zones, pedestrian 
priority and cycle lanes should udnerpin a 21st century 
development, with vehicles secondary.

Submitter is concerned about the public transport network 
that will give access to the city. 

Submitter notes that images of Raby bay is displayed on the 
front cover and should not be used as a model for future 
development. Submitter notes that the amenity of Cleveland are 
simiarly degraded and not enhanced by this latest proposed 
development. 

Submitter believes that the 
proposed outcomes for 
precinct 1 is not clear 
enough and cannot 
envision the overall  
precinct. 
The submitter is   
concerned  that the 
precinct will consist of 
development that will 
replicate Raby Bay. 

Submitter is concerned 
that development along 
Middle Street will be 
replicated within the PDA. 

Submitter notes that the 
carpark for the Red Cat is 
brilliant and well planned. 
Submitter suggests that 
more car parking is required 
and properly landscaped and 
shaded. The submitter 
believes that this should be 
replicated at Dunwich. 

Submitter believes that this 
development, especially 
vehicle ferries and water 
taxis, needs to take into 
account the experience of 
leaving the mainland and 
embarking for the island 
(and coming back) as it is a 
connected experience. 

The submitter is concerned that Raby Bay 
Marina is being used as a model for the PDA. 

The submitter is concerned that 
environmental impact studies have not been 
completed and notes that they should be 
accesible to the public. 

TH14/05

Submitter sees this as an 
opportunity to do something to 
benefit the whole community.  The 
Townsville Strand is an excellent 
example of a billiant waterfront 
development which is used by many 
people and brings tourists to the 
area.

Submitter believes this is an opportunity to do a small 
scale development which will benefit the community 
and be a welcoming point for Stradbroke Island 
visitors.

Submitter is concerned 7-15 storey development will block access, views, 
sunlight and breezes to other development and the community and does not 
support buildings of these heights.  Submitter notes without detailed plans of 
buildings it is not possible to comment further.

Submitter believes it is unlikely koalas will utilise any corridor in 
proximity to 7-15 storey buildings and across busy roads

Submitter is concerned acid sulfate soils dredged from the channel will 
affect the marine habitats and any area where fill is deposited

Submitter notes that present ferry timetables do no 
coordinate with the train and bus timetables which 
discourages the use of public transport and that this 
requires attention.

Submitter concerned that the development of a mixed use 
village will worsen traffic congestion. 

Concerned areas of GJ Walter Park will be lost to new roads and 
parking areas and does not support this.

Submitter notes that 
Cleveland already has a 
mixed use centre and does 
not believe it needs another 
one within 1km.

TH14/06

Submitter has chosen to live in the area as it is quiet 
and close to the beach and is generally against any 
major changes to the area or increased development.  
In particular the submitter is concerned increased 
people and development in the area will affect their 
business as well as impact on amenity and habitat / 
ecolog and believes habitats should be protected and 
and not lost to development.

Concerned increased development will affect pollution, litter, traffic, 
crime and noise - in particular more boats would have a negative 
impact on marine habitats and animals and increased people will result 
in increased rubbish in parks and waterways.

Concerned increased development will result in loss of parkland.

TH14/07

Submitter comments that there have been many 
schemes put forward previously and the scheme 
should take into account comments made on those 
schemes. 

Submitter notes that the area needs rehabilitiation 
but it needs to be done in a sensitive nature. 

Submitter comments that mangroves surrounding 
the Toondah Harbour area should be protected as 
it is under threat in the Moreton Bay region

Submitter comments that any development must be scaled appropriatly and 
take full note of the impact on surrounding waterways, neighbourhoods, 
residential access to light, breezes and views, the road network and general 
amenity of the area. Submitter believes that building height should be capped 
at the current height of existing development (7 storeys). 

Submitter believes that marina berths with their necessary infrastructure and 
pollutants should be restricted to commercial and boats in survey for 
recreational use. 

Submitter notes that the road network is currently inadequate for the 
proposed redevelopment. 

Submitter believes more cycle paths, pedestrian access 
and local shuttle buses to Cleveland CBD is required. 

Submitter believes that more recreational opportunities 
and less private moorings (marina berhts) are required. 

Submitter comments that current access to Toondah Harbour 
(via Middle Street) must be restricted to public transport, taxis, 
shuttle buss, cycles, pedestrians and passengers to North 
Stradbroke Island. 

Submitter comments that 
low rise, medium density, 
materials and finsihes 
should be sensitive to the 
marine environment and 
take account of potential 
sea level rise. 

Submitter believes that 
develpoment consisting of 
brick or block on slab and  
underground parking 
should be allowed.

Submitter comments that 
low rise, medium density 
development should cater 
for the 43% retirement 
population as well as 
singles and couples. 
Submitter notes that 
family living would be 
inappropriate. 

Submitter believes that more 
variety of transport options 
with different operations 
should be available to the 
public. 

Submitter comments that the marina is much 
too large and is causing destruction to the 
mangroves and has a negative impact on the 
Marine Park. Submitter suggests that the use 
of the marina should be restricted to 
passenger vessels to North Stradbroke Island 
and recreational hire boats. 

TH14/08

Submitter is concerned that the introduction of large 
restaurants and pubs in the development will 
increase the number of patrons using the area which 
could lead to an increase in alcohol fuelled violence 
and drink driving as within the area making the are 
unsafe. 

The submitter comments that the plan is vague and 
should be written in simple, plain english. 

Submitter is concerned that there is no market or 
need for further redevelopment of the Toondah 
Harbour area, causing it to turn into a ghost town 
and disjointed communities. 

Submitter is concerned that developing the area 
will 'kill' the CBD, similar to Raby Bay. 

Submitter questions whether further residential buildings are required where 
other developments in the area have not been finished due to the inability to 
sell off. 

Submitter is concerned that dredging and dumping soil on the land and 
artificial beach will destroy the waterways and marine wildlife. 

Submitter is concerned that the marine wildlife will not be protected.  

Submitter comments that currently the areas of Passage 
Street and Long Street are unable to cope with current 
demand and is concerned that further develpoment will 
further limit traffic on these roads. 

Submitter suggests that the State could connect Passage 
Street to a truck connector street immediately to relieve 
traffic congestion.

Submitter is concerned that Passage Street has no paths 
except for a section outside the Primary school which does 
not promote easy foot traffic. 

Submitter comments that new open spaces is not required as 
they are already available and believes that the plan decimates 
the landscape and takes away the current open space. 

Submitter is concerned that the plan does not fully specify  the 
size of the playground and dog park. 

Submitter questions whether a marina is 
required at Toondah Harbour when marinas 
in Wynnum and Manly have vacant berths. 

TH14/09

Submitter suggests that a facility like the Redcliffe's Settlement 
Cove Lagoon be created in the GJ Walter Park. Redland City 
currently does not have anything similar.  Submitter believes 
that the attraction of a swimming lagoon would be an enormous 
draw card for the Toondah Harbour development. 
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TH14/10

Submitter comments that it is great 
to see interest in development the 
unused potential of the site and 
hopes that the proposed objectives 
can be achieved in the face of an 
expected noisy outspoken minority.

Submitter believes that the development will open up 
opportunities for coffee shops/cafes in the 
development. 

Submitter is in support of the proposed development 
scheme and belives that Cleveland is in urgent need 
of waterfront parkland and recreation facilities which 
are confined now to picnic areas at Raby Bay.

Submitter believes that in his experience, development such as this 
with rock walls and deep water of much improved quality result in a 
major increase in marine life. 

Submitter comments that the existing boat ramp is unusable to 
all bar very small lightweight trailer baots (at high tide only) due 
to a build up of soft mud over the base of the ramp. The mud 
also prevents use of the access 'channel' at less than high tide. 
Submitter believes that this is an opportunity to correct the total 
absence of new boat ramps built at Cleveland and would 
supplement existing facilities. 

Submitter proposes a large multi-lane, spacious, sheltered deep 
water boat ramp be constructed as part of the development, 
including a much needed wide sandy beach area for boats to 
queue at while waiting for lanes to become available. 

TH14/12

Submitter does not support the proposed 
development scheme and believes that the 
undeveloped foreshore will be ruined. 

Submitter believes that the development cannot be 
justified as Raby Bay is under a kilometre away from 
the proposed site. 

Submitter believes that the development will destroy 
the laid back lifestyle and queit environment. 

Submitter notes that buildings that block off views will result in a decline in 
people coming to Cleveland. 

Submitter notes that the scheme does not support the bettering of 
environment of sustainability as the beach and park is being 
redeveloped in buildings. 

Submitter notes that Middle Street cannot sustain the 
traffic as a two-way single lane street. Passsage street does 
not have foot paths to carry foot traffic. The roads in 
Redlands is too small to house the traffic.

TH14/14

Submitter believes that with the downturn of the 
Cleveland CBD it does not make sense to develop 
another retail area. The money would be better 
spend upgrading/refurbishing the CBD with a mix of 
residential and retail rather than an additional area. 

Submitter states that car parking for North 
Stradbroke Island residents and commuters must 
be preserved. 

Submitter opposes development over 5 storeys. 
Submitter states that mangroves, the diverse ecosystems and diverse 
fauna must be maintained and sensitively managed.

TH14/11`

Th14/13

Submitter notes that the scheme unambigiously notes that the 
development in Precint 1 will ensure design and land uses in 
relation to open space provide an appropriately sized recreation 
and open space area in GJ Walter Park. However there is no 
indication in the ILUP or PDA as to any proposed plans for GJ 
Walter Park and 'dog park'. 

Submitter believes that there is no practical guidance ot guide 
development as to the existing GJ Walter Park and 'dog park'. 
The area is currently designated substantially as either 7 or 15 
storey buildiing height limits with the exception of a relatively 
small northern area as discussed in the paragraph below. The 
ambiguity is that Table 1 page 16 PDA, Column 3A lists 
'permissible development' that refers to 'Schedule 2' as 
developments that apparently are not exempt development and 
Schedule 2 refers to 'provide for improved facilities in GJ Walter 
Park including dog off leash areas within the category of 'Open 
Space' as part of the Infrastructure Plan. 

Submitter believes that the information required to 
design has not been completed sufficiently and there 
are critical gaps in the scheme. 

Submitter believes that the first step to ensure the 
development Toondah Harbour will be successful is 
to hold a design summit and draw on the expertise of 
leading architects, urban planners and landscape 
architects and involve key stakeholders such as QYAC. 
Submitter believes that the development for 
Toondah Harbour should be a memorable, liveable 
and iconic gateway to North Stradbroke Island and a 
great opportunity will be missed if a design summit is 
not established.

Submitter notes that the Toondah Harbour design 
will need collaborative input from the Quandamooka 
people to achieve place-specific landscape and 
settlement design.

Submitter notes that the scheme fails to disclose 
research to show economic viability; environmental 
impact studies; transport and infrastructure needs; 
projected population; development phases and costs.

Submitter believes that the magnitutde of this task is 
beyond the scope of local government planners 
assisted by suburban consultants.

Submitter notes that the current presentation of the 
scheme hampers comprehension. 

Submitter believes the Toondah Harbour urban 
experience should incorporate Dunwich.

Submitter notes that another Raby Bay or 
Cleveland Central would not reflect well on this 
government. 

Submitter notes that the PDA is on mudflats and on the wrong end of 
the bay. 

Submitter states that the scheme assumes unacceptable destruction of 
irreplaceable wildlife habitat. 

Submitter notest that the scheme assumes the removal of mangroves, 
and illusory environmental 'compensatory offsets' for destroyed koala 
and marine habitat. 

Submitter notes that the the scheme fails to reconcile the 
conflict of dense tourist traffic and parking, with high-
density residential development. 

Submitter notes that a 
relatively small area located 
at the far northern 
boundary of  'Precinct 1" 
has been designated to 
ensure the open space area 
in GJ Walter Park and the 
dog park is provided for. 
The submitter suggests that 
the existing cricket oval on 
GJ Walter Park be 
designated as an area for 
open space or such as to 
maintin the current use. 

Submitter notes that the 
'dog park' aspect may be 
more problematic given the 
proposed substainal 
altering of the existing 
coastline; including 
reclamation and 
construction of a 
boardwalk. 

Submitter believes that any 
'dog park' should have a 
section of beach involved. 
The submitters preference 
is to retain the GJ Walter 
cricket oval and construct a 
fence contguous with 10, to 
the southern boundary of 
the cricket field in an 
easterly direction to the 
existing bay shoreline. 
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Submitter noted that  road upgrades would be completed 
in accordance with traffic studies as development 
proceeds, howver no report has been made available to 
the public. 

Submitter is concerned that existing uses by children is not 
mentioned or valued given that no quantification of existing or 
planned need for park under the RSC PS. 

Submitter is concerned of the loss of GJ Walter Park and that 
there will be limited greenspace in Redlands and potential 
privatization  similar to Roma Street Parklands. 

Submitter is concerned as to whether Council has resolved to 
surrender trusteeship of the park and what process was used 
with regard to the responsibility under the Land Act regarding 
the purpose of the reserve and not corporate objectives of the 
Council. 

Submitter is concerned that 
the preferred land uses for 
Precinct 1 do not mention 
park, off leash area, 
outdoor recreation, 
environment and Koala 
corridor. 

Submitter notes that an 800 berth marina in 
front of GJ Walter Park is planned, however 
the PDA Engagement Summary states that 
the community wanted to maintain its views 
and sea breezes and has significant 
recognition and love for the ecological value 
of the bay. 

Submitter notes tha the beach and bay are 
accessible to all, once development of the 
marina is completed it will be limited to boat 
owners only. 

Submitter is 
concerned that the 
wording refering to 
development 
strategy (5.2) refers 
to 'an opportunity to 
locate a mix of retail, 
office, and residential 
uses in a unique 
harbour side 
location", this 
relegates community, 
open space and 
environmental 
outcomes to being 
incidental but not 
planned or core 
outcomes.

Submitter is concerned 
that there is no 
assessment of out door 
recreation setting against 
the broad statements of 
replacing, new public 
access on waterfront. 

TH14/16

Submitter is concerned that the PDA is not restricted 
to Toondah Harbour but will also include and 
'swallow' up the whole of GJ Walters public space. 
Submitter notes that the community will not approve 
this development and that this has been pushed 
through Council as quickly as possible without many 
knowing the full extent.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme is geared 
towards developers and local and state governments 
rather than the community. 

Submitter is concerned that the development will not 
be economically viable as they do not envisage that 
people will travel to the Harbour for the views. 

Submitter is concerned that the government is not 
taking into consideration the views of the community

Submitter is concerned that the scheme will have a  long term negative 
impact on koalas and the red soil environment and short term negative 
impact on dredgement of mangroves.

Submitter is concerned that Redlands is losing its identity, especially 
things that attract families.

Submitter is concerned that the current infrastructure will 
not handle the growth expected with the development. 

Submitter is concerned that this will lead to an increase in 
rates, Redland rates are currently higher than Brisbane 
City. 

TH14/17
Submitter is not supportive of the scheme. Submitter 
is concerned that the development will turn the area 
into the Gold Coast.

TH14/18

Submitter is supportive of an 
improvement and expansion of the 
ferry terminal and associated 
parking to increase tourism to 
North Stradbroke. 

Submitter is supportive of small commercial 
development in the area immediately surrounding 
the terminal would be beneficial to tourism and job 
creation. 

Submitter opposes raising the building height to 15 storeys. The submitter 
notes that there are plenty of other areas with the same urban design 
proposed. Submitter believes that the strength of Redland as a tourist 
destination lies in what makes it unique, i.e. red earth mangrove mudflats and 
its proximity to Moreton Bay Islands. 

Submitter is opposed to the dredging of the habour for the create of a 
marina. Submitter is concerned that the jobs created for the 
development of the marina is worth the expense and environmental 
destruction that building it will cost. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina berths will remain unsold.

Submitter is concerned of the dredging of the mudflats for the marina 
as it is an important part of Redland's ecology and the proposed marina 
would destroy the habitat. 

Submitter is supportive of minor dredging to improve ferry services. 

Submitter is supportive of section 3.4.4 but is concerned 
that the statement is ignored throughout the rest of the 
document. 

Submitter is concerned that the current parking and road 
infrastructure will not accommodate the proposed 15 
storey residential apartment, restaurants, retail, marina, 
park and passenger ferry service. Submitter supports 
scaling back the residential buildings and removing the 
marina altogether.

Submitter notes that GJ Walter Park has the perfect balance 
between facilities and nature. 

Submitter notes that the Ferry Terminal is in need of resurfacing 
and better facilities. 

Submitter notes that the 
area could be improved 
with some mixed-use 
development, but the 
current proposed scheme is 
more than required and 
would not be beneficial in a 
monetary sense. A similar 
development already exists 
in Raby Bay and a number 
of commercial space is 
vacant in the Cleveland 
CBD. 

Submitter is concerned of 
the building height 
proposed and supports 
restricting the building 
height limit to 5 storeys. 

Submitter is concerned that 
the addition of the 
promenade  cuts off access 
to the water from the dog 
park or GJ Walter Park does 
is inconsistent with section 

Submitter questions whether the migratory wader birds and 
mangroves fronting GJ Walter Park planned ot be buried under a 15 
storey apartment block. 

Submitter believes that the visual amentiy Vs scenic amentiy (SEQ 
Regional plan) and like quantified methods should be used. 

Submitter notes whether the dredged spoil to be used is stable and 
environmentally sound. Submitter notes that Raby Bay fill has great 
difficulty supporting vegetation. 

Submitter notes that sustainability has been described in a way that is 
one off and not an accepted definition. 

Submitter notes that under point 3.4.4 it is the first section to 'have 
regard to the environment" and all references are to development taht 
will do something to the environment as though it has no intrinsic 
value or even claims to achieve the benefits for the environment. 

Submitter notes that the impact on wader birds, RAMSAR 
requirements, fishing, bait collection, Dugongs etc should be 
investigated and documented before the scheme is written. 

Submitter notes section 3.4.4 should be addressed by stating that 
'planting strategies which are site responsive and reflect the 
subtropical nature of the bayside nature of Cleveland" not just South 
East Queensland. 

Submitter notes that Council's Storm Tide Mapping shows the GJ 
Walter Park to be subject to existing 1 in 100 year storm tide flooding. 
Development would be 2 to 3 metres high when allowing for sea level 
rise and floor level requirements. Submitter is concerned that a Highest 
Astronomical Tide (HAT) and storm surge area hasn't been mapped. 

Submitter notes that the scheme does not address 
the expectations of the Cleveland community 
collated during the July 2013 Toondah Harbour PDA 
Engagement Consultation. 

Submitter questioned why the Statement member 
has endorsed the plan to be passed on to the 
developmers. Submitter notes that the State member 
has rejected emaisl and phone calls to clarify his 
position on the development scheme. 

Submitter noted that the Benefit Cost analysis and 
feasibility study were not available for public viewing. 

Submitter concerned that the document is too 
jargonistic and that the scheme contains poor, 
qualitative statements. Submitter is concerned that 
the references to Aboriginal stewardship and 
reconciliation is tokenistic. 

Submitter is concerned that wording through the 
scheme is complex and makes the document difficult 
to follow. 

Submitter is concerned that the punctuation 
throughout the document has been used incorrectly.

Submitter is concerned of the use of undefined terms 
throughout the document. 

Submitter is concerrned that that there are too many 
unstated assumptions and transperancy is needed.

Submitter is concerned that there is no mention of 
community values, definitions and planning concepts 
as prescribed in teh SEQ Regional Plan, Redlands 
Community Plan and Redlands Planning Scheme.

Submitter is concerned that there is lack of evidence 
of feasibility for the need of a bigger marina and 15 
storey development envelop. Submitter believes that 
there is a lack of evaluation of other projects to be 
translated back to the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that 'catalyst project' (ref 
P20) is not defined in the document. 

Submitter is concerned that there is a lack of 
transparency in the design process which is a lost 
opportunity. Submitter notes that the approach 
taken does not engage  people in the planning 
process.

TH14/15

Submitter questions when the public beaches and 
environmentally rich mudflats fronting GJ Walter 
Park became part of Toondah Harbour. 

Submitter notes that there is no mention or 
measure of loss of views, breezes, park for existing 
residents and loss of dog beach in the scheme. 

Submitter notes that a 15 storey height limit over GJ Walter Park foreshore, 
when the PDA Engagement Summary states that any apartment and 
commercial development should be low rise. Submitter believes that 15 storey 
buildings can be justified closer to the railway station, not at a distance where 
commuters would to require to drive to the transport node. Submitter believes 
this would be better served in the Cleveland CBD next to the train station. 

Submitter notes that perhaps 8 storeys would have more standing from a 
planning perspective. 

Submitter noted 
whether the cost 
of infrastructure to 
service the PDA 
and over 
Infrastructure 
Charges to be born 
by Council. This 
would be an 
adverse impact on 
ratepayers. 

Submitter is 
concerned that the 
reference to 
'infrastructure 
currently identified 
for the Toondah 
Harbour PDA 
includes Open 
space' which is 
described as works 
like vegetated 
corridor, off leash 
area and extending 
GJ Walter park, 
such inclusions are 
at odds with past 
State Government 
inclusions in the 
definition of 
Infrastructure. The 
definition needs to 
be verified. 
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TH14/19

Submitter is concerned that the PDA area is too 
large. Submitter is supportive of development on a 
smaller scale and supports the PDA for jobs, 
waterway and lifestyle usage for the Toondah 
waterfront area. 

Submitter notes that more schools are required in 
the area as the schools are at capacity and submitter 
is concerned that the increase in development will 
bring more residents. 

Submitter is concerned that a large built up area will 
be nice for the community during the day, but may 
become a haven for criminals at night. 

Submitter is concerned about the building height limit and notes that it should 
be a maximum 4 storeys and a cap on the amount of buildings that can be 
erected. Submitter notes that the water frontage should be available to all 
people and not be blocked for people that visit the area. 

Submitter is concerned that the dredging and erection of buildings is 
going to increase levels or pollution and the emissions from watercraft 
and littering will increase the waterway rating to critical. 

Submitter is concerned that the current street and road 
network leading to the harbour is not capable of holding a 
large amount of traffic. Submitter notes that there are two 
main feeder roads into the area and both are congested 
regularly. 

Submitter is concerned that the current parking system is 
at peak levels and free parking should be introduced to 
entice tourist to come. 

Submitter notes that transport fromthe Cleveland railway 
to the harbour will have to be updated. 

Submitter notes that recreation areas should be paramount and 
open space areas for picnics and dog parks for users must be 
maintained. 

Submitter is concerned that the development will affect the 
current use of the dog park with access to the water and an 
unimpeded run area. Submitter notes that the dog park is the 
safest and best in Redlands. 

Submitter notes that only 
small café restaurants 
should be approved and 
recreational play areas for 
children. 

Submitter notes only low 
rise residential only, no 
blocking of views for other 
citizens. 

Submitter notes only a small marina area and 
is concerned that a large harbour, similar to 
Manly Harbour, will suffer economically.

TH14/20
Submitter supports the future of the development and  believes that cultural 
heritage is a part of history which cannot be changed.

Submitter supports the future of the harbour and believes that the 
natural environment cannot exist where development is undertaken.

Submitter notes that development plans are required to 
provide modern water transport facilities linked with train 
and bus services for public and tourist movement in the 
Redland area. 

Submitter believes that with better port facilities there 
may be more competition for ferry services currently 
monopolised. 

Submitter notes that infrastructure improvements and 
deepening of Toondah harbour may prompt for bettern 
investment in more modern barges and water taxis.

Submitter believes that 
private enterprises should 
dictate planning of the 
area. 

Submitter believes that 
private enterprises should 
dictate planning of the 
area. 

Submitter believes that 
competition policy should be 
developed to remove a 
monopoly of current public 
transport services.

TH14/22

Submitter considers the 
redevelopment of Toondah Harbour 
and GJ Walter Park a great 
opportunity to enhance the 
Cleveland area with a waterfront 
village to complement the existing 
CBD and harbourside. 

Submitter is concerned that the target residential 
population for the new development of over 35,000 
people is too high for the area of this size. 

Submitter is concered that the proposed 
development scheme does not taken into 
consideration the impact on existing residents, only 
new residents/users.

Submitter is concerned that safety constraints are 
not in place to minimise adverse effects of dust, noise 
and odour on teh community during the extended 
development process. Submitter notes that the 
prevailing winds are SE the development will impact 
residents of Raby Bay and Ormiston. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
restaurants, cafes, shops, bars and hotel will take 
trade away from the existing CBD and harbourside 
businesses. 

Submitter is concerned of the current proposed building height and feels that 
any building should be in keeping with the surrounding areas which have a 
building limit of 7 storeys. 

Submitter believes that the residential designation shoul dbe medium density. 

Submitter is concerned that the seawall on the northern part of GJ 
Walter Park is located too far north and it will make the exsting beach 
in the park unusable due to the inadvisability of fishing and swimming 
in marinas. 

Submitter believes  that the area of proposed reclamation should be 
reduced to approximately 20 hectares to conserve the existing natural 
habitat for migratory birds, mangroves and seagrasses. Submitter 
believes that the boundary line which extends north and east into 
Moreton Bay should be changed. 

Submitter is concerned that there is no definitation for 'compensatory 
offset' which 'seek to achieve net gain in koala and marine habitat.' 
Submitter is concerned that there will be a koala corridor situated next 
to a road. 

Submitter is concerned that increased tourist traffic may 
have a negative impact on traffic congestion for Middle 
Street. This will impact ferry traffic as well as local 
residents. 

Submitter believes that the reclaimed extension of GJ Walter 
Park should be moved south to halfway along the existing beach 
to make the new beach an extension of the current beach. 
Submitter believes this would provide a safer environment for 
families.

Submitter believes that the 
number of commercial 
venues should be limited. 

Submitter is concerned that an 800 berth 
marina will not be a viable proposition when 
the existing Moreton Bay marinas are facing 
financial difficulties. Submitter believes a 
smaller marina would be sufficient to serve 
the needs of the resident population. 

TH14/23

Submitter is concerned that with mining coming to a 
close on Stradbroke Island that the Toondah Harbour 
area doesn’t become a ghost town and fall into 
disrepair. Submitter notes that a conprehensive 
development plan for the whole area as proposed is a 
vital catalyst to drive the area forward and lead into a 
20 year development program to improve facilities 
and bring new oppportunities and living choices as 
well as employment in Cleveland. 

Submitter believes that more height and less site cover is preferred. Submitter 
notes that to preserve viewlines for current owners, building heights to the 
west of the site should be higher and keep smaller footprints.  Submitter 
believes 15 storeys is not high.

The existing infrastructure can support significant 
increases in density. 

Submitter believes plenty 
of density is required to 
support the proposed 
comercial and dining uses 
that are proposed. 

Submitter supports the marina in this 
location as it gives fast access to the 
waterways between Moreton Bay and the 
Gold Coast Spit. 

Submitter is concerned that the park area and associated off 
leash dog areas will be one fifth of the current size under the 
proposed development scheme. Submitter is concerned that the 
communities desire for parks and open spaces , which were 
rated as highly desirable but has not been taken into account. 

Submitter is concerned that EDQ and Redland City 
Council have ignored previous inputs, data and 
information. 

Submitter is concerned that the PDA process 
presents an unrealistic short time frame to produce a 
development scheme for a huge undertaking such as 
planning for the Toondah Harbour area. Submitter is 
concerned that logical process, checks and balances 
are not in place for transparency and  accountability 
and is flawed.

Submitter is concerned that the maps throughout 
scheme do not show north/south or a scale. 
Submitter is concerned that the maps do not show 
basic information such as how far out into the bay 
the PDA extends.

Submitter is concerned that there is not enough 
information being relayed by EDQ officers back to the 
community regarding the relocation of the ferry 
terminal and other aspects of the scheme. Submitter 
is concerned that advice regarding the detail being 
sorted out later does not allow the community to 
provide informed feedback on the scheme. 

Submitter is concerned that statements made by 
politicians to involve the Redland community are 
false and has not been delivered in the proposed 
development scheme. 

TH14/21

is inconsistent with section 
3.4.4  as it would require 
the destruction of 
mangroves. Submitter 
notes that this could be 
achieved by a footpath 
further inland. 

Submitter is concerned 
aboout  proposed height 
map over the open space 
near GJ Walter park. 

Submitter is concerned the PDA process does not take into account the 
community engagement undertaken by RCC and the preferred uses outlined by 
the community . Submitter notes  that building heights of up to 15 storeys and 
a 800 berth marina and parking were not listed in the preferred uses.

Submitter is concerned that an 800 berth 
marina will not be a viable proposition when 
the existing Moreton Bay marinas are facing 

financial difficulties. Submitter believes a 
smaller marina would be sufficient to serve 

the needs of the resident population.

Submitter believes that marina berths should 
be capped at 100.
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TH14/24

Submitter is concerned that the development is be 
called Priority Develpoment and believes that issues 
requiring attention on North Stradbroke Island need 
to be addressed first before developing the mainland. 

Submitter is concerned that a number of taxi/car 
ferry companies may operate oyut of Toondah 
Harbour and believes that priority assistance 
should be given to the Groom Family who operate 
the Stradbroke Flier to continue to service the 
area. Submitter is concerned that smaller 
companies will be put out of business allowing for a 
monolopy to occur. Submitter believes that the 
Gold Cats should not be made to pay additional 
infrastructure or contribution to upgrade the 
facilities as this cost will be transfered to the 
customer or put them out of business. 

Submitter is concerned that high rise accomodation will cause congestion and 
put a strain on the limited car parks available. Submitter believes development 
should be limited to low rise buildings only. 

Submitter believes that it is important to keep both ferry terminals accessible 
to North Stradbroke Island commutors. 

Submitter supports the idea of cafes and restaurants. 

Submitter supports a broadwalk instead of swampy mangroves. 

Submitter is concerned with the lack of parking facilities at 
One Mile and the congestion caused by 
incoming/outcoming water taxi traffic combined with road 
traffic and also congestion using the only public boat 
ramp. 

Submitter is concerned that traffic issues will increase in 
Middle street and more entry and exit points should be 
introduced. 

Submitter is concerned that parking issues will increase 
and suggests that parking should be free for residents 
through the use of permits. 

Submitter is supportive of improved facilities and services that 
arent detrimental to North Stradbroke Island residents and 
encourage visitors to the bay. Submitter is concerned that the 
cost of development will be passed on to local businesses and 
may cause smaller business to close. Submitter is concerned that 
a monoply in services for the harbour will occur. 

Submitter is concerned that 
ferry services will be 
monopolised. 

Submitter is supportive of more marina space 
to encourage families and boaties to use the 
bay and lessen road traffic. 

Submitter suggests that more boat ramps wil 
accompanying pontoon should be available 
to lessen congestion on the ramps and 
provide a safer launching and retrieval of 
water craft. 

Submitter is concerned that water speed 
limits are not enforced in the harbour. 

TH14/25
Submitter is supportive of the 
proposal. 

Submitter is concerned that GJ Walter park is 
zoned for building use in the height plan and 
believes that this is a mistake. 

Submitter is concerned with the increase in building heights and believes that 
the new height levels will be an eyesore and detract from the overall plan. Submitter is concerned that GJ Walter park is being zoned for 

buildings. 

TH14/26
Submitter supports the overall 
development and commends the 
design in part. 

Submitter is concerned that a 15 storey building height limit is extreme and 
would prefer 5 storeys to be acceptable. 

Submitter is concerned that impact studies have not been 
provided. 

Submitter is concerned that parking will be an issue for 
Island residents who will have to rely on two vehicles.

Submitter believes a bridge built to link the mainland and 
island would provide a solution to the parking issue. 
Submitter believes that the cost to build a multi-storey car 
park would be better spent on a bridge. 

Submitter suggests that a waterpark play area for children be 
included. 

Submitter is concerned 
about privacy and notes 
that privacy should be 
retained. 

Submitter is concerned 
about the age of vehicle 
ferries and believes that they 
should be replaced with 
more modern ferries to 
match the marina. 

Submitter is concerned that there is no 
longer a strong need for marinas. 

TH14/27

Submitter is concerned that the facilities of Toondah 
Harbour is outdated and believes that it is in urgent 
need of upgrade works to bring it up to a safe 
standard. Submitter believes this will improve the 
image of Redland City. 

Submitter is concerned that development and 
construction will be awarded to overseas developers 
and not to local developers. Submitter is concerned 
that the proposed development scheme will not stop 
this from happening. 

Submitter is concerned about the scale of development with building height 
limits of up to 15 storeys. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development scheme does not 
adequately address that that the development is within a heritage zone and 
part of the 'scenic drive.' 

Submitter believes that deveopment on the foreshore should be limited to 5 
storeys. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development scheme does 
not adequately address environmental and sustainability issues. 

Submitter is concerned that the development is not 'Eco-Development' 
and a 'carbon neutral development' to put Redlands and Queensland 
on the map.

TH14/28

Submitter is concerned tha thte ferry terminal is in 
urgent need of repair and not-fit-for-purpose. 

Submitter is concerned that a private developer will 
undertake the proposed development and believes 
that the state and council should provide all 
development. 

Submitter is concerned that the development will be 
given to an international developer who will limit 
opportunities for the locals and favour international 
workers. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not 
contain enough economic data which will re-assure 
the community that the deveopment will benefit the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme does not adequately specify 
development timeframes noting that 10-20 years of 
development is a  messy and busy timeline. 

Submitter is concerned that the current ferry 
terminal currently presents a poor image of 
Cleveland. 

Submitter is concerned that  major sites being sold to Asian developers will 
lead to foreign design and construction professionals instead of local labour. 
Submitter is concerned that this will result in poor design outcomes as 
international developments may not understand the requirements.

Submitter is concerned that a 15 storey height limit will not protect the 
heritage area around Redlands could drive tourism away.  

Submitter is concerned that 5000m2 of retail will severely impact the CBD.

Submitter is concerned that the development is not 'Eco-Development' 
and a 'carbon neutral development' to put Redlands and Queensland 
on the map. 

Submitter is concerned that pre-requisites such as 10 Nathers Stars or 
6 GreenStare for development has not been insisted in the form of 
formal benchmarking. 

Submitter is concerned that the parking issue around the 
area will increase with the traffic network coming under 
increase strain. Submitter believes that car-free zones 
should be introduced. 

Submitter is concerned that the increase in traffic will drive 
cyclists away from the area which will impact on local cafes 
also. 

Submitter is concerned that 
while few restaurants and 
open space would be ideal 
it will take away customers 
from food outlets in the 
CBD. 

Submitter is concerned that 
more details and plans are 
not available. 

Submitter is concerned that 
issues such as car parking, 
queuing may not be 
addressed and with 
increased traffic will 
heighten the issue. 

Submitter believes a marina, similar in scale 
to Manly, would have its benefits. 

TH14/29

Submitter comments that development of a toll road 
out to sea by a private investor will have a number of 
advantages such as saving on dredging costs,  
minimal outgoings and without the need to destroy 
the natural environment and associated ecosystem. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme will take away the natural 
environmental features of the area. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development scheme is 
against the recognition of environmental value for protected 
mangroves, koala habitats, migratory shorebird habitat and seagrasses 
essential to marine life. 

TH14/30

Submitter is concerned that mass built 
environment will be developed over the natural 
shoreline and comments that a low key broken 
built environement enhancing the natural shoreline 
scraped together with restaurants and greenspace 
will enhance the aesthetic qualities of the habour 
and encourage community use. 

Submitter is concerned of the current proposed building height and notes that 
reconition and acknowledgement of the original habitants and mainiting 
greenspace is important. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development scheme may 
interfere with the seagrass beds and restrict dredging to the existing 
channels to protect the marine environment and food supplies for 
dugongs. 

Submitter is concerned of the direct impact to the bay bed by the 
development of the marina and its associated infrastructure. 

Submitter is supportive of the bikeways and removing the 
existing parking facilities adjacent to the foreshore  in 
prefernece of a parking station that will reduce the 
footprint and potentially open up green space. 

Submitter suggests extending the railway line to Toondah 
Harbour and develop the parking station over there. 

submitter is supportive of green open space with family and 
environmentally friendly activities with low impacting facilities. 

TH14/31

Submitter is concerned that the development will 
destroy the village style atmosphere and the peace 
and queit of the natural open spaces. 

Submitter is concerned that the development will 
turn into waterfront locations such as Cairns and 
Townsville which is not what the residents want. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme does not provide any direct 
benefit to island residents in travel time. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed height limit will not allow access to 
the rich bio-diversity that is available for exploration and that buildings higher 
than the current height limit of 7 storeys will look out of place. 

Submitter is concerned that higher density buildings developed in the area will 
not prove profitable with many buildings failing around the Raby Bay area. 

Submitter is concerned that the effects of global warming have not 
been taken into consideration. 

Submitter is concerned that the removalof mangroves will negatively 
impact the marine eco-system. Submitter is concerned that the marine 
park will not be protected anymore. 

Submitter is concerned that extensive dredging has the potential to 
disturb acid sulphate soils. The silt from the dredging could also affect 
nearby sea grass beds and coral reefs around Peel Island. 

Submitter comments that the parking issues associated 
with Toondah Harbour could be resolved by building a 
multi-storey car park on the land set aside for parking in 
Cleveland and allowing the tourists to catch public 
transport. 

Submitter suggestsd that a paid permit system could be 
made available at the water taxis for island residents. 

Submitter is concerned that the development will increase 
traffic movement in the area and increase traffic 
congestion.  

Submitter is concerned that the development will destroy the 
pristine area and sandy beaches. 

Submitter is concerned that 
this is a massive over 
development which could 
be impacted by global 
warming and cyclonic storm 
surges. 

Submitter is concerned 
that the development will 
lead to destruction to 
prime marine habitat, 
global warming and sub-
soil sinking which in turn 
will affect Raby Bay.

Submitter is concerned that 
the development will not 
decrease travelling time. 
Submitter comments that a 
small dredging operation and 
small retaining wall to 
protect low water access for 
'The Flyer' would fix the 
current problems they have. 

Submitter concerned that another marina 
will only duplicate what already exists at Raby 
Bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina at 
Toondah Harbour will be subject to both 
strong northerly and southerly winds. 

TH14/32

submitter notes that development of the Toondah 
Harbour area should retain and enhance the natural 
beauty of th eplace and protect the Bay waters and 
wildlife. 

Submitter notes that certain aspects of Toondah 
Harbour such as the dog park, recreation area and 
mangroves are all important features and should 
be prioritised in the development. 

Submitter is concerned that development should 
be done tastefully and mindful of retaining the 
essential nature of the area being a recreational 
area rather than commercial.

submitter is concerned about the proposed height limit of 15 storeys.

Submitter is supportive of developing a car park to service 
the increase in traffic. Submitter supports the need for 
island residents to have a car park space available for 
parking of a town car to be used on the mainland. 

Submitter commetns that provisions for secure parking 
that requires payment shoudl be considered and that all 
future car parking development should be maintained. 

Submitter comments that provisions of walkways, bicycle trans 
and broadwalks through the mangrove edge would enhance the 
peaceful and relaxed nature of the area. 

Submitter is supportive of 
introducing casual dining 
options, better toilet 
facilities and all-weather 
departure/arrival areas 
would enhance visitor's 
experience. 

Submitter is concerned that construction of a 
large marina would increase foot traffic and 
noise level taking away the relaxed 
atmosphere. 

Submitter is concerned of the increased 
pollution in the water from fuel, waste and 
litter. 

Submitter notes there is a marina at Manly 
catering for the people of the Moreton Bay 
area. 

TH14/33

Submitter is supportive of 
upgrading the facilities in Toondah 
Harbour and was looking forward to 
the development of commuter 
barge and ferry terminals.

Submitter is concerned about the 15 storey height limit. 
Submitter is concerned that GJ Walter park will be negatively 
impacted on in the development. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina and 
Cassium Island will be affected by the 
development scheme. 

TH14/34

Submitter is concerned that there is an over-
development in the upgrading of facilities. 

Submitter is concerned about the future safety of the 
area with the possible increase in criminal activity at 
night. 

Submitter is concerned that the development does 
not take into account that the current schools are at 
capacity and cannot take future students with the 
increase in residential population. 

Submitter is concerned that the PDA covers too 
much land

Submitter is concerned about the 15 storey height limit. Submitter believes 
that buildings with a height limit of 4 storeys should be capped. Submitter is 
concerned that the increase in high density accommodation will block views 
from that should be left interrupted for the community. 

Submitter is concerned about the increase in pollution to the 
waterfront during development phase. Submitter is concerned that the 
water rating wil continue to rise. 

Submitter is concerned that currently there is only one set 
of traffic lights into the Harbour area and it would not be 
capable of servicing the amount of traffic the development 
will create. 

Submitter concerned that there is not enough parking 
infrastructure to support increase car traffic, 

submitter comments that railway infrastructure from 
Cleveland would have to be upgraded. 

Submitter is concerned about the walking traffic and the 
threat posed with increase traffic movement in the area. 
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TH14/35
Submitter is supportive of 
upgrading the facilites in Toondah 
Harbour.

Submitter is concered about the 15 storey height limit along the shoreline and 
belives that parklands, recreational areas, parking facilities and shopping 
precinct with small unit complexes should be proposed instead. Submitter is 
concerned that the area will be developed into another Gold Coast or Sunshine 
Coast shadow casting area. 

Submitter suggests that a marine Education/Research facility and 
whale museum be incorporated and dedicated to the local wildlife and 
marine life. 

TH14/37
Submitter is supportive of the 
upgrade of Toondah Harbour. 

Submitter is not in favour of building heights of up to 15 storeys. 

TH14/38

Submitter is satisfied that the 
develpoment caters for the needs of 
the community. 

Submitter provides congratulations 
for a creation of a great 
development envelope. 

Submitter comments that the 
community consulation was well 
organised,  staffed and managed.  

Submitter comments that Toondah Harbour 
requires an upgrade and provides opportunity for 
the construction community to increase work for 
locals and additional trade from through traffic. 

Submitter is supportive of the 15 storey building height limite and believes that 
higher density living provides a more sustainable solution to minimise impact 
to koala and other natural habitats.   

Submitter notes that the development should be designed to complement 
local surrounds. 

Submitter is concerned about  the mangrove area to the south and 
believes it should be protected from sediment from dredging. 

Submitter comments that provision of ample car parking 
for commuters should be provided. 

Submitter comments that the walking parth to Erobin 
Street should be retained as it provides great north/south 
access across the harbour. 

Submitter is concerned of the development proposed for GJ 
Walter Park and believes that it should be retain as is.

Submitter is concerned that the development will remove the 
dog park as it is used by many locals. Submitter suggest 
relocating the dog park to Oyster Point.  

Submitter is concerned about access to bay and marina access 
for local residents to ensure that they retain the current bay 
view. 

Submitter is supportive of 
the mixed use precinct. 

Submitter believes that the marina should be 
redeveloped in one stage to ensure that the 
marina fits the character of Toondah Harbour 
rather than a series of incremental upgrades. 

Submitter notes that the marina should not 
be limited to 800 berths and believes that it is 
the marina that will underpin the 
development. 

TH14/39

Submitter is supportive of 
increasing the car parking facilities 
and upgrading the harbour 
foreshore with walkways and cafés. 

Submitter is concerned that submissions against the 
proposed development will not be considered as per 
previous submissions and requests for upgrading the 
road network and extending the railway line from 
Cleveland. 

Submitter is concerned that enlarging the area of 
the harbour and its facilities will disturb the 
ambience of the area which is the main reason 
people move to the area. 

Submitter is concerned about the 15 storey height limits within the harbour 
area and in Cleveland. Submitter believes that it is out of character fo the area 
and believes it would cause sewerage problem. 

Submitter is concerned about the dredging of the foreshore as it will 
increase noise pollution and damage the shoreline and its ecology. 
Submitter believes that it will ruin the peacefulness and ambience of 
the parklands and mangroves. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed develpment scheme 
dismisses the protection of the Koala habitat and the peaceful 
shoreline. 

Submitter is concerned that a new road proposed through 
the park between Middle and Shore street would disturb 
the koalas and increase noise pollution. 

Submitter is concerned that the current road network will 
not support an increase in vehicle traffic as it is currently 
already congested at peak times and weekends. 

Submitter is concerned that a marina will not 
be viable as current marinas in other areas 
are not at full capacity. 

TH14/40

Submitter believes the only develpoment required is 
the upgrade of the car park facilities and enhancing 
the walkways with shops and cafes. 

Submitter is concerned that State and Council are 
treating the proposed development as a 'done deal.'

Submitter is concerned that the submission process 
is secretive and believes that a public forum provides 
community with a fair response and expression of 
their opinions.  

Submitter is concerned that the 15 storey height limit would destroy the 
ambience created by the parklands and shady trees. Submitter believes that it 
will be an eye-sore and is unnecessary. 

Submitter is concerned that the 15 storey height limit would dominate the 
shoreline and block the views across the bay for existing properties and 
surrounding suburbs. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 15 storey buildings will not be 
financial viable as there is  no interest in the property market even  for current 
6 storey buildings.

Submitter comments that the carpark should be limited to 
3 storeys to resolve the issue with street parking. 

Submitter is concerned tha thte harbour area will be enlarged or 
degraded. Submitter comments that the bitumen area could be 
enhanced by beautifying the shoreline with more shops and 
cafes. 

Submitter opposes the development of a 
marina and is concerned that it would 
destroy the natural beauty of the shoreline 
and threaten the ecology of the waterways. 

Submitter believes the marina is unncessary 
and only caters to minority of local residents.

Submitter is concerned that hte marina will 
not be viable as current marinas in toehr 
areas are not at full capacity. 

Submitter is concerned 
that development 
applications do not fit in 
with the aesthetics, 
topography and spirit of 
the surroundings and the 
environment. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will destroy the character of the area,  
which was the reason they  moved to the area.

Submitter is notes that the areas early connection 
with Queensland history and marine resources was 
the main reason that rejected the canal and 
commercial proposal in 1989 and is concerned that a 
a heritage and environmental impact study has not 
yet been completed for the proposed development. 

Submitter is concerned consultation with 
stakeholders, have not yet taken place where an 
undertakings  was given that they would be 
consulted. 

Submitter is concerned that the consideration of 
future costs to the community in terms of health and 
wellbeing, electricity usage  loss of seafood, continual 
dredging, road safety and repairs have not been given 
adequate weight in planning for the area. 

Submitter believes that the proposed develpoment 
scheme should be withdrawn and a new scheme 
favouring healthy natural environment, green living, 
embracing the bay, wise planning and design should 
be created. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development of the harbourside will not retain the  
unique character of the area. 

TH14/36

Submitter is supportive of 
upgrading the ferry terminal and 
the old CSIRO building with car 
parking facilities. 

Submitter is concenred about the high rise develpoment proposed for GJ 
Walter Park and the 15 storey height limit and notes that it is not compatible 
with surrounding development or consistent with existing and approved 
development.  

Submitter is concerned of the viability of an 
800 berth marina where there are extensive 
marinas already in Moreton Bay which are 
not at full capacity. 

Submitter notes that the facilities at 
Beveridge Street, Thornlands coul dbe 
upgraded if more marine facilities are 
required. 

Submitter is concerned that the development of an 800 berth marina 
will increase pollution in the water and endanger critical habitats of the 
marine life.

Submitter is concerned that the removal of mangroves will reduce the 
quality of the water, fisheries productivity and impact the resilience of 
the coastline causing erosion and impact the ability of the habitat to 
sequester carbon. 

submitter is concerned that the degradation of seagrasses and 
mudflats would impact negatively on the fisheries industry and the 
juvenile brown tiger prawns. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the communitys efforts in educating and promoting the protection and 
enhancement of the natural environment.

Submitter is concerned that the development scheme does not abide 
by the Moreton Bay Marine Park Guideline. 

Submitter is concerned that there is a lack of green space and 
notes that there is a positive link between health and well being. 

Submitter is concerned that 
the proposal is an over 
development of Toondah 
Harboud and could impact 
and jeopardize growth and 
the commercial recovery of 
Cleveland. 
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TH14/43
Submitter is concerned that their submission will not 
be considered and that their time is being wasted. 

Submitter is concenred that the development will increase high rises and 
increase high density living in Redlands. 

Submitter is concerned that the Redlands known as the salad bowl of 
queensland will now only be known for growiing houses. 

Submitter is concerned that the dredging of the water ways will affect 
the fisheries area and food security of the area to allow for a passage 
for water vehicles. This will impact the seafood and tourism industry 
which provides some of the best seafood. 

Submitter believes that the area should remain as unspoilt as possible. 

Submitter is concerned that GJ Walter park has heritage value 
and regional significance but has not been reflected in the 
scheme. The submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will compromise GJ Walter Park and its use and 
values has not been investigated to make an informed 
development plan. 

submitter is concerned that the area will be undersupplied wiht 
regional scale park land and will become one of SEQ most 
alienated park land. 

Submitter comments that alienation of the park is akin to an 
asset sale which is a breach of the Government's election 
commitments. 

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme does not take into 
consideration the communities previous objection to 
a similar overdevelpoment in the late 1980s. A 
community campaign conducted by Secure 
Toondah's Invaluable Resources succeeded in having 
the development stopped. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development reflects ongoing consultation that was 
undertaken after the August 2013 community 
consultation process however the community were 
not made aware of the opportunity for ongoing 
input. 

Submitter is concerned that there is no disclosure of 
the who has been consulted and the nature of the 
consultation and requests that the details be 
released and disclose the influence that has 
overturned the community's vision.  

Submitter is concerened tha the scheme is too 
complex and poorly written that is difficult to 
understand. 

Submitter notes that the nature of the scheme has 
disenfranchised the community.

Submitter comments that the style of writing is too 
technical  and does not follow the Government's 
mantra to reduce red tape. 

Submitter is concerned that the PDA 'Toondah 
Harbour" is not a true representation of the scope of 
land involved. Submitter notes that the majority of 
land comprises of GJ Walter Park and the bay which is 
misleading as the community are supportive of 
upgrading the facilities of Toondah Harbour. 

submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will over commercialise the location. 
Submitter is concerned that the scheme fails to 
deliver a Land Use Plan which is compatible with 
the location, feelings of residents and the Redland 
Planning Scheme and does not address the real 
need to improve facilities as the gateway to 
Stradbroke Island. Submitter believes that a plan 
that is consistent with the local location would 
attrack many more visitors to the city and islands. 

Submitter is concerned that the development of 
the marina and high rise will impact on the 
conservation and visual values of the Moreton Bay 
Marine Park. 

Submitter suggests that a statement regarding the 
improved connectivity of the area with adjacent 
parks should be included in the vision statement. 

Submitter is concerned that a boutique hotel is 
considered in the vision statement when there is 
the Grandview adjacent to the area with views to 
Moreton Bay. The proposed development would 
impact on that view. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
commercial buildings will compete with the 
CLeveland CBD. Submitter comments that business 
in the proposed development be restricted to ones 
that are not available in the Cleveland CBD.

Submitter is concerened that the 15 storey height limit would block views, be 
inconsistent with the values and plans for Redland City and reduce the amenity 
values of the area. 

Submitter comments that a development that is consistent with Redland City 
values is more important than one that rivals the excesses of the Gold Coast.

Submitter comments that except for the building heights, the criteria set out in 
the PDA - Wide criteria are well thought out and consistent with any 
development in area. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development would impact 
on the conservation, amenity and visual values of the Moreton Bay 
Marine Park. 

Submitter is concerned that recognition of minimising the risk of storm 
surges is not adequately covered in the PDA-Wide Criteria. 

Submitter suggests that the point covering koala habitat should be 
amended to "establishing a vegtated corridor for wildlife habitat and 
provide for koalas and their safe movement"

Submitter notes that the habitat values of the marine environment 
should be enhanced where possible and is already currently utilised 
extensively. 

Submitter notes that any land reclamation should be used for 
parks and visitor facilities. 

Submitter comments that 
no residential development 
should be in Precinct 1.

Submitter comments any 
commercial development 
should be aimed at the 
needs of those travelling to 
the Islands and seeking the 
amenities of the parks, 
tracks and other facilities 
nearby. 

Submitter comments that 
residential should be 
restricted to Precinct 2 
and meet current Redland 
City standards and plans. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina would not be appropriate for the 
area and believes that only a small marina 
should be considered to cater for day use and 
short term stays.

Submitter is concerned that a marina in this 
location will impact the amenity of the area, 
ruin views and increase noise pollution. 

TH14/41

Submitter is supportive of the 
provisions to improve the harbour, 
access to the harbour and the 
amenity of the area and should be 
progressed. 

Submitter comments that the proposed development 
should build on the success stories at Wellington 
Point and Cleveland Point which attract many visitors 
and further boost tourism and the amenity of the 
Toondah Harbour area. 

Submitter supports most of the views expressed in 
the vision statement except for those regarding the 
proposed commercial and residential developments 
in Precinct 1 and the marina. 

TH14/42

Submitter is concerned that the 15 storey height limit ignores Council planning 
decisions. 

Submitter is concerned that there is no mention of the number of residential 
units and submitter believes that some assessments indicate a possible 1500 
units which is 50% more than the number of houses in Raby Bay. Submitter is 
concerned that social, environmental and eocnomic impacts have not been 
assessed prior to drafting the development scheme. 

Submitter is concerned that there no development with building heights 15 
storeys in the surrounding area, the closest would be in the Brisbane CBD. 

Submitter is concerned that the intention of the proposed development is to 
develop it into a Gold Coast which will impact on the liveability, lifestyle and 
village atmosphere of Cleveland. 

Submitter is concerned about the environmental and ecological 
concerns that will be impacted by the proposed development scheme. 

Submitter is concerned that the site is designed as a RAMSAR site, 
which is an international agreement to protect wetlands and the flight 
paths of migratory birds and it is not mentioned in the PDA how it will 
be managed

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will threaten 
rare and vulnerable bird species that are found in the Toondah Harbour 
precinct. 

Submitter is concerned that the water current, winds, erosion and 
sedimentation are real constraints for the development are not 
understood or planned for in the scheme. 

Submitter is concerned that the land shown on the mapping is below 
hte 1:100 year storm surge level and is likely to contain acid sulphate 
soils. 

Submitter notes that the area was also used as a rubbish tip and 
asbesto and 'hot sand' could be buried under the park. 

Submitter is concerned that impact on fishing, bait collection and 
dugongs have not been investigated and planned for in the scheme. 

Submitter is concerned that there is a plan to use dredged spoil is 
suitable as a stable and environmentally sound fill. This has been 
proven incorrect as this has been used in Raby Bay and has proven 
difficulty supporting vegetation, house and silf free channels. 

Submitter is concerned that sustainability is defined as a one-off and is 
not an accepted definition.
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TH14/44

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/45

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and that construction of a new access road along 
the boundary would diminish its value as a historical site. Its aspect lokking to 
high rise buildings and a marina would replace the original views out to the 
bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/46
Submitter is concerned that there is a lack of 
entertainment area to cater to the lack of a central 
area for people to enjoy a night out proposed fp

Submitter is concerned that 
government funding will be 
available to ferry companies 
to pay for the upgrade. 
Submitter suggets that a 
state run option should be 
investigated. 

TH14/47

Submitter is supportive of 
development of restaurants and 
open space areas bound by existing 
bituament, such as enlarging car 
parks and extending harbour 
walkways. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
developmetn will spoil the nautral environment and 
turn it into a Gold Coast type development. 

Submitter is concerned about the process of the PDA 
and not allowing open forums for community 
feedback to be heard. 

Submitter is concerned about the submission process 
and believes that does not allow free and open 
discussion and consideration of the feedback. 

Submitter is concerned that the submission process 
does not fully disclose the final decisions made and 
can be viewed as subtle corruption. Submitter is 
concerned that they are not able to trust the process. 

Submitter does not support the development as a 
tourism gateway to Moreton Bay and North 
Stradbroke Island.

Submitter is concerned about the 15 storey  height limit and believes that it 
would look out of place and is unwarranted. 

Submitter is concerned that a 15 storey height limit is not financially viable as 
several apartment blocks in the area have been abandoned due to lack of 
tenants or buyers. 

Submitter is concerned that the 15 storey height does not recognise the 
cultural heritage of the site. 

Submitter is concerned that extending the harbour outside of the 
existing bitument area invades the natural environment. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will impact and 
destroy the GJ Walter Parklands, coral and mangrove shorelines, koala 
trees and corridors and blocking the natural views of the bay and North 
Stradbroke Island. 

Submitter notes that no new street is required between 
Middle Street and North Shore Street and is concerned 
that if constructed will destroy sensitive Koala habitats in 
the parklands. 

Submitter notes that extra parking is required but should 
be developed but only within existing bitument areas, 
either by spreading into the old CSIRO area or by extending 
car parking up to 2 floors. 

Submitter supports the improvement of pedestrian and 
cycle networks around the existing areas to blend in with 
surrounding parks. 

Submitter is supportive of improved facilities as long as they are 
within the existing harbour area. 

Submitter is concerned that 
the mixed use village will 
disrupt the peaceful 
ambience of the 
surrounding areas. 

Submitter is concerned 
that the residential 
precinct will distrupt the 
peaceful ambience of the 
surrounding areas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina will 
destroy the natural peaceful ambience of GJ 
Walter park. surrounding areas and shoreline 
ecology.

TH14/48

Submitter supports upgrading the ferry terminal 
and developing vacant land surrounding the 
terminal but comments that it should be in keeping 
with Cleveland. 

Submitter is concerned about the large scale development in the Redlands and 
believes that it is more suited to inner city Brisbane and would not be viable in 
Redlands as many developments are still empty due to lack of interest and 
buyers. 

Submitter is concerned that GJ Walter park will be destroyed by 
the development and is currently used by many locals. Submitter 
is opposed to any development that will take the park away from 
the community. 

Submitter is concerned that a marina will not 
be viable as current marinas in other areas 
are not at full capacity. 
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TH14/49

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and that construction of a new access road along 
the boundary would diminish its value as a historical site. Its aspect lokking to 
high rise buildings and a marina would replace the original views out to the 
bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/50

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter requests that the Mayor and councillors of 
Redland City Council and State members for 
Cleveland, Redland and Capalaba to publicly 
withdraw their support for the development scheme 
and lobby for the State to withdraw the schem and 
commence a full and proper community consultation 
process. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the overdevelopment 
of Toondah harbour ignores the community vision 
and will negatively impact and compete withlocal 
businesses in Cleveland and existing marinas.

Submitter is concerned that the overdevelopment of Toondah harbour ignores 
the community vision and will negatively impact the amenity and quality of life 
of residents living in existing properties and the village atmosphere of 
Clevelands and surrounding suburbs. 

Submitter is concerned that the overdevelopment of Toondah harbour 
ignores the community vision and will negatively impact on the 
Moreton Bay Marine Park and marine life.

Submitter is concerned that the overdevelopment of Toondah 
harbour ignores the community vision and will negatively impact 
on the  public parks

TH14/51

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and that construction of a new access road along 
the boundary would diminish its value as a historical site. Its aspect lokking to 
high rise buildings and a marina would replace the original views out to the 
bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not adequately address 
environmental factors such as mangroves and silt pollution and how 
protection of the environemental will be managed. 

Submitter is concerned that environmental impact studies around the 
disruption to the mangrove and wildlife habitats have not been 
conducted or disclosed to the public. 

Submitter is concerned that traffic studies of the road 
network have not yet been completed and is concerned 
that increase road traffic cannot be supported by the 
current road infrastructure of the area. 

TH14/53
Submitter is suportive of 
development of the ferry terminal 
and its associated facilities. 

Submitter is supportive of limited reclamation around 
the harbour to support ferry operations, marine 
services and a small mixed use area. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
excessive commercial development will compete 
with the Cleveland CBD. 

Submitter supports development of Toondah Harbour environment to include 
modest, mixed use urban village and medium density housing consistent with 
the surrounding area. 

Submitter is concerned about the 15 storey height limit and the proposed huge 
population.

Submitter is supportive of upgrading and widening of Fison 
Channel to the south of Cassim Island to assist marine traffic 
from the ferry terminal and public boating facilities. 

Submitter is not supportive of the government and council 
selling G J Walter Walter Park and over 48 acres of Moreton Bay.

Submitter is concerned that there will be an 
increased financial burden on Redland 
ratepayers due to long term dredging 
maintence of additional waterways in the 
area if a marina is built. 

TH14/54
Submitter is suportive of 
development of the ferry terminal 
and its associated facilities. 

Submitter is supportive of limited reclamation around 
the harbour to support ferry operations, marine 
services and a small mixed use area. 

Submitter comments that a new plan should be made 
and put to a vote to Redland residents. 

Submitter requests for the development scheme to 
be withdrawn and a more carefully considered plan 
developed, including amending the boundaries of the 
PDA after consideration of public submissions. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
excessive commercial development will compete 
with the Cleveland CBD. 

Submitter is concerned that the existing 
infrastructure will be significantly impacted by the 
proposed development. 

Submitter supports development of Toondah Harbour environment to include 
modest, mixed use urban village and medium density housing consistent with 
the surrounding area. 

Submitter is concerned about the 15 storey height limit and the proposed huge 
population. 

Submitter is concerned that the development will obstruct the natural view of 
Moreton Bay and surrounding islands.

Submitter is concerned about the dredging of the Habitat Protection 
Zone to accommodate for an 800 berth marina. 

Submitter is concerned that the development will lead to the 
destruction of wildlife habitat including the present koala corridors, 
mangroves and seagrasses. 

Submitter is concerned that an Environment Impact Study, 
sedimentation studies or assessment of the impact on the marine has 
not been conducted.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development 
will reduce access to Moreton Bay and increase traffic 
congestions on the current road network. 

Submitter is supportive of upgrading and widening of Fison 
Channel to the south of Cassim Island to assist marine traffic 
from the ferry terminal and public boating facilities. 

Submitter is not supportive of the government and council 
selling G J Walter Walter Park and over 48 acres of Moreton Bay.

Submitter is concerned that there will be an 
increased financial burden on Redland 
ratepayers due to long term dredging 
maintence of additional waterways in the 
area if a marina is built. 

Submitter is concerned about the increase in 
noise and ecological pollution 
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TH14/56

Submitter is supportive of the upgrade of the ferry 
terminall, especially the public toilets and waiting 
area for taxis, and the upgrade of the channel for 
easier water access for marine craft to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned about the high density development and loss of GJ 
Walter park and believes that it will reduce access to the area and the bay. 
Submitter believes that it will destory the tranquility and bay views. 

Submitter is concerned about the viability of 
another marina when other marinas in the 
area are not operating at full capacity. 

TH14/57

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/58
Submitter is suportive of 
development of the ferry terminal 
and its associated facilities. 

Submitter is supportive of limited reclamation around 
the harbour to support ferry operations, marine 
services and a small mixed use area. 

Submitter comments that a new plan should be made 
and put to a vote to Redland residents. 

Submitter requests for the development scheme to 
be withdrawn and a more carefully considered plan 
developed, including amending the boundaries of the 
PDA after consideration of public submissions. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
excessive commercial development will compete 
with the Cleveland CBD. 

Submitter is concerned that the existing 
infrastructure will be significantly impacted by the 
proposed development. 

Submitter supports development of Toondah Harbour environment to include 
modest, mixed use urban village and medium density housing consistent with 
the surrounding area. 

Submitter is concerned about the 15 storey height limit and the proposed huge 
population. 

Submitter is concerned that the development will obstruct the natural view of 
Moreton Bay and surrounding islands.

Submitter is concerned about the dredging of the Habitat Protection 
Zone to accommodate for an 800 berth marina. 

Submitter is concerned that the development will lead to the 
destruction of wildlife habitat including the present koala corridors, 
mangroves and seagrasses. 

Submitter is concerned that an Environment Impact Study, 
sedimentation studies or assessment of the impact on the marine has 
not been conducted.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development 
will reduce access to Moreton Bay and increase traffic 
congestions on the current road network. 

Submitter is supportive of upgrading and widening of Fison 
Channel to the south of Cassim Island to assist marine traffic 
from the ferry terminal and public boating facilities. 

Submitter is not supportive of the government and council 
selling G J Walter Walter Park and over 48 acres of Moreton Bay.

Submitter is concerned that there will be an 
increased financial burden on Redland 
ratepayers due to long term dredging 
maintence of additional waterways in the 
area if a marina is built. 

Submitter is concerned about the increase in 
noise and ecological pollution 

TH14/59
Submitter is concerned of the negative impact cauesd by high density 
development and construction of commercial buildings. 

Submitter is concerned that reclamation and dredging of the site will 
impact negatively.

Submitter is concerned that GJ Walter park and surrounds will 
be sold to private developers

TH14/60 .

Submitter is concerned that the harbour is being 
overdeveloped and believes that it is only the 
gateway to the bay and transit point, not a 
destination itself. 

Submitter is supportive of upgrading facilities but 
opposes large scale urban development. 

Submitter is concerned that the development is 
being rushed without proper consultation with 
Redland residents. 

Submitter is concerned that a 15 storey height limit does not belong in the 
development. Submitter suggests that the CSIRO site provides sufficient land 
for apartments. 

Submitter is concered that protection of the dugongs have not be 
considered adequately in the scheme. 

Submitter is not opposed to the development however is 
concerned about the impact to GJ Walter park and its surrounds 
by the proposal.

Submitter comments that the park is the best in the bayside and 
provides views to the bay and islands. Submitter is concerned 
that the proposed development will change the character of the 
park and does not support any developmetnthat encroaches 
onany land from the Southern Boundaries of the oval up to its 
north extremity and extending to the waterfront. Submitter is 
comfortable with a broadwalk development.

Submitter suggests that a waterfront park, similar to Redcliffe, 
should be included in the development. Submitter beleives the 
perfect location is the undeveloped land to the immediate east 
of the canal entrance to Raby Bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the development is 
vague and that there is little information made 
available to the public. 

Submitter is concerned that the PDA process allows 
the Minister to bypass and overlook existing 
legislation to fasttrack development. 

Submitter is concerned that there has not been a 
democratic and dilligent process and that the PDA 
should be withdrawn and resubmitted under the 
normal due process. Submitter is concerned of the 
tight turn around period associated with a PDA.

Submitter is concerned that the development 
scheme does not provide the necessary details of 
how the upgrade of infrastructure will be funded and 
is concerned that residents  will bear the cost 
through increase rates. Submitter notes that 
previous developments have already increased the 
rates in Redlands. 

Submitter is concerned that the PDA does not have 
support of all the councillors.  

Submitter is concerned that a failed development in 
the area will fall on the residents to fund all 
maintainence and repairs, similar to the current 
situation in Raby Bay. 

TH14/55
submitter is concerned about the proposed height limit of 15 storeys that will 
block out views of existing properties. 

Submitter is concerned that the development scheme does 
not adequately manage the increase in traffic volume and 
additional transport links. 

Submitter is concerned that a marina will not 
be viable as other marinas are currently not 
at full capacity. 

Submitter is concerned about the increase in 
noise pollution which can travel to close 
residential areas. 
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TH14/61

Submitter is supportive of the 
development of Toondah Harbour 
but believes that the balance needs 
to be right. 

Submitter is concerned that the site will be an 
overdevelopment. 

Submitter suggests that the proposed development 
schemet be review and that a more careful 
considered plan is developed. 

Submitter suggests that a Tourist information 
should be located at the harbour and showcase 
what Redlands has to offer. Submitter comments 
that an environmental/marine science museum 
with interactive displays could also be located 
there to educate visitors about the Bay and 
Redlands area. 

Submitter comments that ferry terminal and 
facilities require upgrading to be user friendly and 
is protected from the weather.

Submitter suggests that a boarding building the 
water's edge to give passengers access between 
the terminal and bus interchange. 

Submitter is supportive of facilities within the 
terminal to provide for passengers such as cafes, 
restaurants and shops. 

Submitter is concerned that there is an excess of 
commercial buildings proposed and will compete 
with the Cleveland CBD. 

Submitter is that high density residential will take up public access to the bay 
and believes that it should be limited to medium density only. 

Submitter is concerned that the current parking faciltiies 
will not cope with the increase in demand and believes 
that it is important to address this as a priority. Submitter 
suggests that the former CSIRO building could be 
redeveloped into a multi storey car park. 

TH14/62

Submitter is supportive of 
upgrading the ferry terminal and 
associated facilities, limited 
reclamation around the harbour to 
support ferry operations and 
upgrading and widening of Fison 
Channel.

Submitter is concerned that there will be an 
increased financial burden to ratepayers due to 
ongoing dredging in the water ways. 

Submitter is concerned about the development of high density residential 
buildings and commercial buildings. 

Submitter does not support the loss of GJ Walter Park and over 
48 hectares of Moreton Bay, reclamation and dredging of any 
area adjacent to GJ Walter Park.

TH14/63
Submitter is suportive of 
development of the ferry terminal 
and its associated facilities. 

Submitter is supportive of limited reclamation around 
the harbour to support ferry operations, marine 
services and a small mixed use area. 

Submitter comments that a new plan should be made 
and put to a vote to Redland residents. 

Submitter requests for the development scheme to 
be withdrawn and a more carefully considered plan 
developed, including amending the boundaries of the 
PDA after consideration of public submissions. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
excessive commercial development will compete 
with the Cleveland CBD. 

Submitter is concerned that the existing 
infrastructure will be significantly impacted by the 
proposed development. 

Submitter supports development of Toondah Harbour environment to include 
modest, mixed use urban village and medium density housing consistent with 
the surrounding area. 

Submitter is concerned about the 15 storey height limit and the proposed huge 
population. 

Submitter is concerned that the development will obstruct the natural view of 
Moreton Bay and surrounding islands.

Submitter is concerned about the dredging of the Habitat Protection 
Zone to accommodate for an 800 berth marina. 

Submitter is concerned that the development will lead to the 
destruction of wildlife habitat including the present koala corridors, 
mangroves and seagrasses. 

Submitter is concerned that an Environment Impact Study, 
sedimentation studies or assessment of the impact on the marine has 
not been conducted.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development 
will reduce access to Moreton Bay and increase traffic 
congestions on the current road network. 

Submitter is supportive of upgrading and widening of Fison 
Channel to the south of Cassim Island to assist marine traffic 
from the ferry terminal and public boating facilities. 

Submitter is not supportive of the government and council 
selling G J Walter Walter Park and over 48 acres of Moreton Bay.

Submitter is concerned that there will be an 
increased financial burden on Redland 
ratepayers due to long term dredging 
maintence of additional waterways in the 
area if a marina is built. 

Submitter is concerned about the increase in 
noise and ecological pollution 

TH14/64
Submitter is concerned that there is no economic 
market to support retail sales of units which could in 
turn reduce property values in the area. 

Submitter is concerned that there is no evidence to 
support demand for the development of the 
marina, high density residential.

Submitter is concerned that the overall propose 
development is not fit for purpose and there is an 
incompatibility of uses with the commercial hub, 
transport terminal and heavy mining machinery 
and marina. 

Submitter is concerned that a hotel positioned 
beside a terminal with truck and barge movements 
will be viable. 

submitter is concerned that the proposed development scheme does 
not recognise or manage the high value environmental areas of 
protected wetlands, mangroves, and koala habitats.

Submitter is concerned about how dredge spoils will be managed and 
habitats preserved in compliance with international protection 
legislation and regulations.

Submitter is concerned that an Environmental Impact Assessment for 
the marina has not been conducted to determine the feasibility of 
construction

Submitter is concerned that the current infrastructure will 
not cope with current and proposed demand. 

Subitter believes that the development of an 800 berth 
marina and increasing Stradbroke Island trade will escalate 
the need for a bypass through Cleveland, duplication of the 
northern arterial road, rail line and bus lane along 
Finucane road. Submitter comments that the private 
development will make a significant to the regional 
infrastructure. 

Submitter is concerned that the loss of public open space in the 
proposed development is not consistent with the community 
values of an active and healthy lifestyle. 

Submitter comments that open spaces should be retained to 
meet increases in population and not redeveloped. 

submitter is concerned that a marina will not 
be viable with many marina facilites not 
operating at full capacity. 

TH14/65
Submitter is supportive of 
developing the site and surrounds. 

Submitter is concerned of the current degradation 
and unwelcome entry to the area and believes that 
upgrading the facilties and development of suitable 
off-site should be made a priorty. 

TH14/66

Submitter is supportive of the 
upgrade to the ferry terminal and 
believes that a waiting room with a 
licenses bar and amenties should be 
included. Submitter is supportive of 
dredging the channel. 

Submitter is concerned that there are 2 projects 
being merged into one development in the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that Toondah harbour is 
being developed into a satellite city and is 
unrelated to the upgrade of the ferry terminal. 
Submitter is concerned that the current 
infrastructure will not support the demand and 
increase in population and tourists. 

Submitter suggests that the sattelite city should be 
relocated next to the Railway station at Thornside 
which has the infrastructure to support the 
increase in demand and has boating access to 
Moreton Bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the current road network will 
not cope with increase traffic as it is already operating at 
capacity at peak times.

Submitter comments that development of an underground 
car park would be expensive and is concerned with how it 
will be funded.  

TH14/67

Submitter is concerned that there will be an 
increased financial burden to ratepayers due to 
ongoing dredging in the water ways.

Submitter is concerned that the excess commercial 
building proposed will have a negative impact on the 
commercial sector in Cleveland.  

Submitter is concerned that a 15 storey height limit is an overdevelopment and 
will overload on exisitng infrastructure and impact on the quality of life. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will impact on the 
village atmosphere which was the original plan for Cleveland. 

Submitter is concerned that wildlife habitats on land and water will be 
destroyed in the development. 

Submitter opposes the loss of a substantial part of GJ Walter 
Park. Submitter is concerned that an increase in population and 
decrease in public land will impact negatively on the amenity and 
quality of life. 

Submitter opposes the reclamation of 48 hectares of Moreton 
bay and is concerned that loss of the access and view will impact 
the quality of life for residents. 

TH14/68
Submitter opposes the proposed development and 
comments that if the project goes ahead that the 
submitter will protect at the ballot box. 

Submitter is concerned that the individuality of the area will be destroyed by 
the proposed development. 

submitter is concerned that the proposed development scheme does 
not consider the environmental and ecological impacts.

Submitter is concerned that the long term detrimental and adverse 
effect to the foreshore have not been taken into consideration and 
managed for in the development scheme.  

TH14/69
Submitter is concerned that feedback from  
community consultation has not been taken into 
consideration in the planning of the scheme. 

Submitter is concerned  is an overdevelopment of 
an area that is currently used by the public. 

Submitter is concerned that development will 
encroach on parklands and foreshore and should 
be limited to current residential areas with no land 
reclamation.

 
Submitter is concerned that there will be a loss of habitat including 
wildlife corridors and the marine environment. 

submitter comments that parking shuld be the priority in 
the development. 

Submitter comments that focus should also be on 
connection of the pathways to local communities and 
public transport upgrades. 

Submitter opposes the loss of GJ Walter park or foreshore.

Submitter is concerned that there is no demand for recrational 
boating facilities when this is already met at Raby Bay. 

Submitter comments that 
only limited ferry terminals 
upgrades are required to 
support ferry operations. 
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TH14/70

Submitter is concerned that the online submission 
facility for the PDA is excessive and is designed to 
make the process difficult for the public. Submitter 
believes that there should be adequate consultation 
with the community. 

Submitter believes that this is a wonderful 
opportunity for innovative design in line with the 
natural environmental and community wishes. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development fails to take into consideration of the 
community's feedback. 

Submitter is concerned that it will be an 
overdevelopment that will impact negatively on the 
gateway to Stradbroke Island. Submitter is 
concerned that  Dunwich has not been taken into 
consideration. 

Submitter is concerned that the development is not consistent with the 'village' 
appearance.

Submitter is concerned that 15 storey height limit is not consistent with 
current regulations. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will impact the 
natural and unique wetlands and cause irreversable damage to 
different species of birdlife and land and water animals. 

Submitter is concered that the proposed development will increase 
polltion and rubbish which will have a negative impact on wildlife.

Submitter is concerned that the high density residential 
development will increase traffic congestion and pollution. 
The current road network will not support the increase in 
use. 

Submitter is concerned that the multi-storey car park is 
not consistent with community feedback. 

Submitter is concerned that there will not be sufficient open 
space for the increase in residentials and tourists. 

Submitter is concerned that a marina will not 
be viable when there are currently marinas in 
other locations not operating at full capacity. 

TH14/71
Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
developmetn will spoil the area for the sake of 
making a profit. 

Submitter opposes the 15 storey height limit and believes it should be limited 
to 5 storeys. 

Submitter comments that the natural environment should not be 
destroyed. 

Submitter opposes the loss of GJ Walter Park  

TH14/72
Submitter believes that it is important to revitilisethe 
CBD, improving barge services and improve 
information serves about the redlands for tourists. 

Submitter believes that the vision for the area 
should be to enhance the natural beauty of the 
area. 

Submitter is concerned that the development will 
become another Raby Bay which will offer little 
diversity in commercial use and competing with the 
Cleveland CBD. 

Submitter comments that the gate way concept 
can be realised through integration with the 
Cleveland CBD. 

Submitter is concerned that a 15 storey height limit and commercial hub is not 
consistent with the goal of beautifying the area but places the emphasis on 
commercial development. 

submitter is concerned that the area will be adversely affected by rising 
sea levels. 

Submitter is concerned that the substantial infrastructure in the 
proposal will not be able to adjust to changes in the natural 
environment. 

Submitter is concerned that the wetlands and birdlife habitats will be 
destroyed  by the proposed development. 

Submitter is concerned that the current road network and 
infrastructure will not be able to support the increase in 
traffic use. 

Submitter is concerned that the public will be opposed to 
paying for parking while using the amenities around area. 

Submitter is concerned that undergound car parks will be 
prone to flooding in flood prone areas. 

Submitter is concerned that open space in the area will be 
deemed appropriate for development. 

Submitter is concerned that 
the mixed use village will 
not be viable and cafes and 
restaurants will not be 
successful in a transit 
terminal. 

Submitter is concerned that 
the mixed use village 
presents conflcting 
interests between the 
commercial and residential 
hub. 

Submitter is concerned of 
the increase noise pollution 
from commuters and 
ferries/barges.

Submitter believes that 
high rise development 
does not to be on the 
waterfront to enjoy water 
views. Submitter believes 
that a view of barges on 
the water would not be 
appealing to potential 
buyers. 

Submitter is concerned that 
the current terminal and 
barge infrastructure will not 
support the increase in 
demand and requires priority 
attention to upgrade 
facilties.

Submitter is concerned that a marina will not 
be viable when there are currently marinas in 
other locations not operating at full capacity. 

TH14/73

Submitter is supportive of the concept of 
enhancing the 'gateway' to Moreton bay however 
believes that there is a disjunction between the 
goal of beautifying the are and the proposed 
commercial/high rise profile in the plan. 

Submitter is concerned that development of a 
commercial hub will compete with the Cleveland 
CBD. 

Submitter believes that the main thrust of the proposal is to provide harbour 
access and is concerned that the proposal for commercial and residential high 
rise building does not achieve this goal. 

Submitter is concerned about the height limits and does not respect the 
natural beauty of the area. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not take into account sea 
level rises and development on the foreshore could be risk prone. 

Submitter is concerned that urban infrastructure will not be able to 
adjust to changes in the natural environment. 

Submitter is concerned that the current road network and 
infrastructure will not be able to support the increase in 
traffic use. 

Submitter is concerned that increase use of the ferry 
terminal will further exacerbates the issue with parking. 

Submitter is concerned that undergound car parks will be 
prone to flooding in flood prone areas. 

Submitter is concerned of the urban encroachment in removing 
natural wetlands to enhance the 'gateway' concept and believes 
that this should not extend to urban development over open 
space. 

Submitter is concerned that 
the approach is to create a 
coastal development which 
is not consistent with the re-
enlivening the CBD.

submitter supports that ferry 
operators should be given an 
opportunity to improve 
services, which should 
include catering and tourist 
information. 

TH14/74
Submitter fully supports the 
intended outcomes in the Toondah 
Harbour PDA. 

Submitter comments that this will give Cleveland 
the boost that is long overdue. Submitter believes 
that Cleveland is the gateway to Stradbroke Island 
and the current harbour facilties require 
improvement. 

Submitter supports the urban design principles however is concerned with the 
15 storey height limits being excessive. 

Submitter comments that being a relatively small development it would 
expect minimail effect on the natural environment. 

Submitter is supportive of upgrading the road network to 
improve access and aid traffic flow. 

Submitter comments that the cycle network will also 
improve accessibility to the bay. 

Submitter comments that this will allow all Redland residents 
and visitors to enjoy Moreton bay. 

TH14/75

Submitter supports the propose 
development to an extent. 
Submitter accepts the creation of 
new areas of public open space to 
enhance opportunities to enjoy the 
waterfront. 

Submitter is concered that  public consultation will 
not be taken into consideration and is merely a 
mechanism to follow due process. 

Submitter is concerned that overdevelopment 
many inhibit the public from enjoying the 
foreshore. 

Submitter is concerned that 15 and 7 storeys is unacceptable and not 
consistent with the area. 

Submitter is concerned that it is not evident in the proposal how the 
development will respect and value marine and land based ecology and 
seek to protect matters of ecological and cultural significance. 

to Submitter is concerned that the development will also 
impact negatively on the infrastructure of Moreton bay. 
Submitter believes that the waterways will also be 
congested if there is a concentration of marine craft in a 
Marina. 

Submitter suggests that a north-south cycling path be 
included to provide further access. Submitter notes that if 
the path continued down to teh shore at GJ Walter park 
and past the eastern frontage of teh Grandview area that 
it would provide a safer flow out to the point. 

Submitter is opposed to the marina and reclamation of the land 
surroundign the area and believes that a public jetty will be 
sufficient.

Submitter comments that all water frontage should be made 
available to the public and wide enough so as not to limit a path 
with buildings immediately over a pedestrian's should casting an 
unnatural shade. 

Submitter is supportive of 
the mixed use precinct. 

submitter comments that 
parking for trailers should 
not conflict with other 
parking where there is a 
recreational boat ramp. 

Submitter opposes the reclamation of land 
for a marina and is concerned of the 
statement 'provides an opportunity to create 
land that will be utilised for development in 
the future'

Submitter comments 
that Precinct 2 is not 
a priority and should 
be staged for 
development 
towards the end.

TH14/76

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that there is a lack of 
feasibility reports and evaluation of like projects 
around Queensland. 

submitter is concerned that the is no transparency in 
the process. 

Submitter comments that the past state definition of 
infrastructure is inconsistent with the definition in 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and that construction of a new access road along 
the boundary would diminish its value as a historical site. Its aspect lokking to 
high rise buildings and a marina would replace the original views out to the 
bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme is not mindful of the recognition and 
love for the ecological value of the bay.

Submitter comments that visual amenity vs scenic amenity shuld be used. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

submitter is concerned that dredged spoil will not be environmentally 
stable or sound as infill or support vegetation. 

Submitter is concerned that sustainability is defined in a whay that is 
one off and not an accepted definition. 

Submitter is concerned that the statement made at 3.4.4 has no 
intrinsic value or claims to achieve benefits for the environements.

Submitter is concerned that the road network upgrade will 
not assist in linking it up to the train station. 

Submitter is concerned with the proposed road next to the 
koala corridor. 

Submitter is concerned with traffic congestion with the 
increase in residential population. 

Submitter comments that the off leash dog park should be 
maintained as there is a high community use. 

Submitter is concerned that there is only a small amount of open 
green space in the proposed development. 

Submitter notes that the SEQ Regional plan defines open space 
as delivering parks and civic spaces and not built environment.  

Submitter is concerned about the surrender of the trusteeship 
of the park and whether due process was followed. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

Submitter is concerned that the marina will 
not be viable as there are marinas in other 
locations that are not operating at full 
capacity.

Submitter is 
concerned that the 
development 
strategy relegates the 
community, open 
space and 
environment 
outcomes as being 
incidental and not 
planned or core 
outcomes. 

TH14/77

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and that construction of a new access road along 
the boundary would diminish its value as a historical site. Its aspect lokking to 
high rise buildings and a marina would replace the original views out to the 
bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.
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TH14/78

Submitter is concerned that the 15 storey height limit is not consistent with 
the existing low density housing and will have a negative impact flow on effect 
on traffic and noise, destroying the peaceful lifestyle in Cleveland. Submitter 
believes 7 storeys could be relied on. 

Submitter is concerned that GJ Walter park will be lost in 
the development and is the last remaining natural stretch 
of beach that is used by the community for various uses. 
Submitter comments that GJ Walter park is an area of 
great historial signicance and can be lost if changed or 
destroyed. 

Submitter comments that development of the residential 
area will impact on the park's current uses and a highly 
valued community asset will be loss. 

Submitter does not believe that there are any vital facilties 
in the proposed development that will warrant destruction 
of the park. 

TH14/79

Submitter is supportive of the 
development, upgrade of 
infrastructure and income 
producing business to support the 
local economy. 

Submitter is concerned that there is an increased 
financial burden on rate payers due to long term 
dredging maintenacne or additional waterways in the 
area. 

TH14/80

Submitter is concerned that the 15 storey height limit is not consistent with 
the existing low density housing and will have a negative impact flow on effect 
on traffic and noise, destroying the peaceful lifestyle in Cleveland. Submitter 
believes 7 storeys could be relied on. 

Submitter is concerned that GJ Walter park will be lost in 
the development and is the last remaining natural stretch 
of beach that is used by the community for various uses. 
Submitter comments that GJ Walter park is an area of 
great historial signicance and can be lost if changed or 
destroyed. 

Submitter comments that development of the residential 
area will impact on the park's current uses and a highly 
valued community asset will be loss. 

Submitter does not believe that there are any vital facilties 
in the proposed development that will warrant destruction 
of the park. 

TH14/81

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme does not take into 
consideration the communities previous objection to 
a similar overdevelpoment in the late 1980s. A 
community campaign conducted by Secure 
Toondah's Invaluable Resources succeeded in having 
the development stopped. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development reflects ongoing consultation that was 
undertaken after the August 2013 community 
consultation process however the community were 
not made aware of the opportunity for ongoing 
input. 

Submitter is concerned that there is no disclosure of 
the who has been consulted and the nature of the 
consultation and requests that the details be 
released and disclose the influence that has 
overturned the community's vision.  

Submitter is concerened tha the scheme is too 

Submitter is concerned that the 15 storey height limit ignores Council planning 
decisions. 

Submitter is concerned that there is no mention of the number of residential 
units and submitter believes that some assessments indicate a possible 1500 
units which is 50% more than the number of houses in Raby Bay. Submitter is 
concerned that social, environmental and eocnomic impacts have not been 
assessed prior to drafting the development scheme. 

Submitter is concerned that there no development with building heights 15 
storeys in the surrounding area, the closest would be in the Brisbane CBD. 

Submitter is concerned that the intention of the proposed development is to 
develop it into a Gold Coast which will impact on the liveability, lifestyle and 
village atmosphere of Cleveland. 

Submitter is concerned about the environmental and ecological 
concerns that will be impacted by the proposed development scheme. 

Submitter is concerned that the site is designed as a RAMSAR site, 
which is an international agreement to protect wetlands and the flight 
paths of migratory birds and it is not mentioned in the PDA how it will 
be managed

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will threaten 
rare and vulnerable bird species that are found in the Toondah Harbour 
precinct. 

Submitter is concerned that the water current, winds, erosion and 
sedimentation are real constraints for the development are not 
understood or planned for in the scheme. 

Submitter is concerned that the land shown on the mapping is below 
hte 1:100 year storm surge level and is likely to contain acid sulphate 
soils. 

Submitter notes that the area was also used as a rubbish tip and 
asbesto and 'hot sand' could be buried under the park. 

Submitter is concerned that impact on fishing, bait collection and 
dugongs have not been investigated and planned for in the scheme. 

Submitter is concerned that there is a plan to use dredged spoil is 
suitable as a stable and environmentally sound fill. This has been 
proven incorrect as this has been used in Raby Bay and has proven 
difficulty supporting vegetation, house and silf free channels. 

Submitter is concerned that GJ Walter park has heritage value 
and regional significance but has not been reflected in the 
scheme. The submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will compromise GJ Walter Park and its use and 
values has not been investigated to make an informed 
development plan. 

submitter is concerned that the area will be undersupplied wiht 
regional scale park land and will become one of SEQ most 
alienated park land. 

Submitter comments that alienation of the park is akin to an 
asset sale which is a breach of the Government's election 
commitments. 

TH14/82

Submitter is concerned that the commercial 
proposed will negatively impact the Cleveland CBD 
and should be protection and supported.

Submitter is supportive of upgrading the ferry 
terminal and widening of Fison Channel and 
believes that medium density housing and 
commerical development consistent with the 
village atmosphere is more sensitive and 
appropriate approach.

Submitter is concerned that a 15 storey height limiti will block out a subtantial 
amount of the view across the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the building will be an eyesore and a blight on the 
landscape denying residents and visitors of free and undisrupted access to the 
bay. 

Submitter is concerned about the impact of development of the 
natural habitat, koala corridors,  mangroves and sea grasses. 

Submitter is concerned about the impact of deredging, heavy traffic 
and the impact on existing roads, infrastructure and noise and visual 
pollution. 

submitter is concerned environmental and sedimentation studies have 
not been conducted prior to proposing  reclamation of th e land for 
residential development.

Submitter is concerned that GJ Walter park will be lost in the 
proposed development

TH14/83

Submitter is concerned that PDA process cuts out the 
rights of Redland residents. 

Submitter is concerned that the process is being 
rushed. 

Submitter suggests that a world wide design competition be incorporated into 
the process to ensure a world class facility. 

Submitter is concerned that the developmetn of Toondah Harbour will 
contravene the RAMSAR ares of reserve and plans of management 
have not been set out in the scheme.  

Submitter is concerned that migratory birds will be affected by the 
development. 

Submitter is concerned that the open space used by the 
community currently will be loss and no suitable alternative has 
been provided. 

Submitter is concerned that the constant dredging will cause 
turbidity of the water and impact the sea grass and dugongs of 
the area. 
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TH14/85

Submitter does not oppose the 
elements of the proposal that will 
improve facilities for more 
appropriate and modernised access 
to the Moreton Bay Islands. 

Submitter is concerned that there is a disregard of 
the community and environment with the high 
density development proposed. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposal is an 
overdevelopment and will change the face of the 
unique locality and open the gates to ongoing 
overdevelopment in the area. 

Submitter is concerned that the commercial 
development will impact negatively on the 
Cleveland CBD. Submitter believes that large 
commercial and retail centres within a few 
kilometres of the area sufficiently serve the needs 
of the local population. 

Submitter is concerned about the 15 storey height limit as it will reduce and 
restrict views of the bay and change the profile of the waterfront. 

Submitter is concerned that the over development will lead to  loss of the 
unique area. 

Submitter supports development that with limited modern facilities, ferry 
terminals, medium density housing and an urban village precinct consistent 
with existing style developments. 

Submitter is concerned that the development will impact and destroy 
the habitats for wildlife. 

Submitter is concerned that dredging for the marina development will 
destroy the mangroves and sea grasses which is the nursery for marine 
life. 

Submitter is supportive of limited reclamation around the harbour 
which will not adversley affect the natural habitat or endanger marine 
life. 

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme does not take into 
consideration the communities previous objection to 
a similar overdevelpoment in the late 1980s. A 
community campaign conducted by Secure 
Toondah's Invaluable Resources succeeded in having 
the development stopped. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development reflects ongoing consultation that was 
undertaken after the August 2013 community 
consultation process however the community were 
not made aware of the opportunity for ongoing 
input. 

Submitter is concerned that there is no disclosure of 
the who has been consulted and the nature of the 
consultation and requests that the details be 
released and disclose the influence that has 
overturned the community's vision.  

Submitter is concerened tha the scheme is too 
complex and poorly written that is difficult to 
understand. 

Submitter notes that the nature of the scheme has 
disenfranchised the community.

Submitter comments that the style of writing is too 
technical  and does not follow the Government's 
mantra to reduce red tape. 

Submitter is concerned that the PDA 'Toondah 
Harbour" is not a true representation of the scope of 
land involved. Submitter notes that the majority of 
land comprises of GJ Walter Park and the bay which is 
misleading as the community are supportive of 
upgrading the facilities of Toondah Harbour. 

TH14/84

Submitter is concerned that the 15 storey height limit ignores Council planning 
decisions. 

Submitter is concerned that there is no mention of the number of residential 
units and submitter believes that some assessments indicate a possible 1500 
units which is 50% more than the number of houses in Raby Bay. Submitter is 
concerned that social, environmental and eocnomic impacts have not been 
assessed prior to drafting the development scheme. 

Submitter is concerned that there no development with building heights 15 
storeys in the surrounding area, the closest would be in the Brisbane CBD. 

Submitter is concerned that the intention of the proposed development is to 
develop it into a Gold Coast which will impact on the liveability, lifestyle and 
village atmosphere of Cleveland. 

Submitter is concerned about the environmental and ecological 
concerns that will be impacted by the proposed development scheme. 

Submitter is concerned that the site is designed as a RAMSAR site, 
which is an international agreement to protect wetlands and the flight 
paths of migratory birds and it is not mentioned in the PDA how it will 
be managed

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will threaten 
rare and vulnerable bird species that are found in the Toondah Harbour 
precinct. 

Submitter is concerned that the water current, winds, erosion and 
sedimentation are real constraints for the development are not 
understood or planned for in the scheme. 

Submitter is concerned that the land shown on the mapping is below 
hte 1:100 year storm surge level and is likely to contain acid sulphate 
soils. 

Submitter notes that the area was also used as a rubbish tip and 
asbesto and 'hot sand' could be buried under the park. 

Submitter is concerned that impact on fishing, bait collection and 
dugongs have not been investigated and planned for in the scheme. 

Submitter is concerned that there is a plan to use dredged spoil is 
suitable as a stable and environmentally sound fill. This has been 
proven incorrect as this has been used in Raby Bay and has proven 
difficulty supporting vegetation, house and silf free channels. 

Submitter is concerned that sustainability is defined as a one-off and is 
not an accepted definition.

TH14/86

Submitter is concerned that GJ Walter park has heritage value 
and regional significance but has not been reflected in the 
scheme. The submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will compromise GJ Walter Park and its use and 
values has not been investigated to make an informed 
development plan. 

submitter is concerned that the area will be undersupplied wiht 
regional scale park land and will become one of SEQ most 
alienated park land. 

Submitter comments that alienation of the park is akin to an 
asset sale which is a breach of the Government's election 
commitments. 

Submitter is concerened tha the scheme is too 
complex and poorly written that is difficult to 
understand. 

Submitter comments that the style of writing is too 
technical  and does not follow the Government's 
mantra to reduce red tape. 

Submitter is concerned that the 15 storey height limit ignores Council planning 
decisions. 

Submitter is concerned that there is no mention of the number of residential 
units and submitter believes that some assessments indicate a possible 1500 
units which is 50% more than the number of houses in Raby Bay. Submitter is 
concerned that social, environmental and eocnomic impacts have not been 
assessed prior to drafting the development scheme. 

Submitter is concerned that there no development with building heights 15 
storeys in the surrounding area, the closest would be in the Brisbane CBD. 

Submitter is concerned that the intention of the proposed development is to 
develop it into a Gold Coast which will impact on the liveability, lifestyle and 
village atmosphere of Cleveland. 

Submitter is concerned about the environmental and ecological 
concerns that will be impacted by the proposed development scheme. 

Submitter is concerned that the site is designed as a RAMSAR site, 
which is an international agreement to protect wetlands and the flight 
paths of migratory birds and it is not mentioned in the PDA how it will 
be managed

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will threaten 
rare and vulnerable bird species that are found in the Toondah Harbour 
precinct. 

Submitter is concerned that the water current, winds, erosion and 
sedimentation are real constraints for the development are not 
understood or planned for in the scheme. 

Submitter is concerned that the land shown on the mapping is below 
hte 1:100 year storm surge level and is likely to contain acid sulphate 
soils. 

Submitter notes that the area was also used as a rubbish tip and 
asbesto and 'hot sand' could be buried under the park. 

Submitter is concerned that impact on fishing, bait collection and 
dugongs have not been investigated and planned for in the scheme. 

Submitter is concerned that there is a plan to use dredged spoil is 
suitable as a stable and environmentally sound fill. This has been 
proven incorrect as this has been used in Raby Bay and has proven 
difficulty supporting vegetation, house and silf free channels. 

Submitter is concerned that sustainability is defined as a one-off and is 
not an accepted definition.

Submitter is concerned that GJ Walter park has heritage value 
and regional significance but has not been reflected in the 
scheme. The submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will compromise GJ Walter Park and its use and 
values has not been investigated to make an informed 
development plan. 

submitter is concerned that the area will be undersupplied wiht 
regional scale park land and will become one of SEQ most 
alienated park land. 

Submitter comments that alienation of the park is akin to an 
asset sale which is a breach of the Government's election 
commitments. 
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TH14/87 Submitter opposes the development of a marina. Submitter is concerned about the high density development  
Submitter is concerned about the pollution and waste caused from the 
development of the marina and the loss of mangroves to the area. 

Submitter is supportive of the bikeway but is concerned 
that the Council is not able to complete the existing 
shoreline bikeway. 

Submitter is concerned that the Council refuses to 
purchase the foreshore strip in Edinburgh street to 
complete the path to Wilson Street and will end up with 
the Developers. 

Submitter is concerned about the loss of parklands for the 
development. 

Submitter is supportive of 
the mixed use village with 
low density development of 
cafes and shops. 

Submitter is supportive of 
the precinct. 

Submitter opposes the development of the 
marina. 

TH14/88
Submitter is supportive of the 
upgrade to Toondah Harbour. 

Submitter comments that the development of the 
mainland should be complemented on the island to 
keep the concept consistent. 

Submitter is supportive of the concept of 
enhancing the 'gateway' to Moreton bay. 

Submitter is concerned about the 15 storey height limite and believes that it 
should be limited to 7 storeys to ensure that the character of the area is not 
loss. 

Submitter comments that the modernisation of the are should be consistent 
with the current development. 

Submitter is concerned about the requirements for dredging and 
disposal of spoils surrounding mangroves. 

Submitter comments that the are is fragile and it is necessary to retain 
the ecology.

Submitter comments that this is the perfect opportunity to 
address the parking issue at Dunwich.

TH14/89
Submitter is suportive of 
development of the ferry terminal 
and its associated facilities. 

Submitter is supportive of limited reclamation around 
the harbour to support ferry operations, marine 
services and a small mixed use area. 

Submitter comments that a new plan should be made 
and put to a vote to Redland residents. 

Submitter requests for the development scheme to 
be withdrawn and a more carefully considered plan 
developed, including amending the boundaries of the 
PDA after consideration of public submissions. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
excessive commercial development will compete 
with the Cleveland CBD. 

Submitter is concerned that the existing 
infrastructure will be significantly impacted by the 
proposed development. 

Submitter supports development of Toondah Harbour environment to include 
modest, mixed use urban village and medium density housing consistent with 
the surrounding area. 

Submitter is concerned about the 15 storey height limit and the proposed huge 
population. 

Submitter is concerned that the development will obstruct the natural view of 
Moreton Bay and surrounding islands.

Submitter is concerned about the dredging of the Habitat Protection 
Zone to accommodate for an 800 berth marina. 

Submitter is concerned that the development will lead to the 
destruction of wildlife habitat including the present koala corridors, 
mangroves and seagrasses. 

Submitter is concerned that an Environment Impact Study, 
sedimentation studies or assessment of the impact on the marine has 
not been conducted.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development 
will reduce access to Moreton Bay and increase traffic 
congestions on the current road network. 

Submitter is supportive of upgrading and widening of Fison 
Channel to the south of Cassim Island to assist marine traffic 
from the ferry terminal and public boating facilities. 

Submitter is not supportive of the government and council 
selling G J Walter Walter Park and over 48 acres of Moreton Bay.

Submitter is concerned that there will be an 
increased financial burden on Redland 
ratepayers due to long term dredging 
maintence of additional waterways in the 
area if a marina is built. 

Submitter is concerned about the increase in 
noise and ecological pollution 

TH14/90

Submitter is supportive of the 
enhancement of the  foreshore and 
increase efficiency for access to 
Stradbroke Island. 

Submitter is supportive of some 
commercial development.

Submitter is concerned that the proposal is to 
ambitious and flawed. 

Submitter is concerned about the expenditure by 
Council on the prpoposal where there is little 
prospect of success.

Submitter is concerned that high rise development will detract from the value 
of the location.

Submitter is concerned about the impact the development will have on 
the environment. Submitter comments that there is acid soil 
contamination present and should be tested prior to distrubance of the 
soil. 

Submitter is concerned that the management of dredge spoil is not 
clearly outlined in the development scheme. 

Submitter is concerned about whether the parking areas 
will be maintained for North Stradbroke Island residents 
and visitors. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will not be viable as there are 
marinas in other locations not operating at 
full capacity. 

TH14/91

Submitter is supportive of only 
redevelopment of the ferry 
terminals, including improved 
parking facilities, mixed use area 
and a low density housing. 

Submitter is concerned that the target residential 
population is over 3500 and believes it is too much 
for the area. 

Submitter is concerned that public consultation for 
the plans have been very minimal. 

Submitter is concerned that the name of the PDA is 
misleading. Submitter believes that the 
development should be relate to Toodah Harbour 
and the adjacent land over and not extend to the 
Parkland and Moreton Bay. 

Submitter is concerned that an over supply of 
commercial development will impact the existing 
Cleveland CBD and RAby Bay harbourside business. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposal is an overdevelopment which is 
inconsistent with the surrounding areas of Cleveland. 

Submitter comments that the building heights should be governed by the 
current Redland City Council plans or less. 

Submitter is concerned that the develpoment is not consistent and must be 
kept attractive and liveable for new and existing residents. 

Submitter is concerned about the increase in demand for 
parking which the current infrastructure cannot not 
support. 

Submitter is concerned that the plans for road upgrades 
have not been put forward and is concerned that the 
current road network cannot support the increase in 
traffic. 

Submitter is concerned that the sale of 48 hectares of Moreton 
Bay is undemoractic. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will not be viable as there are 
marinas in other locations not operating at 
full capacity. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will increase the financial burden 
on ratepayers due to dredging and 
maintenance of additional waterways. 

TH14/92
Submitter is supportive of 
improving facilities for travellers to 
South Stradbroke Island.

Submitter is supportive of small mixed use services 
and a limited mixed use Urban village including 
medium density housing.

Submitter is concerned that extensive construction 
of commercial development will be detrimental to 
the Cleveland CBD.  

Submitter is concerned that a 15 storey height limit is an over development an 
unsustainable. 

Submitter is concerned that the development would be detrimental to 
the marine and land environment. 

Submitter is concerned that parklands will be loss to 
development.

Submitter is not supportive of an extensive 
marina. 

TH14/93

Submitter comments that the long term economic 
future of the bay is eco tourism and will be impacted 
negatively by the proposal. Submitter is concerned 
that the local fishermen will not be compensated for 
their loss of business. 

Submitter believes the PDA site is better located in 
Cleveland. 

Submitter is not concerned that the proposed development does not take into 
account the heritage values for the area. 

Submitter is concerned that fish habitat and mangroves will be 
destroyed in the development. 

Submitter is concerned that  RAMSAR has not been considered in 
development of the marina.  

Submitter is concerned that the additional boat traffic will pollute hte 
water and be detrimental to the sea grass and turtle population, oyster 
farms and fisheries. 

Submitter is concerned that the dredging and land reclamation would 
also be detrimental to marine and plant life in the Bay. 

Submitter is concerned that GJ Walter park will be lost in the 
proposed development

Submitter is not supportive of an extensive 
marina. 

TH14/94
Submitter is supportive of the 
proposal and believes that it is well 
overdue. 

Submitter believes that the proposal should not be 
withdrawn or watered down due to the minitory's 
opposition. Submitter believes that the current 
opposition would also have opposed other 
development around the area. 

Submitter is supportive of marina is believes it will 
be a fantastic asset to liven up the area. 

Submitter believes that the area cannot be described as a koala and/or 
wildlife corridor or in need of preservation. 

Submitter is supportive of the proposal and believes that the 
park is being overtaken by mangroves and the view of bay will be 
obstructed. 

The beach is concerned that the beach is unusable in its current 
state for any water activities. 

TH14/95

Submitter is supportive of only 
redevelopment of the ferry 
terminals, including improved 
parking facilities, mixed use area 
and a low density housing. 

Submitter is concerned that the target residential 
population is over 3500 and believes it is too much 
for the area. 

Submitter is concerned that public consultation for 
the plans have been very minimal. 

Submitter is concerned that the name of the PDA is 
misleading. Submitter believes that the 
development should be relate to Toodah Harbour 
and the adjacent land over and not extend to the 
Parkland and Moreton Bay. 

Submitter is concerned that an over supply of 
commercial development will impact the existing 
Cleveland CBD and RAby Bay harbourside business. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposal is an overdevelopment which is 
inconsistent with the surrounding areas of Cleveland. 

Submitter comments that the building heights should be governed by the 
current Redland City Council plans or less. 

Submitter is concerned that the develpoment is not consistent and must be 
kept attractive and liveable for new and existing residents. 

Submitter is concerned about the increase in demand for 
parking which the current infrastructure cannot not 
support. 

Submitter is concerned that the plans for road upgrades 
have not been put forward and is concerned that the 
current road network cannot support the increase in 
traffic. 

Submitter is concerned that the sale of 48 hectares of Moreton 
Bay is undemoractic. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will not be viable as there are 
marinas in other locations not operating at 
full capacity. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will increase the financial burden 
on ratepayers due to dredging and 
maintenance of additional waterways. 

TH14/96

Submitter would like to see an attractive, clean, 
open entry to Toondah Harbour to welcome water 
craft and allow for safe boarding and 
disembarkment. 

TH14/97

Submitter is supportive only of a more modest 
Toondah Harbour development that may include a 
small marina, small commercial development, a 
children's playground, toilet block and central 
green area which could be used for local events.

Submitter believes that the development should be 
the 'Aboriginal themed Gateway to Straddie" to 
promote and brand the area.  

Submitter beleives that construction of commercial 
buildings will be detrimental to the Cleveland CBD. 

Submitter believes a smaller development will retain the 'country town' 
atmosphere. 

Submitter is concerned about the 15 storey height limit and believes that 5 
storeys would be more consistent with the area. 

Submitter is concerned that GJ Walter Park and 48 hectares of 
the Marine Park will be sold or given to private developers. 

TH14/98

Submitter is concerend of the extensive 
development and believes that such facilities are 
already available with sufficient capacity in the 
local area. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed building height is not consistent with 
the exsiting area. 

Submitter is concerned that the existing habitat and wildlife will be 
impacted negatively and undermined by the development

Submitter comments that the natural environment should 
be the focus and not concrete walkways and cycle paths. 

Submitter is concered that the off leash dog park is current well 
used and the proposed development will impact on the 
community's access to the park. 

Submitter is concerned that the park shall be downsized by the 
development.

Submitter is concered that 
additional residential 
development will not be 
viable and that there is no 
evidence to support the 
additioanl development. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
800 berth marina is excessive. 

TH14/99
Submitter comments that the southern end of the 
proposed development would be welcomed by 
most residents. 

Submitter is concerned that the planned walkway will 
make the extensive marina seem like a concrete jungle. 

Submitter opposes inclusion of GJ Walter Park being included in 
the PDA boundary as development will reduce public access to 
the bay.
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TH14/100
Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will not be aesthetically pleasing.

Submitter is concerned that the vision of the 
proposal is more related to commercial activity 
than the open space and natural environment. 

Submitter is concered that there will be an overdevelopment of high density 
buildings.

Submitter is supportive of  commercial buildings near the ferry terminal.

Submitter is concerned that buildings are proposed over GJ Walter Park and 
believes that it will be spoilt. 

Submitter is concerned that the development will affect the beauty of the bay 
and relaxed atmosphere.

Submitter is concerned about the 15 storey height limit. 

Submitter is concered that the proposed infrastructure will disrupt the 
natural environment.

Submitter is concerned that the dredging for the marina will disrupt 
the natural environment. 

Submitter is supportive of a bicycle path/pedestrian path.

Submitter comments that a car park should be developed 
near the ferry terminal but not at GJ Walter park. 

The submitter is concerned that GJ Walter park will be loss and 
overdeveloped. 

Submitter comments that access to the bay can be achieved 
without development of the marina. 

Submitter is concerned that 
the mixed use village will 
spoil the beauty of the bay. 

Submitter comments that 
there should be no 
residential development.

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will spoil the view out to the bay. 

TH14/101

Submitter is supportive of 
development of modern ferry 
terminals and associated facilities.

Submitter is supportive of development of the 
immediate environment to include modest, mixed 
use urban village and medium density housing 
consistent with the surrounding area.  

Submitter is concerned about the construction of high density buildings and 
the increase in population  and traffile. 

Submitter is concerned that reclamation of Moreton will destroy 
marine life and their habitats. 

Submitter is concerned about the development in the area of GJ 
walter Park and the consequential loss as a poublic open space 
and dog exercises area. 

Submitter comments that the old CSIRO building should be 
incorporated into GJ Walter Park.

TH14/102
Submitter is supportive of upgrading the Marine 
Rescue area and some low density urban village 
environment. 

Submitter is concerned about the 15 storey height limit and believes that it is 
not consistent with the current area. 

Submitter is concerned that the increase in road traffic 
from the development cannot be supported by the current 
road network.

Submitter is concerned about the development in the area of GJ 
walter Park and the consequential loss as a public open space 
and dog exercises area. 

TH14/103
Submitter is concerned that the proposal will over 
develop and commercialise the area against the 
community's wishes. 

submitter is concerned about the 15 storey height limit and believes that it is 
too high for a site that is so close to Moreton Bay.

Submitter is concerned that the proposal will create a 'Sanctuary Cove' style 
development that is inconsistent with the atmosphere of the area.  

Submitter is concerned about the affect that long term dredging will 
have on the marine park. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development scheme has 
been created without a full environmental impact study. 

Submitter is concerned about increase traffic congestion 
on the current road network which cannot sustain its 
current capacity. 

Submitter is concered about the development in the area of GJ 
Walter Park 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
a Marina will not be viable as Brisbane has an 
oversupply of marina berths and the current 
one at Raby Bay is sufficient to meet demand. 

TH14/104

Submitter is concerned about the 'local village' 
theme for the area. 

Submitter opposes commercial development in the 
area as a means to attract visiters to the islands. 

Submitter is supportive of improving refreshment 
facilties for travellers. 

Submitter is concerned about the development of high density residential 
buildings and commercial buildings. Submitter believes that this development 
should be at a distance where transport and parking do not cause congestion. 

Submitter is supportive of dredging to improve ferry water acces at all 
tide states. Submitter comments that land and seaway reclamation 
should be kept at a minimal, enough for the safe use of the harbour. 

Submitter comments that the provision of footpaths and 
bus stops should be of a retricted natural to preserve the 
locality of the area. 

TH14/105

Submitter is concerned that the commercial 
development will affect the Cleveland CBD. 

Submitter comments that the upgrade of  facilities 
for the habour should be current and low key. 

Submitter is concerned that the development is out of scale and inconsistent 
with the area. 

Submitter is concerned about the dredging requirements for the 
proposal.

TH14/106

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/107

Submitter is supportive of 
reasonable development of modern 
ferry terminals and facilities at 
Toondah Harbour

Submitter is supportive of modest housing and accompanying facilities. 

Submitter is concerned about the interference with mangroves that 
the proposal suggests

Submitter is concered that the local environment, marinelife and 
wildlife will be affected by the proposed development.

Submitter is concerned that the development over GJ Walter 
park will affect the being of people who use the park regularly. 

TH14/108
Submitter is supportive of 
development that will improve the 
ferry terminal.

Submitter is supportive only of a small amount of 
reclamation. 

Submitter is concerned that there will be an 
increaesd financial burden to ratepayers due to long 
term dredging. 

Submitter is supportive of a modest mixed business 
and urban village, but opposes development of an 
excess commercial buildings. 

Submitter is concerned about the 15 storey height limit and believes that it 
should be limited to the current 7 storey hei ht limit for development on the 
southern side of Middle street with3 storeys of carpark included. 

Submitter believes that the height limti should be limted to 2 storeys. 

Submitter is concerned about the road that is propsoed 
through GJ Walter Park.

Submitter comments that parking should be limited to 
outside GJ Walter Park. 

Submitter is concerned that GJ Walter Park will be loss to 
development. 

Submitter comments that the Broadwalk should stop at the 
Marina. 

Submitter is concerned about the amount of marine park that is 
being reclaimed and believes it is unncessary. 

submitter is supportive of a small marina  
with a maximum 50 berths, with a small dog 
use park. 
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TH14/109

Submitter is concerned that there is no evidence of 
demand or need for the proposed scale of 
development. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will impact the commuters from North 
Stradbroke Island through increase parking costs. 

submitter is concerned tha tthe scheme is silent on 
complement development opportunities and 
proposals for North stradbroke and Dunwich. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme fails to 
consider the outcomes from  community 
consultation in July 2013 and the community vision 
identified in 2010. 

Submitter requests for the document to be 
withdrawn and reviewed to meet the needs and 
expectations of the community. 

Submtiter is concerned that the scheme focuses on 
development around GJ Walter Park rather than 
the area locally recognised as Toondah Harbour. 
Submitter believes that the PDA boundary be 
redeifned to focus solely on Toondah Harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposal will affect 
the commercial viability of the Cleveland CBD. 
Submitter believes that there is no demand or 
interest in unit living. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme identifying 
the harbour as a destination will inhibit travel to 
North stradbroke island. 

Submitter is concerned that the commercial 
development will affect and impact on the 
Cleveland CBD, Raby bay and North Stradbroke 
Island. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not 
have any connectivity with Cleveland CBD or the 
rail station. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposal focuses on the primary purpose of 
encouraging development rather than meeting needs or expectations of the 
people of the Redlands. 

Submitter is concernd that 15 storey building height is incompatible with the 
primary purpose of the PDA as a transport hub. Submitter is concerned that 
the increase in noise pollution form ferry barges will not attract potential 
buyers. 

Submitter is concerned that the low mudflow at low tide would require 
constant dredging. Submitter is concerned that maintenance of the 
marina will increase rates in the area. 

Submitter is concerned that th eproposal will result in the loss of 
seagrass and exisitng habitats for marine life and cause degradation off 
old growth for a marina. 

Submitter is concerned the that proposed scheme is in contravention 
RAMSAR treaty. 

Submitter is concered that dredge spoils are not managed 
appropriately and that it is an negative impost. 

submitter is concerned that 'sustainability' and 'natural environment' 
have not been recognised or considered in the proposed development 
scheme. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposal will increase koala mortality 
through the increase in road traffic and addtional roads.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development scheme is not 
underpinned by expert research into the environmental issues adn 
constraints.  

Submitter is concerned that there will be an increase in 
traffic and congestion on a road network that cannot 
support any increase in traffic. 

Submitter is concerned tha GJ Walter Park will be redeveloped 
despite no documentation or studies indicating the current or 
likely future needs for the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposal to replace GJ Walter 
park with a man made beach is unacceptable. 

Submitter is concerned that there is no 
demand for a marina.

Submitter is concerned that the marina 
would deny visual and physical connectivity 
to the bay.

TH14/111

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme does not take into 
consideration the communities previous objection to 
a similar overdevelpoment in the late 1980s. A 
community campaign conducted by Secure 
Toondah's Invaluable Resources succeeded in having 
the development stopped. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development reflects ongoing consultation that was 
undertaken after the August 2013 community 
consultation process however the community were 
not made aware of the opportunity for ongoing 
input. 

Submitter is concerned that there is no disclosure of 
the who has been consulted and the nature of the 
consultation and requests that the details be 
released and disclose the influence that has 
overturned the community's vision.  

Submitter is concerened tha the scheme is too 
complex and poorly written that is difficult to 
understand. 

Submitter notes that the nature of the scheme has 
disenfranchised the community.

Submitter comments that the style of writing is too 
technical  and does not follow the Government's 
mantra to reduce red tape. 

Submitter is concerned that the PDA 'Toondah 
Harbour" is not a true representation of the scope of 
land involved. Submitter notes that the majority of 
land comprises of GJ Walter Park and the bay which is 
misleading as the community are supportive of 
upgrading the facilities of Toondah Harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the 15 storey height limit ignores Council planning 
decisions. 

Submitter is concerned that there is no mention of the number of residential 
units and submitter believes that some assessments indicate a possible 1500 
units which is 50% more than the number of houses in Raby Bay. Submitter is 
concerned that social, environmental and eocnomic impacts have not been 
assessed prior to drafting the development scheme. 

Submitter is concerned that there no development with building heights 15 
storeys in the surrounding area, the closest would be in the Brisbane CBD. 

Submitter is concerned that the intention of the proposed development is to 
develop it into a Gold Coast which will impact on the liveability, lifestyle and 
village atmosphere of Cleveland. 

Submitter is concerned about the environmental and ecological 
concerns that will be impacted by the proposed development scheme. 

Submitter is concerned that the site is designed as a RAMSAR site, 
which is an international agreement to protect wetlands and the flight 
paths of migratory birds and it is not mentioned in the PDA how it will 
be managed

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will threaten 
rare and vulnerable bird species that are found in the Toondah Harbour 
precinct. 

Submitter is concerned that the water current, winds, erosion and 
sedimentation are real constraints for the development are not 
understood or planned for in the scheme. 

Submitter is concerned that the land shown on the mapping is below 
hte 1:100 year storm surge level and is likely to contain acid sulphate 
soils. 

Submitter notes that the area was also used as a rubbish tip and 
asbesto and 'hot sand' could be buried under the park. 

Submitter is concerned that impact on fishing, bait collection and 
dugongs have not been investigated and planned for in the scheme. 

Submitter is concerned that there is a plan to use dredged spoil is 
suitable as a stable and environmentally sound fill. This has been 
proven incorrect as this has been used in Raby Bay and has proven 
difficulty supporting vegetation, house and silf free channels. 

Submitter is concerned that sustainability is defined as a one-off and is 
not an accepted definition.

Submitter is concerned that GJ Walter park has heritage value 
and regional significance but has not been reflected in the 
scheme. The submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will compromise GJ Walter Park and its use and 
values has not been investigated to make an informed 
development plan. 

submitter is concerned that the area will be undersupplied wiht 
regional scale park land and will become one of SEQ most 
alienated park land. 

Submitter comments that alienation of the park is akin to an 
asset sale which is a breach of the Government's election 
commitments. 

TH14/110
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TH14/112

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/113

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/114

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/115

Submitter opposes the development scheme and is 
concerned that the area will developed so that only 
the those who can afford high rise units are able to 
enjoy the bay.

Submitter is concerned that the development will impact and destroy 
the natural beauty. 

TH14/116
Submitter believes the development should be 
similar to Noosa rather than a Gold Coast 
development. 

Submitter is concerned about the 15 storey height limit and believes that it is 
not consistent with the current area and the village theme. Submitter believes 
3 storeys is sufficient to meet demand. 

Submitter is concerned that there is no planned roads to 
Cleveland and that the current traffic volumes will not be 
able to supoort by the current road network. Submitter 
believes that this should be redeveloped as a priorit. 

TH14/117
Submitter believes the development should be 
similar to Noosa rather than a Gold Coast 
development. 

Submitter is concerned about the 15 storey height limit and believes that it is 
not consistent with the current area and the village theme. Submitter believes 
3 storeys is sufficient to meet demand. 

Submitter is concerned that there is no planned roads to 
Cleveland and that the current traffic volumes will not be 
able to supoort by the current road network. Submitter 
believes that this should be redeveloped as a priorit. 

TH14/118

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/119
Submitter is concerned about the 15 storey height limit which will impact 
negatively on the area and is against current Council height limits. Submitter is 
concerned that this will set a precedent for future development in Cleveland. 
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TH14/120

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not 
reflect or consider the feedback and community 
consultation in 2013.

Submitter is concerned about the cost of the 
development and the process of funding the ferry 
terminal upgrade. Submitter is concerned that the 
cost of developmetn will increase rates.  

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is superficial which does not 
represent community feedback. 

Submitter is concerned that the process has not been 
transparent and forthcoming with information for 
residents to make an informed decision. 
Submitter is concerned that submissions are only 
acknowledged by a generic letter rather than a 
response detailing considerration of the issue and its 
merits

Submitter comments that the development set out in 
the community feedback should be adopted instead. 

Submitter is concerned about the fast tracking of 
planning and development under the PDA process 
and does not allow the public to debate and talk 
about their conncerns. 
. 

Submitter is concerned that the title of the PDA 
leads to confusion as Toondah Harbour refers only 
to the area surrounding the ferry terminal. 
Residents may be unaware that the PDA also 
includes GJ Walter Park and a larger boundary. 

Submitter is concerned that Council initially 
requested the Toondah Habour/ferry terminal as a 
PDA but has resulted in a larger area being 
declared. 

Submitter is concerned that the development 
outcomes are unrealistic for the area. 

Submitter is concerned that residential 
development close to the ferry terminal will not be 
viable due to the noise pollution from ferries and 
barges. Submitter is concerned that affected 
residents will not have a process of complaints.

Submitter is concerned about the 7 and 15 storey height limit, associated 
access and parking facilities and the 800 berth marina. 

Submitter comments that the community engagement documentation states 
that the development should be low rise. 

submitter is concerned that the development will lead to the 
loss of GJ Walter Park. 

TH14/121

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/122

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme does not take into 
consideration the communities previous objection to 
a similar overdevelpoment in the late 1980s. A 
community campaign conducted by Secure 
Toondah's Invaluable Resources succeeded in having 
the development stopped. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development reflects ongoing consultation that was 
undertaken after the August 2013 community 
consultation process however the community were 
not made aware of the opportunity for ongoing 
input. 

Submitter is concerned that there is no disclosure of 
the who has been consulted and the nature of the 
consultation and requests that the details be 
released and disclose the influence that has 
overturned the community's vision.  

Submitter is concerened tha the scheme is too 
complex and poorly written that is difficult to 
understand. 

Submitter notes that the nature of the scheme has 
disenfranchised the community.

Submitter comments that the style of writing is too 
technical  and does not follow the Government's 
mantra to reduce red tape. 

Submitter is concerned that the PDA 'Toondah 
Harbour" is not a true representation of the scope of 
land involved. Submitter notes that the majority of 
land comprises of GJ Walter Park and the bay which is 
misleading as the community are supportive of 
upgrading the facilities of Toondah Harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the 15 storey height limit ignores Council planning 
decisions. 

Submitter is concerned that there is no mention of the number of residential 
units and submitter believes that some assessments indicate a possible 1500 
units which is 50% more than the number of houses in Raby Bay. Submitter is 
concerned that social, environmental and eocnomic impacts have not been 
assessed prior to drafting the development scheme. 

Submitter is concerned that there no development with building heights 15 
storeys in the surrounding area, the closest would be in the Brisbane CBD. 

Submitter is concerned that the intention of the proposed development is to 
develop it into a Gold Coast which will impact on the liveability, lifestyle and 
village atmosphere of Cleveland. 

Submitter is concerned about the environmental and ecological 
concerns that will be impacted by the proposed development scheme. 

Submitter is concerned that the site is designed as a RAMSAR site, 
which is an international agreement to protect wetlands and the flight 
paths of migratory birds and it is not mentioned in the PDA how it will 
be managed

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will threaten 
rare and vulnerable bird species that are found in the Toondah Harbour 
precinct. 

Submitter is concerned that the water current, winds, erosion and 
sedimentation are real constraints for the development are not 
understood or planned for in the scheme. 

Submitter is concerned that the land shown on the mapping is below 
hte 1:100 year storm surge level and is likely to contain acid sulphate 
soils. 

Submitter notes that the area was also used as a rubbish tip and 
asbesto and 'hot sand' could be buried under the park. 

Submitter is concerned that impact on fishing, bait collection and 
dugongs have not been investigated and planned for in the scheme. 

Submitter is concerned that there is a plan to use dredged spoil is 
suitable as a stable and environmentally sound fill. This has been 
proven incorrect as this has been used in Raby Bay and has proven 
difficulty supporting vegetation, house and silf free channels. 

Submitter is concerned that sustainability is defined as a one-off and is 
not an accepted definition.

Submitter is concerned that GJ Walter park has heritage value 
and regional significance but has not been reflected in the 
scheme. The submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will compromise GJ Walter Park and its use and 
values has not been investigated to make an informed 
development plan. 

submitter is concerned that the area will be undersupplied wiht 
regional scale park land and will become one of SEQ most 
alienated park land. 

Submitter comments that alienation of the park is akin to an 
asset sale which is a breach of the Government's election 
commitments. 
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TH14/123

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/24
Submitter supports some upgrade 
to the Ferry terminal and associated 
facilities where necessary

Submitter is concerned that the development of 
Toondah Harbour will impact the island's economy 
and residents as well as affect Redlands ratepayers.

Submitter is concerned that the Proposed 
Development Scheme is inadequately researched and 
planned.  

Submitter is concerned about the scale and cost of 
the development and believes that there as there is 
no economy for development the Council should only 
focus on the necessary improvements. 

Submtter is concerned that the size of the PDA is 
not large enough for the number of development 
outcomes addressed in the Scheme. 

Submitter is concerned that the Proposed 
Development Scheme provides to many options to 
developers and comments that a marina, massive 
residential unit blocks, convention centre, night 
club and multiple restaurants and cafes are not 
required.

Submitter is concerned that the design concepts are overblown and 
inconsistent with the community's feedback. 

Submitter is concerned that the development will not protect the 
wetlands in the Marine Park and the RAMSAR convention is not 
adhered to. 

Submitter is concerned that the current parking facilities is 
inadequate and requires expansion to support future 
development. Submitter comments that there should be 
an increase in free parking. 

Submitter is concerned that the park area will be loss to 
development and should be retained when there is an increase 
in medium to high density housing. 

TH14/125

Submitter is supportive only for the 
development of Toondah Harbour 
Ferry Terminal precinct and council 
owned land, the old CSIRO land and 
carpark., 

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the community were 
misled to believe that only the ferry terminal was 
being redeveloped , however the PDA includes GJ 
Walter Park. 

Submitter believes that the ferry terminal could be 
developed into a world class facility with associated 
retail and food outlets  and tourist information 
promoting the Redlands. 

Submitter comments that the development should be consistent with the 
natural environement and respect the Marine park, Quandamooka People and 
RAMSAR convention. 

Submitter is supportive of low to medium rise buildings on designated building 
sites.

Submitter is concerned about the 15 storey height limits. 

Submitter opposes any development over the water which will destroy 
the marine environment and Bay views.

Submitter is concerned that the development of the Marina will impact 
on the seagrass and breeding grounds for marine life which can be 
affected by dredging and silting. 

Submitter is concerned about the inclusion ogf GJ Walter park in 
the PDA and the loss of green space or Marine Park.

Submitter is concerned about the Marina 
development and believes that the area has 
tribal significance to the Quandamooka 
people and is part of the RAMSAR intertidal 
zone. 

TH14/126

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not 
cater for young families with recreational activites 
and entertainment. 

Submitter comments on when the musical water 
feature will be made in Cleveland.

Submitter is concerned that a commercial 
development may not be viable where there are no 
other features in the area to attract tourists and 
visitors. 

Submitter suggests that a waterpark similar to 
Redcliffe should be included in the development. 

TH14/127

Submitter is supportive of 
redevelopment of the Ferry 
Terminal facilities, widening the 
channel for marine craft move and 
development of small commercial 
area of services relevant to the ferry 
terminal. 

Submitter is concerned that the development is 
focused on reclaiming cast areas of local amenities 
for profit making enterprises. 

Submitter is concerned that the development will be 
fragment and impact the viability of the project. 

Submitter is concerned that the developmetn will 
inflate property prices in the area and will not be 
affordable except to the wealthy.

Submitter is concenred that a major commercial 
development will compete with the Cleveland CBD 
and Raby Bay precinct. 

Submitter is concerned about the 15 storey height limit.
Submitter is concerned about the dredging and reclamation of the area 
adjacent to GJ Walter Park.

Submitter is concerned about the loss of GJ Walter Park due to 
the development of the precinct. 

TH14/128
Submitter is supportive of modest 
upgrading of existing facilities in the 
area. 

Submitter opposes the development of a marina. 

Submitter is concerned that the development will destroy the natural beauty of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned about the 15 storey height limit. 

Submitter is concerned about the dredging and reclamation of the area 
adjacent to GJ Walter Park.

Submitter is concerned about the impact of wildlife and loss of 
mangroves and seagrass due to the development. 

Submitter is concerned about the loss of GJ Walter Park and 48 
hectares of the Marine Park to development. 

TH14/129
Submitter is supportive of modest 
upgrading of existing facilities in the 
area. 

Submitter opposes the development of a marina. 

Submitter is concerned that the development will destroy the natural beauty of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned about the 15 storey height limit. 

Submitter is concerned about the dredging and reclamation of the area 
adjacent to GJ Walter Park.

Submitter is concerned about the impact of wildlife and loss of 
mangroves and seagrass due to the development. 

Submitter is concerned about the loss of GJ Walter Park and 48 
hectares of the Marine Park to development. 

TH14/130
Submitter is supportive of modest 
upgrading of existing facilities in the 
area. 

Submitter opposes the development of a marina. 

Submitter is concerned that the development will destroy the natural beauty of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned about the 15 storey height limit. 

Submitter is concerned about the dredging and reclamation of the area 
adjacent to GJ Walter Park.

Submitter is concerned about the impact of wildlife and loss of 
mangroves and seagrass due to the development. 

Submitter is concerned about the loss of GJ Walter Park and 48 
hectares of the Marine Park to development. 

TH14/131
Submitter is supportive of modest 
upgrading of existing facilities in the 
area. 

Submitter opposes the development of a marina. 

Submitter is concerned that the development will destroy the natural beauty of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned about the 15 storey height limit. 

Submitter is concerned about the dredging and reclamation of the area 
adjacent to GJ Walter Park.

Submitter is concerned about the impact of wildlife and loss of 
mangroves and seagrass due to the development. 

Submitter is concerned about the loss of GJ Walter Park and 48 
hectares of the Marine Park to development. 

TH14/132
Submitter is supportive of modest 
upgrading of existing facilities in the 
area. 

Submitter opposes the development of a marina. 

Submitter is concerned that the development will destroy the natural beauty of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned about the 15 storey height limit. 

Submitter is concerned about the dredging and reclamation of the area 
adjacent to GJ Walter Park.

Submitter is concerned about the impact of wildlife and loss of 
mangroves and seagrass due to the development. 

Submitter is concerned about the loss of GJ Walter Park and 48 
hectares of the Marine Park to development. 

TH14/133
Submitter is supportive of the 
development of PDA and sees a 
major boost to the economy. 

Submitter is concerned about the 15 storey height limit and believes that it 
willd destroy the atmosphere and make it like a mini surfers paradise. 
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TH14/134

Submitter is supportive of the 
upgrading of the ferry terminals and 
provisions for adequate parking.

Submitter is supportive of dredging 
where it is required to support 
marine transport services. 

Submitter is concerned that the development is 
excessive and costly and residents will suffer from 
financially and not benefit from the use of the area. 

Submitter comments that North Stradbroke Island 
residents are impacted by the development of 
Toondah Harbour. 

Submitter comments that the development should 
be based on the basic necessity and what can be 
afforded. 

Submitter is concerned that the Proposed 
Development Scheme provides to many options to 
developers and comments that a marina, massive 
residential unit blocks, convention centre, night 
club and multiple restaurants and cafes are not 
required.

Subitter comments that the ferry terminal should be a simple and good 
efficient working transport hub that is a pleasure to see and be in. 

Submitter believes that adequate free parking should be 
included in the development. 

Submitter is concerned that the increased population and 
visitor traffic cannot be supported by the current car 
parking facilities and should be development as a priority 
and should be sensitve to the environment and consistent 
the community. 

Submitter is concerned about the loss of GJ Walter Park to 
development and comments that increase urban development 
should be complemented with additional green space and not 
reclaimed. 

Submitter comments that 
the mixed use village should 
only consist of public 
toilets, a café and 
integrated ticketing offices.

TH14/135

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/136

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/137

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/138

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/139

Submitter commends EDQ on 
declaration of the PDA and for 
preparing the development scheme. 

Submitter supports the re-
development of Toondah Harbour. 

Submitter suggests extending the reclaimed land to 
the south further to protect the harbour from littoral 
drift and silt build up. 

Submitter suggests that the development scheme 
should be flexiable for uses that promote tourism. 

Submitter comments that the redevelopment of 
Toondah Harbour will play a significant role in the 
success of Stradbroke Island's economic base from 
mining to tourism. 

Submitter comments that Toonda Habour is 
current the gateway to Stradroke Island and is the 
primary link for transit and improvement of the 
services will encourage tourism and assist in 
building a stable economic base.  

Submitter comments that the PDA will increase 
employment opportunities for the local workforce. 

submitter comments that the development 
presents an opportunity to develop a world class 
harbour destination. 

Submitter suggests that an intergrated northern 
access point for passenger and vehicle ferries be 
included on the structure plan. This will allow for 
less dredging and minimising on going 
maintenance in teh access channel in the deeper 
northern waters. 

Submitter is supports the straightening of the 
existing southern channel. 

Submitter suggests the proposed north-south link from 
Cross Street in the north be brought diretly into the plaza 
and create a larger loop road to allow for improved road 
access

Submitter suggests the cycle path to extend through the 
green space koala corridor to the south rather west. 

Submitter suggests that the marina be 
moved further south to separate from 
residential development. This will ensure 
separation of commercial water craft to 
private water crafts. 

Submitter suggests integrating the land 
based marine industry with the marina to 
minimise noise pollution. 

Submitter suggest that the reclaimed area 
intended for residential development be 
brought closer to the foreshore so future 
development is not reliant on costly and time 
extensive land reclamation. 
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TH14/140
Submitter is supportive of the 
development and believes the 
bigger the better. 

Submitter believes that the development will 
increase job opportunities in the area. 

Submitter believes that the area can support a 
higher population density as the area is open and 
there is room for expansion.  

Submitter believes that upgrading the facilities and 
making it all in walking distance will increase 
patronage use and increase financial viability. 

Submitter supports the high density development being built along the 
foreshore and believes will increase the financial viability of the project. 

TH14/141
Submitter is supports the upgrade 
of the ferry terminal. 

Submitter is concerned about the hands off approach 
that Council have taken in the planning of 
development. 

Submitter is concerned that the development will be 
funded by the residents through increases in rates. 

Submitter is concerned about the financial viability 
of the high density development and commercial 
development and the impact on the Cleveland CBD. 

Submitter is concerned about the loss of GJ Walter Park in the 
development. 

TH14/142

Submitter believes that North Stradbrooke Island 
facilities must be prioritised before there needs to 
be a tourism gateway as it will not attract visitors 
to the islands. Submitter is concerned that the 
same funding is not being spent on the island for 
upgrades. 

Submitter is concerned about the 15 storey height limit and believes that it is 
sufficient to cater for the poplulation. Submitter is concerned that high density 
development will not be economically viable. 

Submitter is concerned that the development will impact negatively on 
the land and marine wildlife. 

Submitter is concerned about the viability of 
a marina development when there are other 
marinas not operating at full capacity. 

TH14/143

Submitter comments that commercial acitivity should 
be transparent. 

Submitter is concerned that the timelines do not 
allow for impact studies to be done. 

Submitter believes that North Stradbrooke Island 
facilities must be prioritised before there needs to 
be a tourism gateway as it will not attract visitors 
to the islands. Submitter is concerned that the 
same funding is not being spent on the island for 
upgrades. 

Submitter believes that the harbour should be a 
state of the are terminal that will accomodate all 
users.

Design for the multi-storey residential development should complement the 
existing residential.

Submitter is believes that it should be a priority to improve the health 
of the waterways and the mangroves to increase tourism and believes 
that upgrade terminal facilities should improve it. 

Submitter is concerned that the impact studies have not yet been 
completed to underpin the development scheme. 

SUbmitter comments that any Expressions of Interest should 
incorporate detailed studies on traffic, water quality, noise, lighting, 
hertiage. 

Submitter is concerned that public transport will not be 
able to service the area once there is an increase in 
population. 

Submitter believes that Toondah Harbour should be a harbour 
and not a park or a pedestrian throughfare. 

Submitter is concerned that 
commercial development 
will impact on the Cleveland 
CBD

Submitter comments that a marina 
development is an obivious commercial 
activity to compliment harbour facilities. 

TH14/144

Submitter is concerned about the 15 storey height limit. 

Submitter is concerned that consultation with the Quandamooka people have 
not yet occurred. 

Submitter comments that only the existing development should be upgraded. 

Submitter believes that the proposal is better being closer to Cleveland CBD 
where there is a greater connection to the shops and public transport. 

Submitter is concerned about the impact to mangroves and sea grass 
due to the development. 

Submitter is concerned about the loss of GH Walter Park to 
developers. 

Submitter is against the development of the 
Marina. 

TH14/145
Submitter is supportive of the 
project.

Submitter comments that local contractors should be 
placed on the tender list for development of the area 
and increase job opportunities. 

Submitter believes that the development outcomes 
of the scheme will benefit the future of the 
community and increase job opportunities and 
present a gateway to Moreton Bay. 

Submitter is supportive of the development bring a more modern 21st century 
feel to the architecture around the area. 

Submitter believes that the marina will provide more structure for the 
marine ecosystem and improve marine wildlife habitats.

Submitter believes that the development done correctly will allow for a 
sustainable future.

submitter comments that the the open spaces have been well 
considered. 

Submitter suggests that consideration for public amenities is 
important. 

Submitter comments that 
improving the facililties 
would increase safety for 
marine crafts. 

Submitter comments that the marina should 
be afforadable for public use. 

TH14/146

Submitter is concerned that the development will not preserve the local 
hertiage history with many of iconic places, such as Strandview Hotel, 
queensland's oldest banyan treet and St Paul's Church of England will be 
redeveloped.

Submitter is concerned about teh 15 storey height limit and beleives it should 
remain as low density development.

Submitter is concerned about the loss of GJ Walter Park in the 
development. 

TH14/147

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redland.

Submitter believest that the area already has the 
requirements to be the Gateway to Moreton bay 
and a tourist destination with experienses and local 
history to showcase the beauty of the bay. 

Submitter is concerned about the 15 storey height limit and high rise 
development being allowed in GJ Walter Park. 

Submitter is concerned that the redevelopment of the area as "coastal 
indigscape"will be loss. 

Submitter is concerned that GJ Walter Park, the bay views, 
Coastal Indigscapes and open space will be loss to developers. 

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme does not take into 
consideration the communities previous objection to 
a similar overdevelpoment in the late 1980s. A 
community campaign conducted by Secure 
Toondah's Invaluable Resources succeeded in having 
the development stopped. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development reflects ongoing consultation that was 
undertaken after the August 2013 community 
consultation process however the community were 
not made aware of the opportunity for ongoing 
input. 

Submitter is concerned that there is no disclosure of 
the who has been consulted and the nature of the 
consultation and requests that the details be 
released and disclose the influence that has 
overturned the community's vision.  

Submitter is concerned that the 15 storey height limit ignores Council planning 
decisions. 

Submitter is concerned that there is no mention of the number of residential 
units and submitter believes that some assessments indicate a possible 1500 
units which is 50% more than the number of houses in Raby Bay. Submitter is 
concerned that social, environmental and eocnomic impacts have not been 
assessed prior to drafting the development scheme. 

Submitter is concerned that there no development with building heights 15 
storeys in the surrounding area, the closest would be in the Brisbane CBD. 

Submitter is concerned that the intention of the proposed development is to 

Submitter is concerned about the environmental and ecological 
concerns that will be impacted by the proposed development scheme. 

Submitter is concerned that the site is designed as a RAMSAR site, 
which is an international agreement to protect wetlands and the flight 
paths of migratory birds and it is not mentioned in the PDA how it will 
be managed

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will threaten 
rare and vulnerable bird species that are found in the Toondah Harbour 
precinct. 

Submitter is concerned that the water current, winds, erosion and 
sedimentation are real constraints for the development are not 
understood or planned for in the scheme. 

Submitter is concerned that the land shown on the mapping is below 
hte 1:100 year storm surge level and is likely to contain acid sulphate 
soils. 

Submitter notes that the area was also used as a rubbish tip and 
asbesto and 'hot sand' could be buried under the park. 

Submitter is concerned that GJ Walter park has heritage value 
and regional significance but has not been reflected in the 
scheme. The submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will compromise GJ Walter Park and its use and 
values has not been investigated to make an informed 
development plan. 

submitter is concerned that the area will be undersupplied wiht 
regional scale park land and will become one of SEQ most 
alienated park land. 

Submitter comments that alienation of the park is akin to an 

TH14/148

RTI R
ELEASE

RTI2122-026-DSDILGP- Page Number 22



TH14/149

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/150

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/152

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/153
Submitter notes that limited reclaimation around the 
harbour to support ferry operations, marine services 
and a small mixed use area is all that is required. 

Submitter notes that no dredging should occur.

Submitter is concerned that the current road network will 
not cope with increase traffic as it is already operating at 
capacity at peak times.

Submitter commetns that a bridge will be welcomed by the 
community. 

Submitter opposes the development of an 
800 berth  marina and believes that it will 
greatly increase water and noise pollution. 
Submitter suggests a smaller marina. 

Submitter does not support the marine 
industry in this precinct due to noise and 
water pollution.

Submitter is concerend that the Marina will 
be based in a RAMSAR site which will have 
many requirements and conditions attached. 

Submitter supports the 
development of modern ferry 
terminals and associated facilities, 
modest mixed use urban village and 
medium density housing consistent 
with the building height in the area. 

Submitter is supportive of widening 
Fison channel to assist marine 
traffic. 

Submitter is supportive of improved 
mechnisms to faciltate marine 
appraisals of Toondah Habour 
expecially for dredging of silt. 

Submitter is supportive of the 
developer meeting all infrastructure 
costs of connections, upgrades and 
augmentations for the road, water 
and sewerage network. 

overturned the community's vision.  

Submitter is concerened tha the scheme is too 
complex and poorly written that is difficult to 
understand. 

Submitter notes that the nature of the scheme has 
disenfranchised the community.

Submitter comments that the style of writing is too 
technical  and does not follow the Government's 
mantra to reduce red tape. 

Submitter is concerned that the PDA 'Toondah 
Harbour" is not a true representation of the scope of 
land involved. Submitter notes that the majority of 
land comprises of GJ Walter Park and the bay which is 
misleading as the community are supportive of 
upgrading the facilities of Toondah Harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the intention of the proposed development is to 
develop it into a Gold Coast which will impact on the liveability, lifestyle and 
village atmosphere of Cleveland. 

asbesto and 'hot sand' could be buried under the park. 

Submitter is concerned that impact on fishing, bait collection and 
dugongs have not been investigated and planned for in the scheme. 

Submitter is concerned that there is a plan to use dredged spoil is 
suitable as a stable and environmentally sound fill. This has been 
proven incorrect as this has been used in Raby Bay and has proven 
difficulty supporting vegetation, house and silf free channels. 

Submitter is concerned that sustainability is defined as a one-off and is 
not an accepted definition.

Submitter comments that alienation of the park is akin to an 
asset sale which is a breach of the Government's election 
commitments. 

Submitter opposs the extension of cross street and 
believes that all access should be from Middle Street.

Submitter is concerned that GJ Walter Park will be loss/sold off 
to developers. 

Submitter opposes any dredging or reclamation of any  area 
adjacent to GJ Walter Park. 

Submitter is concerned about the high density development to 
occur over the GJ Walter Park site. 

TH14/151

Submitter is concerned that the PDA process denies 
the public a normal right of appeal.

Submitter is concerned about the size of the PDA and 
believes that it should be reduced in the scale and 

arrangement. 

Submitter believes that the public consultation 
period should be extended for a formal public forum 

to take place. 

 Submitter is concerned about the fast tracking of the 
planning and development. 

Submitter is concerned that the development 
scheme will give developers unrealistic 
expectations of ultimate developers.

Submitter is concerned that the devevelopment 
shceme is not consistent or considers the 

community feedback taken in 2013.

Submitter is concerned that hte structure plan, 
precinct plan and height plan are inconsitent, lack 
detail and allow for extremen overdevelopment. 

Submitter opposes the plan to reclaim Cassim 
Island.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development is inconsistent and 
inappropriate to the amenity of the area. 

Submitter is concerend about the 15 storey height limit. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposal does not meet the 
requirements under the RAMSAR conditions and that development will 

interfere with land and marine life. 

Submitter is concerned that the PDA has not been underpinned by 
robust technical and environmental studies. 

Submitter is concerned about the dredging of the Marine Bay to 
accomodate a marine park. 

Submitter is concerned about the extension Koala corridor north of 
Middle Street. 
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TH14/154

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/156

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/157

Submitter opposes the proposal as there is a lack of 
construction and future running of the project. 

Submitter comments that the proposed bridge from 
Moreton Bay Road, Capalaba and Wellington Road 
with an extension to the PDA  should be given a go 
ahead. 

Submitter is concerned about the 16 storey height limit and should be 
restricted to 6 storeys to keep consistent with work. 

Submitter is concerend that the current road network will 
not be able to handle the expected traffic during the 
construction phase. 

Submitter is concerned that the current parking facilities 
will not be able to support an increase in tourism. 

TH14/158

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

Submitter opposes the development of an 
800 berth  marina and believes that it will 
greatly increase water and noise pollution. 
Submitter suggests a smaller marina. 

Submitter does not support the marine 
industry in this precinct due to noise and 
water pollution.

TH14/159
Submitter opposs the extension of cross street and 

believes that all access should be from Middle Street.

Submitter is concerned that GJ Walter Park will be loss/sold off 
to developers. 

Submitter opposes any dredging or reclamation of any  area 
adjacent to GJ Walter Park. 

TH14/155

Submitter supports the 
development of modern ferry 
terminals and associated facilities, 
modest mixed use urban village and 
medium density housing consistent 
with the building height in the area. 

Submitter is supportive of widening 
Fison channel to assist marine 
traffic. 

Submitter is supportive of improved 
mechnisms to faciltate marine 

Submitter is concerned that the PDA process denies 
the public a normal right of appeal.

Submitter is concerned about the size of the PDA and 
believes that it should be reduced in the scale and 

arrangement. 

Submitter believes that the public consultation 
period should be extended for a formal public forum 

Submitter is concerned that the development 
scheme will give developers unrealistic 
expectations of ultimate developers.

Submitter is concerned that the devevelopment 
shceme is not consistent or considers the 

community feedback taken in 2013.

Submitter is concerned that hte structure plan, 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development is inconsistent and 
inappropriate to the amenity of the area. 

Submitter is concerend about the 15 storey height limit. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposal does not meet the 
requirements under the RAMSAR conditions and that development will 

interfere with land and marine life. 

Submitter is concerned that the PDA has not been underpinned by 
robust technical and environmental studies. 

Submitter is concerned about the dredging of the Marine Bay to 

Submitter supports the 
development of modern ferry 
terminals and associated facilities, 
modest mixed use urban village and 
medium density housing consistent 
with the building height in the area. 

Submitter is supportive of widening 
Fison channel to assist marine 
traffic. 

Submitter is supportive of improved 
mechnisms to faciltate marine 
appraisals of Toondah Habour 
expecially for dredging of silt. 

Submitter is supportive of the 
developer meeting all infrastructure 
costs of connections, upgrades and 
augmentations for the road, water 
and sewerage network. 

Submitter is concerned that the PDA process denies 
the public a normal right of appeal.

Submitter is concerned about the size of the PDA and 
believes that it should be reduced in the scale and 

arrangement. 

Submitter believes that the public consultation 
period should be extended for a formal public forum 

to take place. 

 Submitter is concerned about the fast tracking of the 
planning and development. 

Submitter is concerned that the development 
scheme will give developers unrealistic 
expectations of ultimate developers.

Submitter is concerned that the devevelopment 
shceme is not consistent or considers the 

community feedback taken in 2013.

Submitter is concerned that hte structure plan, 
precinct plan and height plan are inconsitent, lack 
detail and allow for extremen overdevelopment. 

Submitter opposes the plan to reclaim Cassim 
Island.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development is inconsistent and 
inappropriate to the amenity of the area. 

Submitter is concerend about the 15 storey height limit. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposal does not meet the 
requirements under the RAMSAR conditions and that development will 

interfere with land and marine life. 

Submitter is concerned that the PDA has not been underpinned by 
robust technical and environmental studies. 

Submitter is concerned about the dredging of the Marine Bay to 
accomodate a marine park. 

Submitter is concerned about the extension Koala corridor north of 
Middle Street. 

Submitter opposs the extension of cross street and 
believes that all access should be from Middle Street.

Submitter is concerned that GJ Walter Park will be loss/sold off 
to developers. 

Submitter opposes any dredging or reclamation of any  area 
adjacent to GJ Walter Park. 

Submitter is concerned about the high density development to 
occur over the GJ Walter Park site. 

Submitter opposes the development of an 
800 berth  marina and believes that it will 
greatly increase water and noise pollution. 
Submitter suggests a smaller marina. 

Submitter does not support the marine 
industry in this precinct due to noise and 
water pollution.

Submitter is concerend that the Marina will 
be based in a RAMSAR site which will have 
many requirements and conditions attached. 
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TH14/161
Submitter is supportive of 
upgrading the Ferry Terminal. 

Submitter believes that the ferry terminal upgrade 
could be paid for with a equal contributions by 
residents. 

Submitter comments that island residents should be 
given compentation. 

Submitter is concerned that developers will be given 
a special payment to increas their profits. 

Submitter is concerned that the high denisty and 
commercial development will impact the economy 
of Cleveland CBD. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina will destroy the mangroves, 
wild and plant life in the marine park.

Submitter is concerned that the natural environment has detriorated in 
recent years and should be improved.

 
Submitter is concerned that GJ Walter Park will be loss to 
development and believes it should be kept untouched. 

TH14/162
Submitter is concerned that there will be a financial 
burden due to increase rates for residents. 

Submitter is supportive of the redevelopment of 
Toondah Harbour ferry terminals and associated 
facilities, development of immediate envirosn of 
Toondah Harbour to include a modest, mixed use 
urban village and medium density development 
consistent with the surrounding area. Submitter 
beleives that there should be limited reclamation 
around the harbour to support ferry operations, 
marine operations and a small mixed use area. 

Submitter is concerned that overdevelopment will 
compete with Cleveland

Submitter is concerned about the 15 storey height limit. 

Submitter supports the dredging of Fison Channel to assist with marine 
traffic. 

Submitter opposes the reclamation or dredging to any area adjacent to 
GJ Walter Park. 

Submitter is concerend that an Environmental Imapct Assessment was 
not completed prior to the the development scheme being prepared. 

Submitter is concerned that the current road network and 
parking facilities are not adequate to service the increase 
of population or visitors. 

Submitter is concerned that a transport study was not 
completed to underpin the proposed development 
scheme.

Submitter believes a public transport study is required. 

Submitter is concerned that GJ Walter and 48 hectares of 
Marina park will be sold off for private development. 

\

TH14/163

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is of a substandard level and is 
inaccurate in its mapping of the area. 

Submitter is concerned that there are discrepencies 
between the  RCC promotional material and the PDA 
boundary map - i.e. the spoil area is included in the 
PDA map but excluded RCC promotional handouts. 

Submitter notes that the Middle Street extension in the 
PDA area does not align with the real middle street. 

TH14/164

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlan

Submitter is concerned that the proposal is an 
overdevelopment and ignores the community 
vision and values that will have negative impact on 
the Marine life I the marine park, public parks, 
koala population, Cleveland CBD, and the amentiy 
of residents who moved to the area for the village 
atmosphere. 

TH14/165
Submitter is supportive of the 
Toondah Harbour ferry terminal, 
channel and associated parking. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposal does not 
take into consideration the community feedback 
sought in 2013. 

Submitter is concerned about the 15 storey height limit and believes 5-7 is 
sufficient. 

Submitter is concerned of the dredging of the mud flats for a marina 
and land reclamation.

Submitter is concerned that GJ Walter Park and the foreshore 
will be loss due to development. 

TH14/166
Submitter is supports the upgrade 
of the ferry terminal. 

Submitter is concerned about the hands off approach 
that Council have taken in the planning of 
development. 

Submitter is concerned that the development will be 
funded by the residents through increases in rates. 

Submitter is concerned about the financial viability 
of the high density development and commercial 
development and the impact on the Cleveland CBD. 

Submitter is concerned about the loss of GJ Walter Park in the 
development. 

TH14/167
Submitter believes that Cleveland isn't broken and 
does not to be 'fixed up

Submitter is concerned that the natural environment will be destroyed

water pollution.

Submitter is concerend that the Marina will 
be based in a RAMSAR site which will have 
many requirements and conditions attached. 

TH14/60

Submitter supports the 
development of modern ferry 
terminals and associated facilities, 
modest mixed use urban village and 
medium density housing consistent 
with the building height in the area. 

Submitter is supportive of widening 
Fison channel to assist marine 
traffic. 

Submitter is supportive of improved 
mechnisms to faciltate marine 
appraisals of Toondah Habour 
expecially for dredging of silt. 

Submitter is supportive of the 
developer meeting all infrastructure 
costs of connections, upgrades and 
augmentations for the road, water 
and sewerage network. 

Submitter opposes the development of an 
800 berth  marina and believes that it will 
greatly increase water and noise pollution. 
Submitter suggests a smaller marina. 

Submitter does not support the marine 
industry in this precinct due to noise and 
water pollution.

Submitter is concerend that the Marina will 
be based in a RAMSAR site which will have 
many requirements and conditions attached. 

Submitter is concerned that the PDA process denies 
the public a normal right of appeal.

Submitter is concerned about the size of the PDA and 
believes that it should be reduced in the scale and 

arrangement. 

Submitter believes that the public consultation 
period should be extended for a formal public forum 

to take place. 

 Submitter is concerned about the fast tracking of the 
planning and development. 

Submitter is concerned that the development 
scheme will give developers unrealistic 
expectations of ultimate developers.

Submitter is concerned that the devevelopment 
shceme is not consistent or considers the 

community feedback taken in 2013.

Submitter is concerned that hte structure plan, 
precinct plan and height plan are inconsitent, lack 
detail and allow for extremen overdevelopment. 

Submitter opposes the plan to reclaim Cassim 
Island.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development is inconsistent and 
inappropriate to the amenity of the area. 

Submitter is concerend about the 15 storey height limit. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposal does not meet the 
requirements under the RAMSAR conditions and that development will 

interfere with land and marine life. 

Submitter is concerned that the PDA has not been underpinned by 
robust technical and environmental studies. 

Submitter is concerned about the dredging of the Marine Bay to 
accomodate a marine park. 

Submitter is concerned about the extension Koala corridor north of 
Middle Street. 

Submitter opposs the extension of cross street and 
believes that all access should be from Middle Street.

Submitter is concerned that GJ Walter Park will be loss/sold off 
to developers. 

Submitter opposes any dredging or reclamation of any  area 
adjacent to GJ Walter Park. 

Submitter is concerned about the high density development to 
occur over the GJ Walter Park site. 

Submitter is concerned about the high density development to 
occur over the GJ Walter Park site. 

mechnisms to faciltate marine 
appraisals of Toondah Habour 
expecially for dredging of silt. 

Submitter is supportive of the 
developer meeting all infrastructure 
costs of connections, upgrades and 
augmentations for the road, water 
and sewerage network. 

period should be extended for a formal public forum 
to take place. 

 Submitter is concerned about the fast tracking of the 
planning and development. 

Submitter is concerned that hte structure plan, 
precinct plan and height plan are inconsitent, lack 
detail and allow for extremen overdevelopment. 

Submitter opposes the plan to reclaim Cassim 
Island.

Submitter is concerend about the 15 storey height limit. Submitter is concerned about the dredging of the Marine Bay to 
accomodate a marine park. 

Submitter is concerned about the extension Koala corridor north of 
Middle Street. 
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TH14/168

Submitter is concerned that the proposal was not 
supported by technical documents or studies at the 
public consultation sessions and requests that these 
be made available for viewing to allow for the 
community engage in the process. 

Submitter is concerned about the lack of 
transparency in the public consultation period. 

TH14/169

Submitter is concerned that the preservation of 
the shoreline is not the priority in the proposal. 

Submitter comments that residential, marina or 
commercial development should be confined to 
the CSIRO grounds and capped at 5 storeys

Submitter believes an extensive walking/cycling off raod 
area such as Eddie Santaguiliana Way should be developed 
and linked to the foreshore. 

Submitter is concerned that GJ Walter park will be loss to 
development and should be retained as green space and access 
to the bay.

TH14/170
submitter comments that it is essential to improve free 
parking 

TH14/171
Submitter is concerned about the 15 storey height limit and believes 7 storeys 
is sufficient. 

TH14/172
Submitter believes that priorty development should be to dredge the 
channel for safe marine craft access at low tides. 

TH14/173

Submitter is supportive of 
upgrading Toondah Harbour Ferry 
terminal, CSIRO land and vacant 
land surrounding it. 

Submitter believes that GJ Walter Park should be 
removed from the PDA bounday.

Submitter is concerned that GJ Walter park will be loss to 
development and should be retained as green space and access 
to the bay.

TH14/174
Submitter is supportive of 
upgrading Toondah Harbour Ferry 
terminal.

Submitter believes that the proposed development is 
contrary to good planning and represents an 
unsustainable overdevelopment. 

Submitter supports limited development to 
support ferry operations such as small mixed use 
services and a limited mixed use Urban Village 
including medium density housing. 

Submitter is concerned about the 15 storey height limite and believes that it is 
a massive overdevelopment that will be detrimentatl to Cleveland.

Submitter believes that the development would be a disaster for both 
the marine park and on land. 

Submitter is concerned that GJ Walter park will be loss to 
development and should be retained as green space and access 
to the bay.

TH14/175

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/176

Submitter comments and believes a toll road users 
approach could be taken on but would lead to 
increase in ferry prices. 

Submitter believes that the community should 
partner with a private development to deliver the 
project and fund it altogether to develop a far more 
extensive and exciting public asset

Submitter is concerned that the bad publicity for the 
PDA during public consutlation will scare off 
developers

Submitter comments that Toondah Harbour 
requires an upgrade into a world class facility but 
notes that the cost to residents financial made be 
dire. 

Submitter is concerned about the 15 storey height limit and believes that it 
should be limited to 6-8 storeys. 

TH14/177
Submitter is supportive of 
upgrading the ferry terminal. 

Submitter is concerned that the development has 
consequences for Dunwich and the island. 

Submitter is concerned that sewerage, road and 
parking infrastructure including tourist walks on the 
islands will not be able to support the increase in 
tourist and demand. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposal lacks 
research to underpin the scheme and that 
infromation has not been made available to the 
public and the process is not transparent. 

Submitter is concerned about who will fund the 
development. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposal has been 
prepared without the environmental, economic, 
transport, social and cultural needs and studies being 
completed. 

Submitter is concerned that private developments 
will not be interested in the site and Council will have 
to fund the development themselves. 

Submitter is concerned that the value of property will 
be decresaed to attract buyers and that it will lead to 
a low budget construction causing safety issues. 

Submitter is cocnerned that the development will 
turn the area into Gold Coast precinct. 

Submitter is concerned that there is no 
fundamental drawcard that will attract tourists. 

Submitter is concerned about the 15 storey height limit will block views, 
sunlight, breezes and microclimates. 

Submitter is concerned that the Quandamooka's concerns have not been 
reflected in the planning report. 

Submitter is concered that development on GJ Walter park will distrub 
an old rubbish tip. 

Submitter is concerned that the site falls on a RAMSAR site and 
consideration has not been given to federal environmental laws. 

Submitter is concerned that environmental impacts of the area have 
not been sufficient addressed in the proposal.

Submitter comments that free parking should be retained 
for islanders and that the current parking infrastructure 
will not support the increase in popoulation or tourism. 
Submitter is concerned that the proposal does not provide 
adequate parking facilities for tourist, commuters or 
residents.

Submitter is concerned that during development the road 
network will not be able to support the mining traffic as 
well as construction commuter traffic. 

Submitter is concerned that GJ Walter Park will be sold or given 
to private developers. 

Submitter is concerned about the 
development of the marina and the impact it 
will have on the environment. Submitter 
believes that the marina is not sustainable or 
financially viable. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina will 
consume the whole site and there no room 
for parking facilities. 

Submitter is concerned that constant 
dredging will be required. 

Submitter believes that the marina and port 
are incompatible uses. 

TH14/178

Submitter comments that a smaller scale 
development would be more feasiable.

Submitter is concerned that the cost for 
development will be borne by ratepayers. 

Submitter is concerned that the noise traffic from 
ferry transport will be a nusisance for a high 
density residential area. This will affect the value of 
the property. 

Submitter is concerned that the extensive 
commercial development will have negative 
impacts on the Cleveland CBD. 

Submitter is concerned that the development will degrade the visual ambiance 
of Moreton Bay. 

Submitter is concerned about the development on spoil from dredging 
will undermine seawalls.

Submitter is concerned that the development will have negative 
impacts on the environment. Spoils would spread and cover and choke 
seagrass beds and natural marine habitats. 

Submitter is concerned about the clearing of mangroves will reduce the 
breeding habitats for marine life  and affect water flows, waste, 
rubblish and effluent entering the Bay. 

Submitter is concerned about the 
construction of the marina and believes that 
it there is no economic viability. 

Submitter is concerned that there will be 
ongoing dredging necessray to allow for safe 
access to the marina and is concerned how 
the costs will be met or if they will be borne 
by ratepayers. 
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TH14/179

Submitter is concerned about the misrepresentation 
of the site by name and admission of the mistake by 
council and the lack of evidentiary link to 
documented community values. 

Submitter is concerned about the lack of community 
awareness and the details of the site. 

Submitter is concerned about the lack of evidence 
based planning in support of the scheme. 

Submitter requests for the proposal to be withdrawn 
and a new proposal be put forward in full 
consultation with the community. 

Submitter is concerned that the extensive 
commercial development will impact on the 
Cleveland CBD and Raby Bay as well as other 
marina operations. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not 
consider the future of North Stradbroke Island. 

Submitter is concerned that the overdevelopment of Toondah harbour ignores 
the community vision and will negatively impact the amenity and quality of life 
of residents living in existing properties and the village atmosphere of 
Clevelands and surrounding 

Submitter is concerned about the impact on the Moreton Bay Marine 
Park, marine life and koala population. 

Submitter is concerned that GJ Walter Park will be lost to private 
developers. 

Submitter is concered that the development 
of the marina is not viable.

TH14/180

Submitter is concerned that the consultation process 
was more of a sales misson rather than a 
consultation proces. 

Submitter is concerned that the document is too 
wide for developers and offers no innovation. 

Submitter is concerned that the whole site will be 
sold to a private developer. 

Submitter believes that Council should form a 
working group of local experts in developments to 
ensure the best possible outcome is achieved. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme will have a 
major detrimental impact on Cleveland and the 
general quality of life for the people in Redlands. 

Submitter is concerned about the 15 storey height limit and believes that it 
should be no more than 5 storeys. 

Submitter is concerned that there is no real sustainability agenda or 
aspiration for the development. 

TH14/181
Submitter is supportive of the 
upgrade of the ferry and barge 
terminal. 

Submitter believes that the development is excessive 
and will cause irreparable damage to Moreton Bay 
and Cleveland's natural evnironment. 

TH14/182

Submitter is concerned that sewerage, road and 
parking infrastructure including tourist walks on the 
islands will not be able to support the increase in 
tourist and demand. 

Submitter comments that a subsidy be provided for 
existing community groups that provide a service to 
the community as there is extra pressure on these 
services with an increase in population and tourism. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposal does not 
take into consideration the impact of increase 
tourism and demad that will result in surrounding 
communities as Toondah harbour is the transport 
hub. 

TH14/183

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document.

Submitter is concerned that the proposal is an 
overdevelopment and ignores the community 
vision and values that will have negative impact on 
the Marine life I the marine park, public parks, 
koala population, Cleveland CBD, and the amentiy 
of residents who moved to the area for the village 
atmosphere. 

TH14/184

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlan

Submitter is concerned that the proposal is an 
overdevelopment and ignores the community 
vision and values that will have negative impact on 
the Marine life I the marine park, public parks, 
koala population, Cleveland CBD, and the amentiy 
of residents who moved to the area for the village 
atmosphere. 

TH14/185

Submitter is concerned that the proposal is not 
informed by technical studies reviewing 
environmental factors, geotechnical investigations 
and detailed studies into dredge disposal options. 

Submitter requests for the proposal to be withdrawn 
and replaced with a thorough and transparent 
planning process to identify sustainable options for 
the redevelopment. 

Submitter is concerned that the development will destroy the beaches, 
mangroves, sandbanks and mudflats to accommodate the marina and 
15 storey height limit. 

Submitter is concerned that wildlife habitats will be destroyed by the 
development. 

Submitter is concerned about the increased boating activity and 
related pollution, dredging spoils.

Submitter is concerned that the coastal high rise development will 
cause further environmental implacations

Submitter is concerned that the RAMSAR convention has not been 
considered in the proposal. 

TH14/186

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlan

Submitter is concerned that the proposal is an 
overdevelopment and ignores the community 
vision and values that will have negative impact on 
the Marine life I the marine park, public parks, 
koala population, Cleveland CBD, and the amentiy 
of residents who moved to the area for the village 
atmosphere. 

TH14/187

Submitter is supportive of the 
redevelopment of the ferry terminal 
and associated facilities and 
development of the immediate 
environs of Toondah harbour for 
urban village and medium density 
housing. Submitter is supportive of 
upgrading and widening Fison 
Channel. 

Submitter is concerned about the 15 storey height limits.
Submitter is concerned about the loss of GJ Walter Park and 
over 48 hectares of Moreton Bay due to the development. 

Submitter is concern about the over 
development of the Marina and believes that 
300 berths would be sufficient. 
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TH14/188

Submitter is supportive of the 
redevelopment of the ferry terminal 
and associated facilities and 
development of the immediate 
environs of Toondah harbour for 
urban village and medium density 
housing. Submitter is supportive of 
upgrading and widening Fison 
Channel. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposal is an 
overdevelopment and should be reconsidered.

Submtiter is concerned that commercial 
development in the area will compete with the 
Cleveland CBD.

Submitter is concerned about the 15 storey height limits.

Submitter is concerned about the loss of GJ Walter Park and 
over 48 hectares of Moreton Bay due to the development. 

Submitter does not support dredging of the land adjcent to GJ 
Walter Park. 

Submitter is concerned about the 
development of a marina. 

TH14/189
Submitter is supportive of the 
proposal. 

TH14/190
Submitter is concerned about the proposal and 
believes that it should not be approved until more 
information is available to the community. 

Submitter is concerned how the proposal will 
affect the current shopping centre. 

Submitter is concerned about the impact the proposal will have on the 
ecology.

TH14/191
Submitter believes that 
redevelopment is well overdue. 

Submitter is concerned that there has been a lack of 
community consultation. 

Submitter is concerned that the credentials of 
architectural and planning companies engaged have 
not been released to the public. 

Submitter is concerned that the development will be 
a repeat of what occured at Raby Bay and that this 
should be avoided. 

Submitter is concerned that the only reference to 
North stradbroke island other than it is a gate way 
and believes that further consideration should be 
given to how Dunwich and One Mile will be 
integrated into the proposal. 

Submitter is concerned that the high density development is out of character 
for the area.

TH14/192
Submitter is supportive of the 
redevelopment of Toondah 
Harbour.

Submitter is supprotive of the development of 
commercial and hospitality spaces to encourage 
the community to use the area as a palce to 
solcialise and support local business. 

Submitter is concerned that the high density development will destroy the 
village atmosphere of the area. 

TH14/193

Submitter is supportive of the 
redevelopment of the ferry terminal 
and associated facilities and 
development of the immediate 
environs of Toondah harbour for 
urban village and medium density 
housing. Submitter is supportive of 
upgrading and widening Fison 
Channel and limited reclamation 
around the harbour to support ferry 
operations.

Submitter is concerned that there will be a financial 
burden due to increase rates for resident due to 
ongoing maintenance and dredging of additional 
waterways. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposal is an 
overdevelopment of commercial buildings. 

Submitter is concerned about the 15 storey height limit and believes that it is 
an overdevelopment

Submitter is concerned that GJ Walter park and over 48 hectares 
of Moreton Bay will be loss to development. 

Submtiter opposes the reclamation and dredging of any area 
adjacent to GJ Walter Park. 

TH14/194

Submitter has no concerns over the 
redevelopment of Toondah Harbour 
and associated facilities to benefit 
commuters and tourists. 

Submitter is concerned that the boundary of the PDA 
extends over to GJ Walter Park and further north and 
the name of the PDA is misleading to the community. 

Submitter is concerned that the fast tracking of the 
PDA does not allow due process to be served and 
does not consider the rights and feedback of the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that the cost if maintaining 
and dredging the additional waterwars will fall on 
ratepayers. 

Submitter requests for the proposal to be withdrawn.

Submitter is concerned that the proposal will 
decrease the value of their property as the site does 
not have infrastructure required to facilitate the 
development.

Submitter is conerned that the balance of the 
proposal is an overdevelopment of the site and 
ignores the Town Plan and Redlands 2030.

Submitter is concerned that the history of GJ Walter Park will be lost in the 
development of the site. 

Submitter comments that building heights should be limited to 6 storeys.

Submitter is concerned that Environmental Impact Studies have not 
been completed to underpin the proposal. 

Submitter comments that parking infrastructure needs to 
be improved and increased. 

Submitter is concerned that the current road network will 
not be able to support the increase in population and 
tourist numbers.

Submitter is concerned that GJ Walter Park will be loss to 
development. 

Submitter does not support reclamation of land adjacent to GJ 
Walter Park. 

Submitter comments that it is not necessry to build over Cassim 
Island to achieve the commercial interests set out in the 
proposal. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
marina is not sustainable and financially 
unviable.

Submitter is concerned about the proposal to 
locate the Marine Industry close to existing 
residential sites. 

TH14/195
Submitter is supportive of the 
upgrading of the ferry terminals 

Submitter objects to the proposal and believes that 
the Development Scheme has not gone through a full 
and proper community consultation process and 
does not consider the feedback from the community. 

Submitter is conerned that the balance of the 
proposal is an overdevelopment of the site and 
ignores the Town Plan and Redlands 2030.

Submitter believes that the development should 
occur only over the existing development, not over 
green space. 

Submitter is concerned that the history of GJ Walter Park will be lost in the 
development of the site. 

Submitter is concerned about the 15 storey height limit set for the 
development which will block access to views. 

Submitter is concenred that construction on GJ Walter park will 
unearth toxic waste from when the site was used as land fill. 

Submitter is concerned about the destruction of seagrass, mangroves 
and marine habitats  and existing koala habitat.

Submitter is concerned that shallow water areas will require constant 
dredging and believes that the nort east aspect will cause channels to 
fill up with sand. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposal will contravene the RAMSAR 
convention. 

Submitter is concerne that the proposal road network will 
disrupt exisitng access to the area and that the is currently 
impaired due to large heritage trees on each corner. 

Submitter is concerned about the lost of open space that is 
currently used by the community for many events. 

Submitter is concerned about the loss of the exisiting sandy 
beach in GJ Walter park. 

TH14/196
Submitter suggests that a similar "Rock Pool'' area 
to Southport should be included in the proposal. 

TH14/197
submitter is concerned that the 15 storey height limite is not consistent with 
the theme of the area. 

Submitter is concerned that there is an increase risk to flooding 
potentially by impeding the natural flow of waters in the redevelpment. 

Submitter is concerned that there will be an increase in silt deposition 
to the submitter's property due to the alteration of the flow of water 
which will increase the extensive intertidal zone mudflats. 

Submitter is concerned that access to their propoerty on 
Shore Street North will be limited with the proposed new 
road. 

Submitter is concerned that the high density development 
will increase traffic and and parking issues.

Submitter is concnered that the development 
of the marina is not sustainable and viable.

Submitter is concerned that the waterways 
will need to be constantly dredged. 

Submitter is concerned about the increase in 
noise and waste pollution from boats. 

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme does not take into 
consideration the communities previous objection to 

Submitter is concerned about the environmental and ecological 
concerns that will be impacted by the proposed development scheme. 

Submitter is concerned that the site is designed as a RAMSAR site, 
which is an international agreement to protect wetlands and the flight 
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TH14/199
Submitter is concerned that residents will bear the 
cost of dredging and maintaining the additional 
waterways through increased rates

Submitter is concerned that the 15 storey height limit is not consistent with 
the existing low density housing and will have a negative impact flow on effect 
on traffic and noise, destroying the peaceful lifestyle in Cleveland. Submitter 
believes 7 storey

Submitter is concenred that the development will have a long term 
negative impact on marine life and habitats. 

Submitter is concerned about the loss of open space in the 
development. 

TH14/200

Submitter is supportive of the 
redevelopment of the ferry terminal 
and associated facilities and 
development of the immediate 
environs of Toondah harbour for 
urban village and medium density 
housing. 

Submitter is supportive of 
upgrading and widening Fison 
Channel and limited reclamation 
around the harbour to support ferry 
operations. 

Submitter is concerned that residents will bear the 
cost of dredging and maintaining the additional 
waterways through increased rates

Submitter is concerned about the excessive 
development of commercial buildings. 

Submitter is concerned that a 15 storey height limit will result in an 
overdevelopment of the area. 

Submitter is concerned that GJ Walter Park and 48 hectares of 
the Marine Park will be sold or given to private developers. 

Submitter is not supportive of the relclamation or dredging of 
any area adjacent to GJ Walter park. 

TH14/201 Submitter opposes the removal of mangroves. 
Submitter comments that parking infrastructure needs to 
be improved and increased. 

Submitter is concerned that GJ Walter park will loss to 
development

TH14/202
submitter supports the proposal in 
principle. 

Submitter comments that Straddie Chamber of 
Commerce should be identified as supporting the 
changes to the planning shceme to faciltate the 
development of Toondah Harbour and should not be 
limited to the concept in the development scheme. 

Submitter recognises the importance of Toondah 
Harbour as the gateway to North Stradbroke 
Island. 

TH14/203

Submitter is supportive of only 
redevelopment of the ferry 
terminals, including improved 
parking facilities, mixed use area 
and a low density housing. 

Submitter is concerned that the target residential 
population is over 3500 and believes it is too much 
for the area. 

Submitter is concerned that public consultation for 
the plans have been very minimal. 

Submitter is concerned that the name of the PDA is 
misleading. Submitter believes that the 
development should be relate to Toodah Harbour 
and the adjacent land over and not extend to the 
Parkland and Moreton Bay. 

Submitter is concerned that an over supply of 
commercial development will impact the existing 
Cleveland CBD and RAby Bay harbourside business. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposal is an overdevelopment which is 
inconsistent with the surrounding areas of Cleveland. 

Submitter comments that the building heights should be governed by the 
current Redland City Council plans or less. 

Submitter is concerned that the develpoment is not consistent and must be 
kept attractive and liveable for new and existing residents. 

Submitter is concerned about the increase in demand for 
parking which the current infrastructure cannot not 
support. 

Submitter is concerned that the plans for road upgrades 
have not been put forward and is concerned that the 
current road network cannot support the increase in 
traffic. 

Submitter is concerned that the sale of 48 hectares of Moreton 
Bay is undemoractic. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will not be viable as there are 
marinas in other locations not operating at 
full capacity. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will increase the financial burden 
on ratepayers due to dredging and 
maintenance of additional waterways. 

TH14/204
Submitter suggests that land should be allocated for 
the Australia Navy Cadets Training Ship Diamantina 
within the development.

TH14/205
Submitter is supportive of the 
concept of the proposal. 

Submitter is satisfied that the development 
scheme in improving faciliites meets the purposes 
of providing areas for the purpose of recreation 
and food. 

Submitter comments that the Cleveland CBD has 
suffered due to minority groups opposing 
developmetn and beleives that this proposal will 
increase commercial trade. 

Submitter comments that there is a large disproportionatre 
amount of non-accesible mangrove area/mudflats. Submitter 
believes that the proposal will improve facilities for the 
community to enjoy.

TH14/206

Submitter believes that the proposed development 
scheme is not underpinned by technical studies to 
show that the proposal is viable in economic, social 
and environmental terms. 

Submitter is concerned that the scale of the PDA will 
give developers unrealistic expectations to 
developers which cannot be realised. 

Submitter is concerned that make the PDA oversized 
on the assumption that it will be scaled back when 
environmental constraints are known is misleading. 

Submitter is concerned that the fast tracked PDA 
process offends natural justice and due process. 

Submitter comments that the timeframe of 
consultation be extended and be more transparent in 
the planning process. 

Submitter is concenred that the 15 storey height limit is not consistent with 
the existing area. 

Submitter is concerned that GJ Walter Park will be lost to 
development. 

TH14/207
Submitter is supportive of the 
proposal. 

Submitter comments that the development will 
increase tourism, real estate, business and the 
economy. 

Submitter comments that Redland City is the 
gateway to the neighbouring islands. 

consideration the communities previous objection to 
a similar overdevelpoment in the late 1980s. A 
community campaign conducted by Secure 
Toondah's Invaluable Resources succeeded in having 
the development stopped. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development reflects ongoing consultation that was 
undertaken after the August 2013 community 
consultation process however the community were 
not made aware of the opportunity for ongoing 
input. 

Submitter is concerned that there is no disclosure of 
the who has been consulted and the nature of the 
consultation and requests that the details be 
released and disclose the influence that has 
overturned the community's vision.  

Submitter is concerened tha the scheme is too 
complex and poorly written that is difficult to 
understand. 

Submitter notes that the nature of the scheme has 
disenfranchised the community.

Submitter comments that the style of writing is too 
technical  and does not follow the Government's 
mantra to reduce red tape. 

Submitter is concerned that the PDA 'Toondah 
Harbour" is not a true representation of the scope of 
land involved. Submitter notes that the majority of 
land comprises of GJ Walter Park and the bay which is 
misleading as the community are supportive of 
upgrading the facilities of Toondah Harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the 15 storey height limit ignores Council planning 
decisions. 

Submitter is concerned that there is no mention of the number of residential 
units and submitter believes that some assessments indicate a possible 1500 
units which is 50% more than the number of houses in Raby Bay. Submitter is 
concerned that social, environmental and eocnomic impacts have not been 
assessed prior to drafting the development scheme. 

Submitter is concerned that there no development with building heights 15 
storeys in the surrounding area, the closest would be in the Brisbane CBD. 

Submitter is concerned that the intention of the proposed development is to 
develop it into a Gold Coast which will impact on the liveability, lifestyle and 
village atmosphere of Cleveland. 

which is an international agreement to protect wetlands and the flight 
paths of migratory birds and it is not mentioned in the PDA how it will 
be managed

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will threaten 
rare and vulnerable bird species that are found in the Toondah Harbour 
precinct. 

Submitter is concerned that the water current, winds, erosion and 
sedimentation are real constraints for the development are not 
understood or planned for in the scheme. 

Submitter is concerned that the land shown on the mapping is below 
hte 1:100 year storm surge level and is likely to contain acid sulphate 
soils. 

Submitter notes that the area was also used as a rubbish tip and 
asbesto and 'hot sand' could be buried under the park. 

Submitter is concerned that impact on fishing, bait collection and 
dugongs have not been investigated and planned for in the scheme. 

Submitter is concerned that there is a plan to use dredged spoil is 
suitable as a stable and environmentally sound fill. This has been 
proven incorrect as this has been used in Raby Bay and has proven 
difficulty supporting vegetation, house and silf free channels. 

Submitter is concerned that sustainability is defined as a one-off and is 
not an accepted definition.

Submitter is concerned that GJ Walter park has heritage value 
and regional significance but has not been reflected in the 
scheme. The submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will compromise GJ Walter Park and its use and 
values has not been investigated to make an informed 
development plan. 

submitter is concerned that the area will be undersupplied wiht 
regional scale park land and will become one of SEQ most 
alienated park land. 

Submitter comments that alienation of the park is akin to an 
asset sale which is a breach of the Government's election 
commitments. 

TH14/198
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TH14/208
Submitter is supportive only of the 
upgrade to the ferry terminal. 

Submitter is concerned that the appropriate studies 
have not been completed to analyse the social, 
economic and environmental needs to underpin the 
planning of the area. 

Submitter is concerned that the planning process is 
being rushed to expressions of interest. 

Submitter requests that the plan be withdrawn and 
redeveloped with a plan that is responsive to 
community feedback. 

Submitter comments that the PDA should be on a 
much smaller scale. 

Submitter is concerned about the cost of 
maintenance of a man made beach, ongoing 
dredging of additional waterways  will be borne by 
ratepayers. 

Submitter is concerned that there has been a lack of 
consultation with native titleholders. 

Submitte rcomments that a transport and energy 
study should be completed to look into future needs. 

Submitter is concenred that a major commercial 
development will compete with the Cleveland CBD 
and Raby Bay precinct. 

Submitter comments that the development should 
be scaled down and deal with primarily delivering 
an efficient and attractive port for the ferries and 
water taxis to the islands. 

Submitter is concerned that it is an overdevelopment and conflicts with the 
prime purpose of the site. 

Submitter is concerned that a 15 storey height limit is excessive. 

Submitter is concerned about the environmental impact from 
disturbance of polluted soils. 

Submitter is concerned about the loss of the existing koala habitat and 
the koala corridor is a poor substitute.

Submitter is concerned that the proposal is in contravention of the 
RAMSAR convention. 

Submitter suggests that the site can be powered by renewable energy. 

Submitter is concerned that the current road network and 
parking infrastructure will not support the increase in 
demand. 

Submitter is concerned that free parking will be potentially 
loss. 

Submitter comments that the rail line be extended to 
Toondah Harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that GJ Walter Park and Old CSIRO site 
will be sold off or given to private developers and loss of public 
open space on the coast. 

Submitter opposes excessive reclamation of the bay.

TH14/209

Submitter is supportive of 
development of a multi storey 
carpark, modern ferry terminals, 
creation of a mixed use urban 
village and medium density housing 
in the immediate environs of 
Toondah Harbour, limited 
reclamation around harbour to 
support ferry operations and 
upgrading and widening Fison 
Channel. 

Submitter is concerned that ratepayers will be bear 
the cost of ongoing maintenance and dredging of 
additional waterways through increased rates. 

Submitter is concerned about  excessive 
development of commercial buildings that will 
compete with the Cleveland CBD.

Submitter is concerned that the 15 storey height limit will lead ot an 
overdevelopment of the site. 

Submitter is concerned that the 15 storey height limit will mean that the Grand 
View Hotel will not have views of the water. 

Submitter is concerned that the historical signifcance of the are will be lost to 
development.  

Submitter is concerned that the marine life and habitats will be 
disrupted with the proposed development. 

Submitter is concerned that GJ Walter Park and 48 hectares of 
the Marine park will be loss to development. 

TH14/210
Submitter is supportive of the 
redevelopment and upgrade of the 
ferry terminal. 

Submitter comments that there is no need for the 
excessive development and is concerned about the 
private development on public land.

Submitter is concerened that the proposal is an 
overdevelopment and that excessive commercial 
development will not be viable. 

Submitter is concerned about the proposal of a 
boutique hotel in the area and believes that it will 
not be financially viable. 

Submitter is concenred about the height limit of 15 storey 
Submitter is concerned that the road network will not 
support the increase in traffic.

Submitter is concerned about the loss of parklands nad open 
space for the area. 

Submitter is concerned that a marina and 
commercial boating will not mix easily. 

Submitter is concerned that ferries turning 
and reversing will compete with recreational 
boating over the weekend if the channel is 
not dredged. 

TH14/211

Submitter is supportive of 
development of modern ferry 
terminals and associated facilities,  
creation of a mixed use urban 
village and medium density housing 
in the immediate environs of 
Toondah Harbour, limited 
reclamation around harbour to 
support ferry operations and 
upgrading and widening Fison 
Channel. 

Submitter requests that the proposal be withdrawn 
and a more considered proposal be put forward. 

Submitter believes that commercial development 
will compete with Cleveland CBD. 

Submitter is concerned about the 15 storey height limit or construction of 
commercial buildings. 

Submitter is concerned that GJ Walter Park and 48 hectares of 
the Marine park will be loss to development. 

Submitter opposes reclamation of any area adjacent to GJ 
Walter Parl. 

TH14/212

Submitter is supportive of 
development of modern ferry 
terminals and associated facilities,  
creation of a mixed use urban 
village and medium density housing 
in the immediate environs of 
Toondah Harbour, limited 
reclamation around harbour to 
support ferry operations and 
upgrading and widening Fison 
Channel. 

Submitter is concerned about the inaccurate, 
insufficient information being provided with the 
proposal. 

Submitter is concerned that the name of the PDA is 
misleading as there has been no consultation with 
regards to including GJ Walter Park into the 
boundary. 

Submitter is concerned that ongoing maintenance 
and dredging of additional waterways will be borne 
by ratepayers. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposal is an 
overdevelopment and supports only the more 
conservative proposal. 

Submitter is concerned that commercial 
development will complete with the Cleveland CBD. 

Submitter is concerned that the 15 storey height limit will be an 
overdevelopment. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposal is in contravention of the 
RAMSAR convention. 

Submitter is concerned that GJ Walter Park and the adjacent 
land will be destroyed in the development.

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will not be sustainable or 
financially viable. 

Submitter is concerned that a marina and 
commercial boating will not mix easily

TH14/213

Submitter is supportive of 
developing the harbour but not to 
the magnatude of the current 
proposal. 

Submitter is concerned about the 15 storey height limit and believes that 7 
storeys will be sufficient. 

Submitter is concerned about the limited access to 
Toondah Harbour via Middle Street. 

Submitter believes that an 800 berth marina 
is excessive and 300 should be sufficient to 
meet demands. 

TH14/214
Submitter is supportive of sensible 
upgrade that would include cafes, 
broadwalk and modern terminal. 

Submitter is concerned that the community feedback 
was not considered in the proposal. 

Submitter believes that the development should be 
on a smaller scale. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposal is an 
overdevelopment and does allow for the natural 
beauty of the area to be presented.

Submitter believes that the height limit should be set at 6 storeys. 
Submitter is concerned about the loss of parklands and 
foreshore to development. 

Submitter opposes the marina development. 

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme does not take into 
consideration the communities previous objection to 
a similar overdevelpoment in the late 1980s. A 
community campaign conducted by Secure 
Toondah's Invaluable Resources succeeded in having 
the development stopped. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development reflects ongoing consultation that was 
undertaken after the August 2013 community 
consultation process however the community were 
not made aware of the opportunity for ongoing 
input. 

Submitter is concerned that there is no disclosure of 
the who has been consulted and the nature of the 
consultation and requests that the details be 
released and disclose the influence that has 
overturned the community's vision.  

Submitter is concerned that the 15 storey height limit ignores Council planning 
decisions. 

Submitter is concerned that there is no mention of the number of residential 
units and submitter believes that some assessments indicate a possible 1500 
units which is 50% more than the number of houses in Raby Bay. Submitter is 
concerned that social, environmental and eocnomic impacts have not been 
assessed prior to drafting the development scheme. 

Submitter is concerned that there no development with building heights 15 
storeys in the surrounding area, the closest would be in the Brisbane CBD. 

Submitter is concerned that the intention of the proposed development is to 

Submitter is concerned about the environmental and ecological 
concerns that will be impacted by the proposed development scheme. 

Submitter is concerned that the site is designed as a RAMSAR site, 
which is an international agreement to protect wetlands and the flight 
paths of migratory birds and it is not mentioned in the PDA how it will 
be managed

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will threaten 
rare and vulnerable bird species that are found in the Toondah Harbour 
precinct. 

Submitter is concerned that the water current, winds, erosion and 
sedimentation are real constraints for the development are not 
understood or planned for in the scheme. 

Submitter is concerned that the land shown on the mapping is below 
hte 1:100 year storm surge level and is likely to contain acid sulphate 
soils. 

Submitter notes that the area was also used as a rubbish tip and 
asbesto and 'hot sand' could be buried under the park. 

Submitter is concerned that GJ Walter park has heritage value 
and regional significance but has not been reflected in the 
scheme. The submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will compromise GJ Walter Park and its use and 
values has not been investigated to make an informed 
development plan. 

submitter is concerned that the area will be undersupplied wiht 
regional scale park land and will become one of SEQ most 
alienated park land. 

Submitter comments that alienation of the park is akin to an 

TH14/215
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TH14/216
Submitter supports the general well 
planned development for the area. 

submitter is concered that there is a lack of 
information and transparency for the proposal. 

Submitter is concerned tha thte development will 
increase the financial burden on ratepayers

Submitter is concerned about how additional 
dredging will be funded. 

Submitter comments that a more viable 
development for the Cleveland CBD would be multi-
story residences, with shopping, environment 
down Bloomfield the main street. 

Submitter is concerned that the plan does not consider improvements 
necessary for water, power, schools, parks, police, fire, hospitall and other 
facilities in the area. 

Submitter is concerned that residential areas will be subject to excess noise 
and that no controls are in place to minimise this. 

submitter is concerned that there is a lack of parking 
infrastructure to support the current development and 
more parking is required to improve the situation. 

Submitter is concerned that the road network will not be 
able to support the increase in traffic. 

Submitter is concerned that the water front development 
will impact the environment. 

TH14/217
Submitter is supportive of some 
development.

Submitter is concerned that the 15 storey height limit is an overdevelopment 
and will create significant impact on existing infrastructure. 

Submitter is concerned that the development of additional waterways 
that will require constant dredging. 

Submitter is concerned that GJ Walter Park will be lost to private 
developers. 

TH14/218

Submitter is supportive of only 
redevelopment of the ferry 
terminals, including improved 
parking facilities, mixed use area 
and a low density housing. 

Submitter is concerned that the target residential 
population is over 3500 and believes it is too much 
for the area. 

Submitter is concerned that public consultation for 
the plans have been very minimal. 

Submitter is concerned that the name of the PDA is 
misleading. Submitter believes that the 
development should be relate to Toodah Harbour 
and the adjacent land over and not extend to the 
Parkland and Moreton Bay. 

Submitter is concerned that an over supply of 
commercial development will impact the existing 
Cleveland CBD and RAby Bay harbourside business. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposal is an overdevelopment which is 
inconsistent with the surrounding areas of Cleveland. 

Submitter comments that the building heights should be governed by the 
current Redland City Council plans or less. 

Submitter is concerned that the develpoment is not consistent and must be 
kept attractive and liveable for new and existing residents. 

Submitter is concerned about the increase in demand for 
parking which the current infrastructure cannot not 
support. 

Submitter is concerned that the plans for road upgrades 
have not been put forward and is concerned that the 
current road network cannot support the increase in 
traffic. 

Submitter is concerned that the sale of 48 hectares of Moreton 
Bay is undemoractic. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will not be viable as there are 
marinas in other locations not operating at 
full capacity. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will increase the financial burden 
on ratepayers due to dredging and 
maintenance of additional waterways. 

TH14/219

Submitter is concerned that the council does not 
have a coherent and connected vision for 
development in Cleveland that it has resulted in 
separate developments in Raby Bay and Cleveland. 
Submitter believes that the proposal will not be a 
viable development. 

Submitter is concerned that sufficient community 
engagement has not occured. 

Submitter comments that the ferry terminal should 
be updated by that ancillary development should 
only be redeveloped on a small scale to ensure that 
civic amenities and sightlines were not destroyed. 

Submitter believes that the focus should be on 
foreshore development to promote North 
Stradbroke Island. 

Submitter is concerned about the high density development throughout the 
proposal. 

Submitter is concerned that the current proposal will destroy the 
Moreton bay marine environment

Submitter believes that the proposal should include a point 
of difference such as a Redlands Cycling Hub with efficient 
access to public transport which is in keeping with the 
Redland environment rather than the current proposal. 

TH14/220
Submitter is concerned that there will an increase in 
financial burden on ratepayers due to ongoing 
dredging and maintenance of additional waterways. 

Submitter is concerned that excessive commercial 
development will impact on Cleveland CBD and 
ratepayers. 

Submitter is concerned that the 15 storey height limit is an overdevelopment 
and will create significant impact on existing infrastructure. 

Submitter is concerned that GJ Walter Park and 48 hectares of 
the Moreton Bay will be sold or given to private developers. 

Submitter opposes the reclamation and dredging of any area 
adjacent to GJ Walter park. 

TH14/221

Submitter comments that the proposal should be 
scaled back to what the community is comfortable 
with. 

Submitter requests for the proposal to be withdrawn

Submitter believes that the northern PDA 
boundary  should be amended to remove the 
unnecessary extension of Shore Street East. 
Submitter believes that property values would be 
impacted negatively.  

Submitter is concerned that the 15 storey height limit will destroy the 
ambiance of the area and will obscure views. Submitter believes that the 
development is inconsistent with the existing development and natural 
settling. 

Submitter comments that the community do not want to look back at high rise 
development when walking along the broad walk. 

Submitter comments that the site is RAMSAR listed and is the habitat 
to many marine wild and plant life. 

Submitter is concerned about the loss of Koala habitat due to the 
construction of the road, 

Submitter is concerned about the loss of GJ Walter Park and 
open space that is used by the community for recreational 
purposes. 

Submitter is concerned that more of GJ Walter Park will be loss 
to develop roads to lead up to the proposed park on the 
northern marina wall. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
beach on the northern side of the north wall 
of the marina is unstable and expensive to 
maintain.

Submitter is concerned that the conditions 
inside the marina will be unstable due to the 
north east aspect and severe winds. This will 
require much dredging. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
sustainable and financially viable. 

TH14/222
Submitter requests for the proposal to be withdrawn 
and a new development scheme be prepared with full 
and proper consultation with the community. 

Submitter comments that the they are in favour of 
the development of the ferry terminal and 
comments that it should be in harmy with the 
natural environemtn, respecting the marine park, 
Quandamook people, marine life, mangroves and 
RAMSAR protected sites. 

Submitter supports development of low to medium rise buildings on 
designated building sites. Submitter is concerned about the 15 storey building 
height limit and should not be developed over green space. 

Submitter is concerned that the development of the Marina will impact 
the seagrass area  and natural habitat for marine life.

Submitter is concerned that Cassim Island which has corals, white 
sands and mangroves will be threatened by silting. 

Submitter is concerned about the loss of GJ Walter Park and 
open space and over the water. 

The submitter is concerned that the loss of water space will 
mean that there is loss of an area for recreational water sporkts, 
fishing and intertidal study. 

submitter is against the development of a 
marina in font of GJ Walter Park with 800 
berths. 

TH14/223
Submitter is supportive of 
redevelopment of the Toondah 
harbour. 

Submitter is concerned about the scale residential 
development  compared to the current infrastructure 
facilities and public transport. 

Submitter comments that Cleveland and 
Stradbroke Island residents will benefit from the 
project and will boost tourism. 

Submitter is supportive of the concept of being the 
gateway to Stradbroke Island.

TH14/224

Submitter comments that provisions should be made 
to allow for a second ferry operator. Submitter is 
concerned that construction of facilities for a second 
operator will not occur. Submitter comments that 
the ACCC allowed the merger of Stradbroke Ferries to 
Big Red Cat based on the assumption that provisions 
for a second ferry operation be progressed. 

Submitter comments that adequate free long term parking 
should be provided for water taxi patrons.

TH14/225

Submitter is concerned that the proposal lacks 
community consultation and planning. 

Submitter is concerned that the commercial 
development will affect the Cleveland CBD. 

Submitter is concerned about the 15 storey height limit on the foreshore and is 
concerned that the development is focused more on the developer. Submitter 
believes that height limits should be set at 3 storeys. 

Submitter believes that the community do not want to live in high density 
buildings, but rather houses and low density. 

Submitter is concerned that the unique character of the area will be lost to the 
development. 

Submitter is concerned that no environmental impact study has not 
been completed. 

Submitter is concerned that an increase in population will lead to an 
increase in noise, rubbish and car pollution.

Submitter is concerned that the current road network and 
infrastructure will not be able to support the additional 
growth in population. 

Submitter is concerned that the public transport system 
will not be able to cope with the increase in demand. 

overturned the community's vision.  

Submitter is concerened tha the scheme is too 
complex and poorly written that is difficult to 
understand. 

Submitter notes that the nature of the scheme has 
disenfranchised the community.

Submitter comments that the style of writing is too 
technical  and does not follow the Government's 
mantra to reduce red tape. 

Submitter is concerned that the PDA 'Toondah 
Harbour" is not a true representation of the scope of 
land involved. Submitter notes that the majority of 
land comprises of GJ Walter Park and the bay which is 
misleading as the community are supportive of 
upgrading the facilities of Toondah Harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the intention of the proposed development is to 
develop it into a Gold Coast which will impact on the liveability, lifestyle and 
village atmosphere of Cleveland. 

asbesto and 'hot sand' could be buried under the park. 

Submitter is concerned that impact on fishing, bait collection and 
dugongs have not been investigated and planned for in the scheme. 

Submitter is concerned that there is a plan to use dredged spoil is 
suitable as a stable and environmentally sound fill. This has been 
proven incorrect as this has been used in Raby Bay and has proven 
difficulty supporting vegetation, house and silf free channels. 

Submitter is concerned that sustainability is defined as a one-off and is 
not an accepted definition.

Submitter comments that alienation of the park is akin to an 
asset sale which is a breach of the Government's election 
commitments. 
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TH14/226

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/227

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/228
Submitter supports the 
development and improvement of 
the harbour. 

Submitter believes that the proposal does not offer 
any improvements. 

Submitter is concerned that the process has been too 
rushed. 

Submitter is concerned that excessive commercial 
development will impact on Cleveland CBD and 
ratepayers. 

Submitter is concerned about the 15 storey residential development and 
believes that there is no market to substantiate a high rise. 

Submitter is concerned about the massive dredging of the Habitat 
Protection Zone of Moreton Bay to accommodate the Marina which 
will lead to the destruction of wildlife habitat and protected mangroves 
and seagrasses. 

Submitter is concerned about the loss of GJ Walter Park to 
private developers. 

TH14/229

Submitter is supportive of 
upgrading the ferry terminal and 
providing facilities to benefit transit 
users. 

Submitter is concerned that excessive commercial 
development will impact on Cleveland CBD and 
ratepayers. 

Submitter is opposed to the 15 storey height limit. 
Submitter comments that the car parking facilities at the 
ferry terminal should be increased and improved. 

Submitter is concerned about the loss of GJ Walter Park to 
private developers. 

TH14/230

Submitter is concerned that the increase in use will 
place unsustainable pressures on medical facilities 
and schools. 

Submitter is concerned that the long term future of 
the area is being lost to short term developer gain. 

Submitter is concerned that the Grand View's hotel 
viability and tourist potential will be threatened if 
the current outlook is lost. 

Submitter is concerned that based on the current 
sale rate of occupancy of low multistorey buildings 
in Middle and Shore Streets that there is no market 
for unit living. 

Submitter is concerned that extensive commercial 
development will impact the Cleveland CBD. 

Submitter is concerned that an overdevelopment of the site will not be 
consistent with the current development through the area and is not in 
keeping with the ambiance and lifestyle.

Submitter is concern that the reclamation and development into the 
bay will impact negatively on the bay ecology include dugong and other 
marine habitats. 

Submitter is concerned that the increase in use will place 
unsustainable pressures on the current road network and 
parking infrastructure. 

Submitter is concerned about the loss of GJ Walter Park to 
private developers and loss of recreational space. 

TH14/231

Submitter is concerned that the development 
scheme does not encourage the expansion of 
residential development to meet the demands of 
population growth. 

Submitter is concerned that a residential hotel is 
not considered as a preferred land use in the 
scheme as there hotel accommodation is limited in 
the area. 

Submitter believes that a residential hotel offering 
support facilities for the elderly would be a 
appropriate land use. 

Submitter comments that parkland and facilities should be 
maintained however is concerned that there is no statement to 
ensure proper reinstatement of the infrastructure. 

Submitter comments that a marina 
development would open up residential, 
recreational and commercial opportunities, 
however submitter is concerned that the 
depth of water may be too shallow at low 
tide for vessesl to enter the proposed marina 
from the east. Submitter suggets extending 
the PDA to the east to allow proper 
connection with deeper natural marine 
channel. 

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme does not take into 
consideration the communities previous objection to 
a similar overdevelpoment in the late 1980s. A 
community campaign conducted by Secure 
Toondah's Invaluable Resources succeeded in having 
the development stopped. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development reflects ongoing consultation that was 
undertaken after the August 2013 community 
consultation process however the community were 
not made aware of the opportunity for ongoing 
input. 

Submitter is concerned that there is no disclosure of 
the who has been consulted and the nature of the 
consultation and requests that the details be 
released and disclose the influence that has 
overturned the community's vision.  

Submitter is concerened tha the scheme is too 

Submitter is concerned that the 15 storey height limit ignores Council planning 
decisions. 

Submitter is concerned that there is no mention of the number of residential 
units and submitter believes that some assessments indicate a possible 1500 
units which is 50% more than the number of houses in Raby Bay. Submitter is 
concerned that social, environmental and eocnomic impacts have not been 
assessed prior to drafting the development scheme. 

Submitter is concerned that there no development with building heights 15 
storeys in the surrounding area, the closest would be in the Brisbane CBD. 

Submitter is concerned that the intention of the proposed development is to 
develop it into a Gold Coast which will impact on the liveability, lifestyle and 
village atmosphere of Cleveland. 

Submitter is concerned about the environmental and ecological 
concerns that will be impacted by the proposed development scheme. 

Submitter is concerned that the site is designed as a RAMSAR site, 
which is an international agreement to protect wetlands and the flight 
paths of migratory birds and it is not mentioned in the PDA how it will 
be managed

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will threaten 
rare and vulnerable bird species that are found in the Toondah Harbour 
precinct. 

Submitter is concerned that the water current, winds, erosion and 
sedimentation are real constraints for the development are not 
understood or planned for in the scheme. 

Submitter is concerned that the land shown on the mapping is below 
hte 1:100 year storm surge level and is likely to contain acid sulphate 
soils. 

Submitter notes that the area was also used as a rubbish tip and 
asbesto and 'hot sand' could be buried under the park. 

Submitter is concerned that impact on fishing, bait collection and 

Submitter is concerned that GJ Walter park has heritage value 
and regional significance but has not been reflected in the 
scheme. The submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will compromise GJ Walter Park and its use and 
values has not been investigated to make an informed 
development plan. 

submitter is concerned that the area will be undersupplied wiht 
regional scale park land and will become one of SEQ most 
alienated park land. 

Submitter comments that alienation of the park is akin to an 
asset sale which is a breach of the Government's election 
commitments. 

TH14/232
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TH14/234

Submitter is fully supportive of the 
proposal and believes that the area 
will be an amazing asset once fully 
developed. 

TH14/235
Submitter is supportive of the 
redevelopment of the site. 

Submitter suggests that the site include a water 
park, day trippers and convention centre. 

Submitter comments that the development may 
increase job opportunities for the youth. 

Submitter believes that the area is being under 
utilised by the community and  resort development 
may increase usage. 

TH14/236

Submitter is supportive of 
redevelopment of the ferry terminal 
with adequate car parks, broadwalk 
and high rise accommodation to 5 
or 6 storeys. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposal differs 
greatly from the original development proposal put 
to the community in 2013.

Submitter is not opposed to redevelopment but 
would like to see a smaller development that fits in 
with the surrounding natural environment. 

Submitter is concerned that extensive commercial 
development will damage the profitability of local 
business. 

Submitter suggests that a shore front community 
swimming pool should be included in the proposal. 

Submitter is concerned that a 15 storey height limit will not be consitent with 
the community amenity. 

Submitter is concerned that the development of the marina will impact 
negatively on the mangroves, nurseries of bay seafood, migratory birds 
and marine species. 

Submitter is concerned about the dredging and the impact to marine 
species. 

Submitter is concerned about the increase in water pollution due to 
boat traffic. 

Submitter is concerned about the loss of open and community 
space due to the development. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina in the 
proposal location will be vulnerable to winds 
and require constant dredging. 

Submitter opposes the marina. 

TH14/237

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

Submitter is concerened tha the scheme is too 
complex and poorly written that is difficult to 
understand. 

Submitter notes that the nature of the scheme has 
disenfranchised the community.

Submitter comments that the style of writing is too 
technical  and does not follow the Government's 
mantra to reduce red tape. 

Submitter is concerned that the PDA 'Toondah 
Harbour" is not a true representation of the scope of 
land involved. Submitter notes that the majority of 
land comprises of GJ Walter Park and the bay which is 
misleading as the community are supportive of 
upgrading the facilities of Toondah Harbour. 

village atmosphere of Cleveland. Submitter is concerned that impact on fishing, bait collection and 
dugongs have not been investigated and planned for in the scheme. 

Submitter is concerned that there is a plan to use dredged spoil is 
suitable as a stable and environmentally sound fill. This has been 
proven incorrect as this has been used in Raby Bay and has proven 
difficulty supporting vegetation, house and silf free channels. 

Submitter is concerned that sustainability is defined as a one-off and is 
not an accepted definition.

commitments. 

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme does not take into 
consideration the communities previous objection to 
a similar overdevelpoment in the late 1980s. A 
community campaign conducted by Secure 
Toondah's Invaluable Resources succeeded in having 
the development stopped. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development reflects ongoing consultation that was 
undertaken after the August 2013 community 
consultation process however the community were 
not made aware of the opportunity for ongoing 
input. 

Submitter is concerned that there is no disclosure of 
the who has been consulted and the nature of the 
consultation and requests that the details be 
released and disclose the influence that has 
overturned the community's vision.  

Submitter is concerened tha the scheme is too 
complex and poorly written that is difficult to 
understand. 

Submitter notes that the nature of the scheme has 
disenfranchised the community.

Submitter comments that the style of writing is too 
technical  and does not follow the Government's 
mantra to reduce red tape. 

Submitter is concerned that the PDA 'Toondah 
Harbour" is not a true representation of the scope of 
land involved. Submitter notes that the majority of 
land comprises of GJ Walter Park and the bay which is 
misleading as the community are supportive of 
upgrading the facilities of Toondah Harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the 15 storey height limit ignores Council planning 
decisions. 

Submitter is concerned that there is no mention of the number of residential 
units and submitter believes that some assessments indicate a possible 1500 
units which is 50% more than the number of houses in Raby Bay. Submitter is 
concerned that social, environmental and eocnomic impacts have not been 
assessed prior to drafting the development scheme. 

Submitter is concerned that there no development with building heights 15 
storeys in the surrounding area, the closest would be in the Brisbane CBD. 

Submitter is concerned that the intention of the proposed development is to 
develop it into a Gold Coast which will impact on the liveability, lifestyle and 
village atmosphere of Cleveland. 

Submitter is concerned about the environmental and ecological 
concerns that will be impacted by the proposed development scheme. 

Submitter is concerned that the site is designed as a RAMSAR site, 
which is an international agreement to protect wetlands and the flight 
paths of migratory birds and it is not mentioned in the PDA how it will 
be managed

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will threaten 
rare and vulnerable bird species that are found in the Toondah Harbour 
precinct. 

Submitter is concerned that the water current, winds, erosion and 
sedimentation are real constraints for the development are not 
understood or planned for in the scheme. 

Submitter is concerned that the land shown on the mapping is below 
hte 1:100 year storm surge level and is likely to contain acid sulphate 
soils. 

Submitter notes that the area was also used as a rubbish tip and 
asbesto and 'hot sand' could be buried under the park. 

Submitter is concerned that impact on fishing, bait collection and 
dugongs have not been investigated and planned for in the scheme. 

Submitter is concerned that there is a plan to use dredged spoil is 
suitable as a stable and environmentally sound fill. This has been 
proven incorrect as this has been used in Raby Bay and has proven 
difficulty supporting vegetation, house and silf free channels. 

Submitter is concerned that sustainability is defined as a one-off and is 
not an accepted definition.

Submitter is concerned that GJ Walter park has heritage value 
and regional significance but has not been reflected in the 
scheme. The submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will compromise GJ Walter Park and its use and 
values has not been investigated to make an informed 
development plan. 

submitter is concerned that the area will be undersupplied wiht 
regional scale park land and will become one of SEQ most 
alienated park land. 

Submitter comments that alienation of the park is akin to an 
asset sale which is a breach of the Government's election 
commitments. 

TH14/233
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TH14/238

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/239

Submitter comments that the community has fiercly 
protected the low density development around 
Cleveland. 

Submitter is concerned that the fast tracked proposal 
is unsatisfactory and should be withdrawn and 
replaced with a more carefully considered plan that is 
developed after the consideration of public 
submissions. 

Submitter is concerned that extensive commercial 
development will impact negatively on the 
Cleveland CBD. 

Submitter is concerned about the 15 storey height limit which will obstruct the 
view of Moreton bay and diminish the amenity of the amenity of the area. 

Submitter is concerned that dredging of the habitat protection zone of 
Morton Bay to accommodate an 800 berth marina is not sustainable 
and will require constant dredging. 

Submitter is concerned that the wildlife habitat, koala corridors and 
protected mangroves and seagrasses will be destroyed. 

Submitter is concerned that an Environmental Impact study, 
sedimentation studies or assessment of the impact on the marine 
environment has not been conducted to underpin the planning for 
reclamation and resdential development connecting the main land to 
Cassim Island. 

Submitter is concerned that the current road networkand 
parking infrastructure will not support the increase in 
traffic and demand. 

Submitter is concerned in the loss of GJ Walter park in the 
development. 

TH14/240

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/241

Submitter is supportive of the 
proposal in its entirety and believes 
that there is the potential to create 
an area that is innovative and 
invigorating for the area. 

TH14/242

Submitter is supportive of the 
redevelopment of the ferry terminal 
plus associated facilities and the 
immediate environs to include a 
mixed use urban village and medium 
density housing consistent with the 
surrounding area. 

Submitter comments that the developer for Raby Bay 
declared impending bankruptcy and the submitter is 
concerned that this may be repeated in Toondah 
harbour whereby a substandard development was 
the end result. 

Submitter is concerned that compromises made will 
come at the expense of the final product and 
residents and requests that a different funding model 
be incorporated. 

Submitter is concerned that the 15 storey height limit is incompatible with the 
local and Cleveland ambience and have significant impact of amenities of 
existing residents. Submitter comments that new development should be low 
density and enhance the environs. 

Submitter is concerned that the bay reclamation will impact on silting, 
tidal impacts which in turn can impact on flooding problems.

Submitter is concerned that GJ Walter will be loss to 
development. 

Submitter is concered that the development 
of an 800 berth marina will increase noise 
and associated marina services that will 
impact negatively on park users and 
residents. 

Submitter is concerned that the ongoing cost 
of dredging and maintaining the marina will 
be borne by the ratepayer. 

TH14/243
Submitter is supportive of 
improvements to the area around 
the ferry terminal. 

Submitter is concerned that GJ Walter will be loss to 
development. 

TH14/244
Submitter is supportive of 
improvements to the area around 
the ferry terminal. 

submitter is concerned that GJ Walter will be loss to 
development and that additional open space will be required 
with an increase in population. 

TH14/245
Submitter supports the oroginal vision for the 
development of Toondah Harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that extensive commercial 
development will necessitate the loss of the 
existing beauty of the area and natural shoreline. 

submitter is concerned about the 15 storey height limit destroying the natural 
beauty of the area.

Submitter comments that the car parking infrastructure 
needs to be updated and improved. 

Submitter is concerned that GJ Walter and 48 hectares of the 
Marine Park will be loss to development.

Submitter does not support reclamation or dredging of any area 
adjacent to GJ Walter park. 

TH14/246
Submitter supports that Toondah 
Harbour requires improvements. 

Submitter is concerned that adequate consultation 
has not occurred with the community. 

submitter is concerned about the 15 storey height limit destroying the natural 
beauty of the area.

Submitter is concerned that development of an 800 berth marina will 
destroy mangroves and marine life.

Submitter is concerned that GJ Walter park will be loss to private 
development.

TH14/247
Submitter supports the upgrading 
of the ferry terminal and car 
parking.

Submitter is cocnerned that extensive residential 
and commercial development will not be financially 
viable. 

Submitter is concerned that the development will 
turn the area into a mini Gold Coast. 

Submitter comments that as the gate way to 
Moreton Bay the features of natural beauty should 
be retained and comply with Moreton Bay Marine 
Park guidelines. 

Submitter is concerned about the 15 storey height limit and believes that it is 
inconsistent with local area. 

submitter is concerned that the development will destroy the 
surrounding natural habitats for wildlife and marine life. 

Submitter is concerned that land reclamation to join the mainland to 
the islands and provide extra building space will degrade the 
environmentally important area. 

submitter comments that dredge spoils should be dumped on land and 
not in the habitats of marine life. 

Submitter is concerned that GJ Walter Park and surrounding 
habitats will be loss to private development.  

TH14/248
Submitter is supportive of the plan 
to redevelop Toondah Harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not 
going into too much detail and is difficult to gauge 
what will be developed. 

Submitter is concerned about the building height limits as the planned position 
interferes with visual options of all buildings and open space to the west. 
Submitter notes that the planned position will also cute light from all buildings 
and open space to the west. 

Submtter is concerned that the private developers main purpose is to sell 
residential units rather than a building in keeping with the area. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not 
sufficiently address car parking in the vision statement. 
Submitter comments that parking provisions will become 
critical and requires improvement and increase in parking 
spots. 

Submitter is concerned that the car parking facilties 
identified in Map 2 does not provide sufficient car parking 
spots to meet the current demand and an increase in the 
near future. 
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TH14/249

Submitter is concerned that the PDA is being fast 
tracked and requests for the scheme to be withdrawn 
and consider a more carefully considered paln to be 
developed. 

Submitter is concerned about the obstruction of 
natural views from the development of the area. 

Submitter is concerned that extensive commercial 
development will impact on the Cleveland CBD> 

Submitter is concerned that dredging of the Moreton bay Marine Park 
to accommodate for a Marina will be detrimental to the food chain and 
adversely affect the marine life within the whole of Moreton Bay. 

Submitter is concerned that an increase in the Marine Industry will 
incrase noise and ecological polluition that adversely affects the marine 
life, wildlife, mangroves and seagrasses. 

Submitter is concerned that an Environmental Impact study, 
sedimentation studies or assessment of the impact on the marine 
environment has not been conducted to underpin the planning for 
reclamation and resdential development connecting the main land to 
Cassim Island. 

Submitter is concerned that the high density residential 
development will increase traffic congestion and pollution. 
The current road network will not support the increase in 
use. 

Submitter is concerned that this will reduce access to the 
area. 

Submitter is concerned that the car parking issue will 
increase with an increase in demand by population growth. 

submitter is concerned that the development will make it more 
difficult to access the boat ramps and enjoy the facilities by the 
water. 

Submitter is concerned that the GJ Walter Park will be lost to 
private developers and that there will be a lack of open space.

TH14/250

Submitter is concerned that the PDA is being fast 
tracked and requests for the scheme to be withdrawn 
and consider a more carefully considered paln to be 
developed. 

Submitter is concerned about the obstruction of 
natural views from the development of the area. 

Submitter is concerned that extensive commercial 
development will impact on the Cleveland CBD> 

Submitter is concerned that dredging of the Moreton bay Marine Park 
to accommodate for a Marina will be detrimental to the food chain and 
adversely affect the marine life within the whole of Moreton Bay. 

Submitter is concerned that an increase in the Marine Industry will 
incrase noise and ecological polluition that adversely affects the marine 
life, wildlife, mangroves and seagrasses. 

Submitter is concerned that an Environmental Impact study, 
sedimentation studies or assessment of the impact on the marine 
environment has not been conducted to underpin the planning for 
reclamation and resdential development connecting the main land to 
Cassim Island. 

Submitter is concerned that the high density residential 
development will increase traffic congestion and pollution. 
The current road network will not support the increase in 
use. 

Submitter is concerned that this will reduce access to the 
area. 

Submitter is concerned that the car parking issue will 
increase with an increase in demand by population growth. 

submitter is concerned that the development will make it more 
difficult to access the boat ramps and enjoy the facilities by the 
water. 

Submitter is concerned that the GJ Walter Park will be lost to 
private developers and that there will be a lack of open space.

TH14/251
Submitter is supportive of the 
proposal to develop Toondah 
Harbour. 

Submitter comments that once Toondah Harbour has 
been developed, the State should also look to 
developing the infrastructure at Dunwich. 

TH14/252
Submitter is concerned that the process is not 
transparent to the community. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposal does not 
take into consideration the community feedback 
sought in 2013. 

Submitter is concerned about the 15 storey height limit is not within the 
historical precinct. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposal does not take into account 
the environment impacts. 

Submitter is concerned that GJ Walter Park and existing open 
space will be lost to private developers. 

Submitter is concerned that the Marina will 
impose an increase financial burden to rate 
payers

TH14/253

Submitter supports the 
development of modern ferry 
terminals and associated facilities as 
well as extra car parking. 

Submitter comments that the development scheme 
be withdrawn and a more carefully considered plan 
be prepared and amend the boundaries of the PDA.

Submitter is concerned that extensive commercial 
development will impact negatively on Cleveland 
CBD. 

Submitter is concerned that the 15 storey height limit is not required in the 
area. 

Submitter is concerned about the dredging of the Habitat Protection 
Zone of Moreton Bay. 

Submitter is concerned about the destruction of wildlife habitat 
including the koala corridor, mangroves and seagrasses. 

Submitter is concerned that the current road network and 
parking infrastructure will not support the increase in 
demand. 

Submitter is concerned that GJ Walter Park and existing open 
space will be lost to private developers without future parklands. 

TH14/254

Submitter comments that retail development 
should be limted to restaurants and cafes only. 
Submitter comments that retail expansion should 
be confined to the CBD. 

Submitter is concerned about building height limits and comments that it 
should be limited to 6 storeys and not encroaching on the foreshore/walkway

Submitter is concerned that there will be a lack of open space. 
Submitter comments that if the area is to be similar to South 
Bank then the recreational and open space should be left as it is 
with large buildings kept off the sight. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina will 
require ongoing dredging and maintenance. 
Submitter comments that a small area for 
visiting boats would be adequate. 

TH14/255

Submitter supports upgrading the 
ferry terminal and progressing 
development that is in keeping with 
the area that the community wants 
and needs. 

Submitter comments that there is no information 
about the development for the public.

Submitter is concerned that the public consultation 
process is merely a tick the box event rather than 
engaging with the community. 

Submitter is concerned that extensive commercial 
development will impact negatively on the 
Cleveland CBD. 

Submitter believes that Council should refocus on 
supporting established areas and improve facilities.

Submitter is concerned about the 15 storey height limit and believes that it is 
not necessary for the community and would not preserve the ambience of the 
area. Submitter believes that it will be an overdevelopment of the area. 

Submitter is concerned about the impact on the environment from the 
development.

Submitter is concerned that there is no information on how Council will 
manage and investigate the effects of the development in Moreton Bay 
will have on mangroves, seabad and marine life.  

Submitter is concerned that the current road network will 
not support the increase in population and usage. 

Submitter is concerned that council have not 
taken into consideration the consequences  
of the weather that will have on boats 
moored at the harbour. Submitter believes 
that people will not moor their boats at the 
marina if they feel that it is unsafe. 

TH14/256

Submitter is concerned that the height limit will be an overdevelopment and is 
inconsistent with the current height restrictions in the area. 

Submitter is concerned that the development does not take into consideration 
the areas historical precinct. 

Submitter is concerned about the loss of GJ Walter Park and 
associated open space due to private development. 

Submitter is concerned that there a financial 
burden will be placed on ratepayers with the 
ongoing maintenance and dredging of 
additional water ways for the marina. 

Submitter is concerned about the weather 
aspect and its consequences on the marina

TH14/257

Submitter is supportive of an 
upgrade to the ferry terminal, 
passenger waiting area and car 
park, dredging to improve access for 
ferries and making the ferry 
terminal pleasant with green space 
and small cafes. 

Submitter comments that the area only requires 
minimal upgrades. 
Submitter is concerned that Council will turn the area 
into a mini Gold coast. 

Submitter is concerned that a private developer will 
redevelop the whole sight of a transformer. 

Submitter comments that the scheme should be 
withdrawn and re-submitterd under the correct pay 
system. 

Submitter comments that Toondah Harbour is the 
gateway to the islands and the development will 
destroy the natural landscape of the area. 

Submitter is concerned that extensive commercial 
development will impact the Cleveland CBD.  

Submitter is concerned about the 15 storey height limit and believes it is an 
overdevelopment that is inconsistent with the local area. Submitter comments 
that height limits should be set at 7 storeys. 

Submitter is concerned about the removal of mangroves along the 
front of GJ Walter Park and believes it is an important part of the 
natural environment. 

Submitter opposes the development of an 
800 berth marina that will have a significant 
environmental impact on the area.

TH14/258
Submitter is supportive of the ferry 
terminal and immediate surrounds 
to be developed. 

Submitter is concerned that the natural habitat for marine life will be 
destroyed. 

Submitter is concerned that GJ Walter Park will be lost to private 
development. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed new open space will 
not be adequate to service an increase in population and 
touristm growth.

Submitter comments that a small broadwalk and retail outlets 
can be developed but the park should not be open for private 
development. 

TH14/259

Submitter does not support the proposed 
development scheme and believes that the 
undeveloped foreshore will be ruined. 

Submitter is concerned that the bay and coastline will not be protected 
and development will impact the wildlife and marine life. 
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TH14/260

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/261
Submitter is supportive of 
refurbishing the ferry terminal area. 

Submitter requests for the proposed development 
scheme to be withdrawn and a new scheme prepared 
that is more environmentally and socio-economically 
sound drawing on community consultation. 

Submitter believes that the development of GJ 
Walter Park and Marine Park poses an unacceptable 
social, economic and environmental impact. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposal is an 
overdevelopment as currently there are 
undeveloped building sites in the area that are 
affected by lack of interest by developers. 

Submitter is concerned that the 15 storey height limit is not viable as it does fit 
in with the character of the area. Submitter believes that 5 storeys should be 
set as the limit. 

Submitter is concerned that an Environmental Impact Statement has 
not been completed to underpin the scheme. 

Submitter is concerned that wild, marine and plant life and their 
habitats will be impacted by the development. 

Submitter is concerned that GJ Walter Park was previously a landfill 
and the land could be contaminated and not suitable for development. 

Submitter is concerned that a number of old pine and Moreton Bay figs 
exist in the park area and construction of the MArina will require 
removal of these trees. 

Submitter is concerned that the current road netowrk and 
infrastructure will not be able to support the increase in 
population. 

Submitter is concerned that the development of the Marina will 
mean the loss of GJ Walter Park. 

Submitter is concerned that loss of green and open space will 
not be adequate to meet the demand of an increase in 
population and users. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the Marina is not viable as the proposal 
location is an area that is prone to low 
shallow tides and would require significant 
dredging and continue maintence which 
would be costly and the the financial burden 
will fall on the ratepayer. 

Submitter is concerned that the location for 
the proposed development is also subject to 
strong winds and damage to boats could be 
significant. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina will 
not be financially viable as there other 
marinas currently not operating at full 
capacity. 

TH14/262

Submitter supports upgrading 
transport facilities and providing 
cafes/restaurants and other 
associated facilities to benefit 
tourists and commuters. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposal ignores 
community feedback, town plan and disregards 
Redlands 2030 document. 

Submitter requests that the document be withdrawn 
and the scale and size of the PDA be reduced. 

Submitter is concerned that the development is an 
overdevelopment and development should be 
limited to existing land, not on reclaiimed marine 
areas.

Submitter is concerned about the height limit and believes it should be limited 
to 6 Storeys as per the Town plan. 

Submitter is cocnenred that sedimentation studies have not yet been 
completed which are critical to the feasibility of the development. 

Submitter comments that car parking facilities require 
improvement and increased in numbers. 

Submitter is concerned that the existing road network will 
not be able to support the proposed population increase 
at the end of Middle Street and coming out at Shore 
Street. 

Submitter is concerned and objects to the loss of GJ Walter Park 
to private developers. 

Submitter comments it is not necessary to build out into 
Moreton Bay to achieve commercial development. 

Submitter does not support reclamation or dredging of any area 
adjacent to GJ Walter Park. 

Submitter is concerned about the 
development of the marina and believes it is 
unsustainable and financially unviable. 

Submitter is concerned tht there is an 
increased financial burden on raterpayers 
due to long term dredging maintenance of 
additional waterways in the area. 

Submitter is concerned that the Marine 
Industry will be located in the area so close to 
residential areas. 

TH14/263
Submitter is supportive of an 
upgrade to the Toondah Harbour 
precinct only. 

Submitter is concerned that the MEDQ acting as 
'Corporation Sole' in respect to the development is 
undemocractic and basically infers that the 
development will proceed regardless of community 
concerns.

Submitter is concerned that the PDA process to fast 
track development is too fast for a development of 
this magnitude. 

Submitter questions why the PDA was declared and 
comments that this process replaces the Toondah 
Harbour PDA Interim Land Use Plan which came 
about through community consultation and was 
more sympathetic and palatable option to upgrade 
Toondah Harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that key stakeholders 
consulted during the proces have not been disclosed. 
Submitter questions whether Aboriginal communities 
and Stradbroke Island have been consulted.

Submitter is concerned that the proposal is not 
sustainable with an increase in commercial, 
residential and mixed use development.  

Submitter is concerned that the proposal does not support Aboriginal 
stewardship and reconcilation. 

Submitter does not support high density population. 

Submitter is concerned that no environmental impact study has not 
been completed to underpin the scheme.

Submitter is concerned there will be a negative impact on local flora 
and fauna and their natural habitats. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not identify who will 
determie matters of ecological significance and believes this is 
unacceptable. 

Submitter is concerned about what fill will be used to reclaim parts of 
the bay. Submitter believes that this is an evironmental disaster which 
will threaten the ecosystem of Moreton Bay. 

Submitter is concerned about the phrase 'promoting further 
opportunities for development and efficient dredge spoils through land 
reclamation and the creation of dredge ponds.' Submitter is concerned 
that environmental checks are not in place to ensure the waters of 
Moreton Bay will not be adversely affected. 
Submitter is concerned about the damage from dredging and that 
studies have not been conducted to show impact. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not adequately deal with 
impacts to the environment from the development. 

Submitter is concerned about the loss of GJ Walter Park and the 
reduction in open space. 

Submitter does not support marina 
development. 
Submitter does not support dredging for the 
marina, only in the channel. 

Submitter is concerned that there will be a 
financial impact on ratepayers due to 
continuous dredging. 

Submitter is concerned 
that there is a provision 
for exempt development, 
and submitter believes 
this indicates that the 
proposal is a 'done deal'

Submitter is concerned 
that the Development 
Assessment process has 
been taken out of 
council's hands and 
comments that it lacks 
transparency. 

Submitter is concerned 
that this allows for 
development to occur 
even if it is inconsisten 
with the PDA if there are 
sufficient grounds to 
justify the approval. 

TH14/264

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/265

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.
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TH14/267

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/268
Submitter is supportive of the 
upgrade to the ferry terminal that is 
reasonable. 

Submitter is concerned that the Moreton Bay Marine 
Park area was not included in the gazetted notice. 

Submitter requests for the scheme to be withdrawn 
and prepare a scheme that allows proper community 
consultation and takes into account the biodiversity 
of the area. 

Submitter is concerned about the process dictated by 
State government and that it does provide a 
transparent and democractic process. 
Submitter is concerned that economic development 
is being used as the primary reason to fast track the 
development. 

Submitter is concerned that the development is not consistent with the area 
and will destroy the natural beatufy of the area., 

Submitter is concerned that wild, marine and plant life will be impacted 
by the development. 

Submitter is concerned that the development will require the removal 
of mangroves. 

TH14/269

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that the development 
scheme does not reflect the views of the 
community as per the consultation in 2013.

Submitter comments that Toondah Harbour is a 
transit centre and not a destination. Submitter 
believes that the area requires to be cleaned with 
more parking and few cafes and broadwalks in the 
Toondah Harbour area. 

Submitter is concerned about the 15 storey height limit will obstruct views and 
breezes and destroys the strong sense of community. 

Submitter opposes hotel development. 

Submitter is concerned that the historical significance of GJ Walter park will be 
loss in the redevelopment. 

Submitter is concerned about the total removal of all mangroves and 
seagrass in the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned about the loss of koala habitat to the 
development. 

Submitter is cocnerned that the loss of protected marine park will 
impact on the natural habitat and feeding grounds of marine life. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not considered the 
RAMSAR treaty sufficiently 

Submitter is concerned that the high density development 
will increase pressure on the current road network and 
parking infrastructure. 

Submitter is concerned about the reclamation of the area 
adjacent to GJ Walter park will be loss without adequate 
replacement parks. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina development will 
destory the natural sandy beaches in the area. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina will 
destroy the ambience of the aprk and turn it 
into a semi-industrial service area with 
increase noise and pollution. 

TH14/270

Submitter suggests that the boundary of the PDA be 
moved away from the Shoreline of Moreton Bay. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation 
with the public, Quandamook people, Bay Aborigines 
and fishermen has not taken place. 

Submitter comments that the main purpose of the 
ED Act is for economic development of industry in 
Queensland which would include the fishing industry. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development is excessive and extreme and will 
impact on the Toondah harbour environment. 

Submitter is concerned that the high density development is an 
overdevelopment 

Submitter is concerned that the marine ecology of the bay will be 
impacted by the development. In turn, this will destroy the sand, mud 
and mangroves in the area and distrub water flow and the health of 
Moreton Bay. 

Submitter is concerned that dredging of the area will affect the 
spawning grounds in Moreton Bay where by the shallow banks are 
flushed out with clean ocean water. This has provided marine 
ecological stability. 

Submitter is concerned that the development will create an imbalance 
in the marine food chain

Submitter is concerned that an EIS has not been completed to 
underpin the development scheme. 

Submitter comments that the carparking proposal is an 
overdevelpoment. 

Submitter comments that man made walking tracks and roads 
for dogs and people on the edge of Moreton Bay is an 
overdevelopment. 

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme does not take into 
consideration the communities previous objection to 
a similar overdevelpoment in the late 1980s. A 
community campaign conducted by Secure 
Toondah's Invaluable Resources succeeded in having 
the development stopped. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development reflects ongoing consultation that was 
undertaken after the August 2013 community 
consultation process however the community were 
not made aware of the opportunity for ongoing 
input. 

Submitter is concerned that there is no disclosure of 
the who has been consulted and the nature of the 
consultation and requests that the details be 
released and disclose the influence that has 
overturned the community's vision.  

Submitter is concerened tha the scheme is too 
complex and poorly written that is difficult to 
understand. 

Submitter notes that the nature of the scheme has 
disenfranchised the community.

Submitter comments that the style of writing is too 
technical  and does not follow the Government's 
mantra to reduce red tape. 

Submitter is concerned that the PDA 'Toondah 
Harbour" is not a true representation of the scope of 
land involved. Submitter notes that the majority of 
land comprises of GJ Walter Park and the bay which is 
misleading as the community are supportive of 
upgrading the facilities of Toondah Harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the 15 storey height limit ignores Council planning 
decisions. 

Submitter is concerned that there is no mention of the number of residential 
units and submitter believes that some assessments indicate a possible 1500 
units which is 50% more than the number of houses in Raby Bay. Submitter is 
concerned that social, environmental and eocnomic impacts have not been 
assessed prior to drafting the development scheme. 

Submitter is concerned that there no development with building heights 15 
storeys in the surrounding area, the closest would be in the Brisbane CBD. 

Submitter is concerned that the intention of the proposed development is to 
develop it into a Gold Coast which will impact on the liveability, lifestyle and 
village atmosphere of Cleveland. 

Submitter is concerned about the environmental and ecological 
concerns that will be impacted by the proposed development scheme. 

Submitter is concerned that the site is designed as a RAMSAR site, 
which is an international agreement to protect wetlands and the flight 
paths of migratory birds and it is not mentioned in the PDA how it will 
be managed

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will threaten 
rare and vulnerable bird species that are found in the Toondah Harbour 
precinct. 

Submitter is concerned that the water current, winds, erosion and 
sedimentation are real constraints for the development are not 
understood or planned for in the scheme. 

Submitter is concerned that the land shown on the mapping is below 
hte 1:100 year storm surge level and is likely to contain acid sulphate 
soils. 

Submitter notes that the area was also used as a rubbish tip and 
asbesto and 'hot sand' could be buried under the park. 

Submitter is concerned that impact on fishing, bait collection and 
dugongs have not been investigated and planned for in the scheme. 

Submitter is concerned that there is a plan to use dredged spoil is 
suitable as a stable and environmentally sound fill. This has been 
proven incorrect as this has been used in Raby Bay and has proven 
difficulty supporting vegetation, house and silf free channels. 

Submitter is concerned that sustainability is defined as a one-off and is 
not an accepted definition.

Submitter is concerned that GJ Walter park has heritage value 
and regional significance but has not been reflected in the 
scheme. The submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will compromise GJ Walter Park and its use and 
values has not been investigated to make an informed 
development plan. 

submitter is concerned that the area will be undersupplied wiht 
regional scale park land and will become one of SEQ most 
alienated park land. 

Submitter comments that alienation of the park is akin to an 
asset sale which is a breach of the Government's election 
commitments. 

TH14/266
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TH14/271

Submitter supports the upgrading 
of the ferry terminal and supporting 
marine services. 

Submitter supports upgrading and 
widening the channel to assit 
marine traffic from the terminal and 
public boating facilities. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposal is 
focused only on reclaiming large areas of land for 
profit making enterprises which has nothing to do 
with Ferry Services or public boating services. 

Submitter is concerned that extensive commercial 
development will compete with the Cleveland CBD 
and Raby Bay precinct

Submitter is concerned that there are too many 
fragmented development in the area and that it is 
imperative to maintain all available coastline for 
the enjoyment of residents. 

Submitter comments that Redland shoudl be 
promoted as a tourist destination for people to 
explore the beauty of the area and not exploited 
for the profit of developers. 

Submitter is concerned about the 15 storey building height limit. 

Submmiter comments that we should enhance and improve what is already 
available.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not take into 
consideration the preservation of natural flora and wildlife. 

Submitter is concerned that the wild life will be threatened by the 
development. 

Submitter is concerned that GJ Walter Park will be lost to private 
development. 

Submitter does not support dredging or reclamation of any area 
adjacent to GJ Walter Park. 

TH14/272

Submitter is concerned about the 15 storey building height limit. 

Submmiter comments that we should enhance and improve what is already 
available.

Submitter is concerned that the dredging of the bay will lead to the 
destruction of mangroves, sea grasses and impact the fishing industry. 

Submitter is concered that koala habitats will be disturbed. 

Submitter is concerned about the loss of GJ Walter Park.

TH14/273

Submitter comments that more community 
consultation is required. 

Submitter comments that a competition to get 
design ideas for the ferry terminal, marine services, 
parking, coffee shops and small business  can be 
incorporated into the process

Submitter opposes high density development on or near the foreshore. 
Submitter comments that there should be a high regard for the 
environment. 

Submitter is considered that the current road network will 
not be able to support the increase in road traffic and 
notes that it should be considered early in the planning 
stage. 

Submitter is concerned about the loss of GJ Walter Park and 
associated open space due to private development and 
comments that it should not be included in the boundary of the 
PDA. 

Submitter comments no road through the park. 

Submitter opposes the development of the 
marina as it will be a danger to wildlife 
habitat and marine environment from 
pollution and reclamation. 

TH14/274
Submitter would consider supporting a smaller scale 
project. 

Submitter is concerned that the extensive 
commercial development will impact on the 
Cleveland CBD and Raby Bay.

Submitter is concenred that the 15 storey height limit is an overdevelopment 
Submitter is concerned about the impact on wildlife and the beauty of 
the Bay coast will be affected permanently.

Submitter opposes the selling or giving away of GJ Walter Park 
which was given to Council for the purpose of its current use. 

Submitter opposes the selling of Moreton Bay. 

Submitter opposes the reclamation or dredging of the area 
adjacent to GJ Walter Park. 

Submitter is concerend that there will be an 
increased financial burden on Redland 
ratepayers due to long term dredging 
maintenance of additional waterways in the 
area. 

TH14/275

Submitter is supportive of the 
proposal and believes that it is well 
overdue. 

Submitter supports the council 
working together with the State to 
achieve the vision of the 
development. 

Submitter comments that the project should not be 
scaled down or withdrawn due to an active protest 
by minority groups. 

Submitter comments that objectors have given a 
false impression of a large scale oppostion. 

Submitter supports the upgrade and notes that the 
current state of the terminal is an eyesore. 

Submitter comments that there is false representation regarding the 
wildlife. 

Submitter comments that consideration should be given to 
further boat ramps if there is sufficient space. 

Submitter comments that an off the leash dog park should not 
be on the waterfront. 

Submitter comments that there are currently false 
representations about beach views and access. 

Submitter comments that there are 
measurable benefits for the developoment of 
a marina. 

TH14/276

Submitter comments that the scheme should be 
withdrawn and a new one prepared with full 
community consultaiton for a smaller scale 
development. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not 
take into consideration advice from the GHD report 
compiled in 2011 noting that a number of technical 
studies are required to underpin the scheme. 

Submitter is concerned that the 15 storey height limit will impact on the 
environment. 

Submitter is concerned that the development will destroy beachs, 
mangroves, sandbanks and mudflast in the unspoilt coastal area.

Submitter is concerned that the developmetn will destroy the natural 
habitat for wild, marine and plant life. 

Submitter is concered that increase boat traffic from the marina will 
lead to pollution and impact the immediate environment of the 
development

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not consider the 
RAMSAR treaty as part of the planning process. 

TH14/277
Submitter is supportive of 
upgrading the ferry terminal. 

Submitter is concerned that the PDA process is 
undemoractic and does not allow the public a means 
of appeal. 

Submitter is concerned that the public is not aware 
of the PDA process and the implications that come 
with it and should not be used as a means to fast 
track development. 

Submitter comments that the PDA boundary 
should be amended to to keep the park and tidal 
flats out of the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that extensive commercial 
development will impact on the Cleveland CBD. 

Submitter is concerned that the area is being 
compared to South Bank or Redcliffe. 

Submitter does not support the 15 storey height limit and should be limited to 
7 storeys. 

Submitter is cocnenred that the RAMSAR treaty has not been 
considered. 

Submitter comments that by reducing the northern boundary it will 
achieve the retention of tidal flats listed under RAMSAR, access to the 
bay water from GJ Walter Park for swimming and fishing rather than a 
marina and the Fison channel would be the only channel for dredging 
and maintenance. 

Submitter is concerned about the loss of GJ Walter Park and 48 
hectares of the Marine park to private development. 

Submitter does not support the development 
of the Marina and believes that 100 berths is 
adequate. 

TH14/278

Submitter comments that the scheme should take on 
board community consultation and advice from local 
experts. 

Submitter comments that the PDA has long term 
lifestly and financial implications to the residents of 
Redlands. 

Submitter comments that the extension of the 
consultation period should occur. 

Submitter is concerned that there is an 
overdevelopment and the impact that it will have 
on service delviery and emergency management in 
the future.

TH14/279

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that extensive commercial 
development will impact the viability of Cleveland 
CBD. 

Submitter is concerned that the development is an overdevelopment of the 
area and ignores the community's vision and values and will have negative 
impacts on the quality of life for residents and village atmosphere of the area. 

Submitter is concered that the developmetn will impact the marine, 
wild and plant life of the Marine park and koala population. 

Submitter is concerned that GJ Walter Park and associated park 
lands will be loss to private development. 

TH14/280
Submitter is supportive of the Ferry 
terminal upgrade. 

Submitter is concerned about the extreme 
government powers declaring and fast tracking 
development with very little community consultation. 

Submitter comments that appropriate 
development for cafes and waiting areas should be 
constructed. 

Submitter is concerned that high density development has been included in the 
scheme which will destroy the relaxed, peaceful and beautiful shoreline. 

Submitter is concerned that GJ Walter Park and associated park 
lands will be loss to private development. 

Submitter is opposed to the marina 
development.

TH14/281
Submitter is suportive of 
development of the ferry terminal 
and its associated facilities. 

Submitter is supportive of limited reclamation around 
the harbour to support ferry operations, marine 
services and a small mixed use area. 

Submitter comments that a new plan should be made 
and put to a vote to Redland residents. 

Submitter requests for the development scheme to 
be withdrawn and a more carefully considered plan 
developed, including amending the boundaries of the 
PDA after consideration of public submissions. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
excessive commercial development will compete 
with the Cleveland CBD. 

Submitter is concerned that the existing 
infrastructure will be significantly impacted by the 
proposed development. 

Submitter supports development of Toondah Harbour environment to include 
modest, mixed use urban village and medium density housing consistent with 
the surrounding area. 

Submitter is concerned about the 15 storey height limit and the proposed huge 
population. 

Submitter is concerned that the development will obstruct the natural view of 
Moreton Bay and surrounding islands.

Submitter is concerned about the dredging of the Habitat Protection 
Zone to accommodate for an 800 berth marina. 

Submitter is concerned that the development will lead to the 
destruction of wildlife habitat including the present koala corridors, 
mangroves and seagrasses. 

Submitter is concerned that an Environment Impact Study, 
sedimentation studies or assessment of the impact on the marine has 
not been conducted.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development 
will reduce access to Moreton Bay and increase traffic 
congestions on the current road network. 

Submitter is supportive of upgrading and widening of Fison 
Channel to the south of Cassim Island to assist marine traffic 
from the ferry terminal and public boating facilities. 

Submitter is not supportive of the government and council 
selling G J Walter Walter Park and over 48 acres of Moreton Bay.

Submitter is concerned that there will be an 
increased financial burden on Redland 
ratepayers due to long term dredging 
maintence of additional waterways in the 
area if a marina is built. 

Submitter is concerned about the increase in 
noise and ecological pollution 
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TH14/282

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/283

Submitter supports economically 
justifiable environmentally 
responsible development of the 
Toondah Harbour environ. 

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme provides 
insufficient clarity and relevant information. The 
scheme is overly complex, with excessive superfluous 
information. 

Submitter comments that the GHD report titeld 
Review of Reports on the Master Planing and 
Redevelopment OPtions for Toondah Harbour 
November 2011 included a cost benefit analysis of 
development and similar data should have been 
included in the scheme. 

Submitter is concerned that the vision fails to 
convince that the development is financially 
achieveable within the acceptable timeframe. 

Submitter is concerned that the project will be 
funded by the sale of public owned land and 
believes that an independent study should be 
completed. 

Submitter comments that the project should stand 
along financially and should be scaled back until it 
does. 

Submitter is concerned about the multistorey buildings on the scale proposed 
as it will dominate the skyline to an unacceptable degree. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not considered 
requirements of the RAMSAR treaty and does not adequately advise 
how it will be managed during contruction and implementation of 
development. 

Submitter is concerned that if there are no plans or controls in place to 
manage the development in RAMSAR wetlands that it will be negatively 
affected. 

Submitter is concerned that the management of RAMSAR sites is not 
noted in the scheme to fall under the EPBC ACt. 

Submitter is concerned that EIS have not been completed to underpin 
the scheme and manage the impacts from development. 

Submitter is concerned that the site is susceptible to acid sulphate soils 
and storm tides and that management plans are not in place to 
minimise impacts. 

Submitter comments the the GHD report details an appropriate 
assessment process and is concerned that the Scheme does not for the 
PDA. 

submitter comments that various street network 
modifications are listed and notes that a schematic of 
them would have been helpful in judging how the network 
would handle the increased traffic within the site. 

Submitter is concerned that the current road network and 
public transport services will not meet the demand of use 
from an increase in population. 

Submitter is concerned that GJ Walter park will be lost to private 
development and the proposed road. Submitter believes that 
the community should determine how the park should be laid 
out. 

Submitter is concerned that the amenity of the park will be 
dminished by the multistorey buildings due to their visual impact 
and inherent shadow footprint. 

Submitter comments that 
the GHD report outlined 
that the scale of 
commercial and retail 
development may need to 
be scaled back for 
residential development 
which may affect the 
overall scale of the 
development in other 
areas. 

Submitter comments that the GHD report 
evaluated that the largest option included 
only a 200 berth marina.

Submitter is concerned that the ongoing 
dredging and maintenance will be borne by 
ratepayers in increased rates. 

 

Submitter supports the upgrade of the commercial 
component of Toondah Harbour however notes 
that this should not diminish the amenities 
currently available to the community. 

Submitter is concerned that GJ Walter Park will be lost to private 
development that is currently used by the community. Submitter 
is concerned that the additional parklands proposed will not be 
sufficient to meet the needs of the community. 

Submitter is concerned that recent weather 
events indicates that the development of a 
marina in the area will only result in an 
eventual and significant economic loss to the 
operators, occupants, various levels of 
government and insurance companies. 

TH14/285

Submitter supports a reasonable, 
environmentally and commercial 
suitable upgrade to Toondah 
Harbour. 

Submitter comments that a more sensisble workable 
scheme should be prepared. 

Submitter is concerned that the 15 storey height development does not meet 
the sustainability criteria. 

Submitter is concerned that GJ Walter Park will be lost to private 
developers and the end result will be a lack of green space. 

Submitter is concerned that a marina 
development is not sustainable. 

TH14/286

Submitter is supportive of 
upgrading the ferry temrinals with 
improved parking and mixed use 
area. 

Submitter is concerned that the sale of public 
parkland and moreton bay is undemocratic. 

Submitter is concerned that has been minimal public 
consultation.

Submitter is concerned that the PDA name is 
misleading as it extends out to GJ Walter Park and 
Moreton bay and should be scaled back to include 
only Toondah Harbour. 

Submitter is concerned about the target 
population for the area, which is more than Raby 
Bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the extensive 
commercial development will impact on the 
viability of Cleveland CBD. 

Submitter is concerned that the height limit is inconsistent with the 
surrounding areas of Cleveland. 

Submitter is concerened that existing car parking 
infrastructure and road network will not be able to support 
an increase in population and commuter use and impact 
on the safety of the public. 

Submitter is concerned that there will be an 
oversupply of marina berths if the new 
marina is constructured. 
Submitter is concerned that there will be an 
increased in financial burden on ratepayers 
due to additional dredging maintenance of 
additional waterways. 

TH14/287

Submitter is concerned that similar development in 
Raby Bay was poorly developed and that this will be 
replicated in Toondah Harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the reason for the 
development is to increase the council's rate base 
and profit margins for developers. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme is not sound 
town planning and not suitable for the foreshore. 

Submitter is concerned that the high cost in 
accessing Stradbroke Island via the barges is 
prohibitive for tourist.  

Submitter comments that Toondah Harbour is the 
gateway to the islands and the development will 
destroy the natural landscape of the area.

Submitter comments that the ferry terminal should 
be upgraded in keeping with the environment. 

Submitter comments that suitable upgrades may 
increase tourism to support the local and island 
economy.

Submitter is concerned that the 15 storey height limit is inconsistent with the 
Cleveland  and will destroy the historical precinct of the area. 

Submitter is concerned that the development will destroy the visual amenity of 
the area and the 'clean and green' concept of the area. 

Submitter is concerned that the water quality of the bay will decrease 
with an encroaching development.

Submitter is concenred that the development will disturb the koala 
habitat. 

Submitter is concerened that existing road network and 
dead end  will not be able to support an increase in 
population and commuter use and impact on the safety of 
the public. 

Submitter is concerned the GJ Walter Park will be lost to private 
developers and comments that it belongs to the people to enjoy 
and should be left undeveloped. 

Submitter is opposed to a large scale marina 
development as Toondah Harbour is a 
naturally occuring mud flat and is unable to 
cope with the current level of traffic. 

TH14/288

Submitter is concerned that similar development in 
Raby Bay was poorly developed and that this will be 
replicated in Toondah Harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the reason for the 
development is to increase the council's rate base 
and profit margins for developers. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme is not sound 
town planning and not suitable for the foreshore. 

Submitter is concerned that the high cost in 
accessing Stradbroke Island via the barges is 
prohibitive for tourist.  

Submitter comments that Toondah Harbour is the 
gateway to the islands and the development will 
destroy the natural landscape of the area.

Submitter comments that the ferry terminal should 
be upgraded in keeping with the environment. 

Submitter comments that suitable upgrades may 
increase tourism to support the local and island 
economy.

Submitter is concerned that the 15 storey height limit is inconsistent with the 
Cleveland  and will destroy the historical precinct of the area. 

Submitter is concerned that the development will destroy the visual amenity of 
the area and the 'clean and green' concept of the area. 

Submitter is concerned that the water quality of the bay will decrease 
with an encroaching development.

Submitter is concenred that the development will disturb the koala 
habitat. 

Submitter is concerened that existing road network and 
dead end  will not be able to support an increase in 
population and commuter use and impact on the safety of 
the public. 

Submitter is concerned the GJ Walter Park will be lost to private 
developers and comments that it belongs to the people to enjoy 
and should be left undeveloped. 

Submitter is opposed to a large scale marina 
development as Toondah Harbour is a 
naturally occuring mud flat and is unable to 
cope with the current level of traffic. 

TH14/289
Submitter is concerend that the height limit is inconsitent with the village 
atmosphere of the area. 

Submitter is concerned that the development will disturb the natural 
koala habitat. 

Submitter comments that the reclaimed land should be executed 
correctly as there are issues with the Raby Bay buildings that have been 
constructed on reclaimed land. 

Submitter is concerned that the current parking 
infrastructure does not meet the current and future 
demand. 
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TH14/290

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/291

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/292
Submitter comments that commercial 
development is unncessary as the Cleveland CBD 
caters for local needs. 

Submitter does not support the 15 storey height limit
Submitter is concerned about the loss of GJ Walter Park and its 
associated parklands to private development. 

TH14/293

Submitter comments that improvements should only 
be made where they are functional and minimal 
development with open space and uncluttered design 
in a more favourable location. 

Submitter comments that the most important 
function of Toondah Harbour is as a transport hub 
between the mainland and Islands and should 
remain the focus without concern of removal. 

Submitter comments that the coastline should 
remain disturbed as much as possible. 

Submitter is concerned that the 15 storey height limit will not consistent with 
the current development and be an eye sore. 

Submitter is concenred that the current infrastructure will 
not be able to cope with the increase in population from 
the high density development. 

Submitter is concerned about the loss of GJ Walter Park and its 
associated parklands to private development. 

Submitter comments that parklands should be left undisturbed 
and provide adequate green space for the community to use. 

TH14/294

Submitter comments that there has been little regard 
for the environment, social and cultural values which 
make the Redlands such a desirable area. 

Submitter is concerned that the consultation process 
was lacking in substantial detail and it was taken for 
granted that the community have endorsed the 
proposals. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not have regard to the 
Marine park status of the area. 

TH14/295

Submitter is concerned about the excessive powers 
of the State Government with regard to decision 
making without appeal rights by the community. 

Submitter is concerned that there is a lack of 
transparency and due process in the PDA process. 

Submitter is concerned that the reclamation of the marine park will 
impact on the marine, wild and plant life and should be left in their 
natural state. 

Submitter is concerned that the RAMSAR treaty has not been 
considered in the planning process and the protection of marine and 
bird life. 

Submitter is concerned of the threat of silting, mud, wind exposure, 
shallow water levels, high levels of ammonia, position of the Fison 
channel and mangroves in the siting and operation of the harbour 
caused by the development. 

TH14/296

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/297

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

RTI R
ELEASE

RTI2122-026-DSDILGP- Page Number 40



TH14/298

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/299

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/300

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/301

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/302

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/303

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/304

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.
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TH14/305

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/306

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/307

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/308

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/309

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/310

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/311

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.
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TH14/312

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/313

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/314

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/315

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/316

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/317

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/318

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.
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TH14/319

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/320

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/321

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/322

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/323

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/324

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/325

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.
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TH14/326

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/327

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/328

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/329

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/330

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/331

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/332

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.
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TH14/333

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/334

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/335

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/336

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/337

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/338

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/339

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.
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TH14/340

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/341

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/342

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/343

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/344

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/345

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/346

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.
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TH14/347

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/348

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/349

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/350

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/351

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/352

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/353

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.
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TH14/354

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/355

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/356

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/357

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/358

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/359

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/360

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.
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TH14/361

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/362

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/363

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/364

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/365

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/366

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/367

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.
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TH14/368

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/369

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/370

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/371

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/372

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/373

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/374

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.
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TH14/375

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/376

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/377

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/378

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/379

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/380

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/381

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.
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TH14/382

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/383

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/384

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/385

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/386

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/387

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/388

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.
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TH14/389

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/390

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/391

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/392

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/393

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/394

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/395

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.
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TH14/396

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/397

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/398

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/399

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/400

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/401

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/402

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.
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TH14/403

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/404

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/405

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/406

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/407

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/408

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/409

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.
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TH14/410

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/411

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/412

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/413

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/414

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/415

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/416

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.
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TH14/417

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/418

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/419

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/420

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/421

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/422

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/423

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.
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TH14/424

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/425

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/426

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/427

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/428

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/429

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/430

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.
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TH14/431

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/432

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/433

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/434

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/435

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/436

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/437

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.
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TH14/438

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/439

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/441

submitter comments that the area requires an 
upgrade and that the priority should be the urgent 
dredging of the harbour so that the ferry operators 
can operate equally. 

Submitter comments that redevelopment is 
required so that that foreshore can be utilised at 
its fullest. 

Submitter is concerned about the 15 storey height limit and believes that a 
height limit at 7 storeys is more consistent with the area. 

Submitter is concerned about the parking facilities on One 
Mile. 

Submitter comments that an off leash dog should not be located 
in an area that is highly utilised for recreation such as GJ Walter 
park. Submitter believes that the dog park should be separated 
and suggests that the park between Sommersea Drive and North 
Street could be used as an off leash dog park. 

TH14/442

Submitter is concerned that there has been no 
consideration for Islander facilities in the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that there has been a lack of 
information available to the public. 

Submitter believes that the plan has not been well 
thought out as they have not received adquate 
answers to their questions. 

Submitter is concerned that the community feedback 
given in 2013 was not considered in the planning 
process. 

Submitter is concerned that the the 15 storey height limit is excessive. 
Submitter is concerned that the koala habitat will be disturbed and 
destroyed through construction of the road running alongside it. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not 
adequately cover an updated to the road network to 
support the growth in population and tourist. 

Submitter opposes the development of the 
800 berth marina.

TH14/443

Submitterr is supportive that 
Toondah Harbour requires 
upgrading and dredging to allow 
easier access for ferries. 

Submitter comments that extensive commercial 
development is not required as there area already 
vacant retail sites in the town centre and this will 
lead to extra pressure on the CBD.

Submitter is concerned about the 15 storey height limit.
Submitter is concerned that the current road network will 
not be able to support the growth in the area. 

Submitter is concerned that GJ Walter park will be loss to private 
development.

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme does not take into 
consideration the communities previous objection to 
a similar overdevelpoment in the late 1980s. A 
community campaign conducted by Secure 
Toondah's Invaluable Resources succeeded in having 
the development stopped. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development reflects ongoing consultation that was 
undertaken after the August 2013 community 
consultation process however the community were 
not made aware of the opportunity for ongoing 
input. 

Submitter is concerned that there is no disclosure of 
the who has been consulted and the nature of the 
consultation and requests that the details be 
released and disclose the influence that has 
overturned the community's vision.  

Submitter is concerened tha the scheme is too 
complex and poorly written that is difficult to 
understand. 

Submitter notes that the nature of the scheme has 
disenfranchised the community.

Submitter comments that the style of writing is too 
technical  and does not follow the Government's 
mantra to reduce red tape. 

Submitter is concerned that the PDA 'Toondah 

Submitter is concerned that the 15 storey height limit ignores Council planning 
decisions. 

Submitter is concerned that there is no mention of the number of residential 
units and submitter believes that some assessments indicate a possible 1500 
units which is 50% more than the number of houses in Raby Bay. Submitter is 
concerned that social, environmental and eocnomic impacts have not been 
assessed prior to drafting the development scheme. 

Submitter is concerned that there no development with building heights 15 
storeys in the surrounding area, the closest would be in the Brisbane CBD. 

Submitter is concerned that the intention of the proposed development is to 
develop it into a Gold Coast which will impact on the liveability, lifestyle and 
village atmosphere of Cleveland. 

Submitter is concerned about the environmental and ecological 
concerns that will be impacted by the proposed development scheme. 

Submitter is concerned that the site is designed as a RAMSAR site, 
which is an international agreement to protect wetlands and the flight 
paths of migratory birds and it is not mentioned in the PDA how it will 
be managed

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will threaten 
rare and vulnerable bird species that are found in the Toondah Harbour 
precinct. 

Submitter is concerned that the water current, winds, erosion and 
sedimentation are real constraints for the development are not 
understood or planned for in the scheme. 

Submitter is concerned that the land shown on the mapping is below 
hte 1:100 year storm surge level and is likely to contain acid sulphate 
soils. 

Submitter notes that the area was also used as a rubbish tip and 
asbesto and 'hot sand' could be buried under the park. 

Submitter is concerned that impact on fishing, bait collection and 
dugongs have not been investigated and planned for in the scheme. 

Submitter is concerned that there is a plan to use dredged spoil is 
suitable as a stable and environmentally sound fill. This has been 
proven incorrect as this has been used in Raby Bay and has proven 
difficulty supporting vegetation, house and silf free channels. 

Submitter is concerned that sustainability is defined as a one-off and is 
not an accepted definition.

Submitter is concerned that GJ Walter park has heritage value 
and regional significance but has not been reflected in the 
scheme. The submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will compromise GJ Walter Park and its use and 
values has not been investigated to make an informed 
development plan. 

submitter is concerned that the area will be undersupplied wiht 
regional scale park land and will become one of SEQ most 
alienated park land. 

Submitter comments that alienation of the park is akin to an 
asset sale which is a breach of the Government's election 
commitments. 

TH14/440
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TH14/444

Submitter is concerned that the process appears 
rushed and tokenistic. 

Submitter comments that the scheme does not 
reflect the community's views expressed during the 
consultation in 2013

Submitter is concerned that the scheme is presented 
in town planning jargon and not plain english that 
makes it hard for a layperson to understand. 

Submitter is concerned that Council have stated that 
not all ideas on display will be built. Submitter is 
concerned that the process is being fast track with a 
lack of community consultation and tight time frames 
prior to starting th EOI process. Submitter questions 
at what point does the development scheme get 
amended and by whom and how. 

Submitter is concerned that the community will not 
have any further input once EOIs are received. 

Submitter is concerned about how the development 
of Toondah harbour will sit within the wider centres 
network in Redlands is not outlined in the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that there is lack of 
information on the economic cost benefit, visual and 
amenity impacts and effects on surrounding road 
network, traffic  and parking management and that 
the scheme does not explain how these issues will be 

Submitter is concerned that the vision for the PDA 
is out of place and over the top and lacks 
information and explanations. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme has been 
prepared for marketing purposes rather than for 
planning of the area. 

Submitter is concerned that the 15 storey height limit is an overdevelopment 
and not supported by the current Redland's Planning Scheme. Submitter 
believes that it is inconsistent with the area and its village atmosphere. 

Submitter is concerned that no environmental impact statements have 
been completed to underpin the planning process.

Submitter is concerned that GJ Walter Park and parklands will be 
lost to private developers and not replaced. 

Submitter is concerned about the 800 berth 
marina development. 

TH14/445

Submitter supports  a small mixed 
use design with upgrades to existing 
channels and medium density 
housing and believes that that 
would be consistent with the area. 

Submitter is concerned that extensive commercial 
development will attract the least interesting of 
retail options and believes that Cleveland should be 
more innovative in terms of retail and local 
businesses. 

Submitter is concerned that a 15 storey height limit is an overdevelopment and 
is not consistent with the atmosphere of the area. 

Submitter believes that development should incorproate good design and 
feature the natural environment. 

TH14/446

Submitter is concerned that environmental impacts on the 
development have not been fully considered and managed in the 
scheme. 

Submitter notes that construction of the marina will impact on the 
dugong and turtle population due to increase boat traffic. 

Submitter comments that the development is located in a RAMSAR 
protected wetland and this has not been considered or managed in the 
scheme.

Submitter is concerned about the impact on wild, marine and plant life. 

TH14/447

Submitter is concerned about the hands off approach 
by Redland City Council and the cavalier manner in 
which the information sessions have been handled. 

Submitter is concerned that the community 
consultation process was merely tokenistic. 

Submitter comments taht benchmarking and 
comparing agaisnt other development does not 
guarantee success of any given project. 

Submitter is concerned that extensive commercial 
development will be detrimental to the Cleveland 
CBD and its prospect being financial viable. 

Submitter comments that Stradbroke Island is 
special and will be in danger of being ruined if too 
many tourists are allowed access to it.

Submitter is concerned that the 15 storey height limit commercial 
development will destroy the village atmosphere. 

Submitter comments that building heights should be limited to 2 storeys. 

Submitter is concerned that multi storey buildings built close to the 
foreshroe willc reate their own environmental issues and would be 
better to back away from the shoreline. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed koala corridor is insufficient 
as the numbers in the area decreased when the dog park opened and 
construction in the area will decrease numbers again. 

Submitter is concerned that the current road network and 
parking infrastructure will not support the increase in 
population and tourism

Submitter comments that Shore street east should be 
blocked off to through traffic. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina 
development will not be viable as constant 
dredging will be required to maintain the 
access required. 

TH14/448

Submitter is concerned that the area will be 
developed into a mini Gold coast

Submitter is concerned that extensive commercial 
development will be detrimental to the Cleveland 
CBD. 

Submitter opposes the 15 storey height limit or any high rise development 
along the foreshore

Submitter is concerned that marine, wild life and plant life will be 
destroyed in the development. 

Submitter is concerned that the koala population will suffer due to the 
development and road corridor through their natural habitat. 

Submitter is concerned that there will be an increased in 
road and boat traffic in the are/ 

Submitter is concerned that GJ Walter Park will be given away or 
sold off to private developers. 

Submitter is concerned that the area adjacent to GJ Walter Park 
will be reclaimed and dredged. 

TH14/449
Submitter opposes the 15 storey height limit as it is in consistent with the 
existing height limit in the area. 

Submitter is concerned that the current road netowrk and 
infrastructure will not be able to support the increase in 
population. 

submitter is concerned that GJ Walter Park will be sold off to 
private developers. 

Submitter opposes the number of berths 
planned for the marina. 

TH14/450

Submitter supports the 
redevelopment of the area to 
provide modern ferry terminals, 
attractive on land associated 
infrastructure, modest residential 
and social facilities and widening 
and maintaing Fison channel to 
assist existing ferry operations.

Submitter supports the integration 
of teh GJ Walter Park and Toondah 
park areas as a single precinct with 
mixed use recreation, urban village, 
ferry terminal and recreational boat 
launching and service facilities. 

Submitter does not support any financial burden on 
Redland City Council caused by the development. 

Submitter is concerned that extensive commercial 
development will be detrimental to the Cleveland 
CBD and its prospect being financial viable. 

Submitter comments that commercial 
development should be designed to attract 
customers to currently establish business in 
Cleveland/Raby Bay rather than dividing the 
customer base. 

Submitter is concerned that there is no market pr demand for high density 
development and believes that the height limit should be capped at 4 storeys. 

Submitter is concerned that the developmetn will interfere with the 
Bay, including the dredging of any area other than Fison Channel and 
land reclamation using spoil dredged from the bay until the effect of 
such interference on marine, wild and plant life and wave patterns and 
erosion have been analysed. 

Submitter is concerned that the car parks outlined on Map 
2-structure plan is conflcting because the carparks are too 
close to the waterfront so that cars will cross the mixed-
use node. This conflicts with the objective 'establishing an 
accessible and connected place, with efficient traffic 
circulation, water front promenades...' submitter suggests 
that a better way to meet this objective would be site the 
car parks away from teh waterfront and to access can be 
made via Wharf Street and Emmett Drive. 

Submitter is concerned that the current road network will 
not be able to support the icnrease in population. 

Submitter comments that 
there must also be 
confidence that following 
construction of residential 
buildings that these 
buildings will not become 
a stranded financial asset 
with the consequence of 
detrioration and 
reduction of visual 
attractness.

TH14/451

Submitter supports the 
redevelopment of the area to 
provide modern ferry terminals, 
attractive on land associated 
infrastructure, modest residential 
and social facilities and widening 
and maintaing Fison channel to 
assist existing ferry operations.

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme does not take into 
consideration the communities previous objection to 
a similar overdevelpoment in the late 1980s. A 
community campaign conducted by Secure 
Toondah's Invaluable Resources succeeded in having 
the development stopped. 

Submitter is concerned that the 15 storey height limit ignores Council planning 

Submitter is concerned about the environmental and ecological 
concerns that will be impacted by the proposed development scheme. 

Submitter is concerned that the site is designed as a RAMSAR site, 
which is an international agreement to protect wetlands and the flight 
paths of migratory birds and it is not mentioned in the PDA how it will 
be managed

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will threaten 
rare and vulnerable bird species that are found in the Toondah Harbour 

Submitter is concerned that GJ Walter park has heritage value 
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TH14/453
Submitter supports only the 
upgrade of the ferry and barge 
terminal

Submitter is concerned that extensive retail 
development will compete with Cleveland CBD and 
be detrimental to its financial viability. 

Submitter is concerned that high density development will block natural views. 

Submitter is concerned that the development will destroy Cassim 
Island and Sandy Island and impact adversely on Peel Island and 
Banana Banks.

Submitter opposes mangrove removal. 

Submitter is concerned that the development will cause silting up 
Moreton Bay reef systems and seagrass beds. 

Submitter opposes the reclamation of 48 hectares of Moreton 
Bay.

Submitter is concerned that GJ Walter Park will be lost to private 
developers. 

Submitter does not support any dredging in 
the water other than what is required for 
ferry access.

Submitter does not support development of 
the marina and ongoing maintenance and 
dredging. 

TH14/454

Submitter supports the Toondah 
Habour redevelopments and 
believes that it would be beneficial 
to Cleveland. 

Submitter comments that tasteful gardens, grassed areas and 
relaxing areas for patrons and visitors be included. 

TH14/455 Submitter supports the concept

Submitter comments that a water park for kids 
should be included in the development. 

Submitter is concerned that extensive retail 
development will compete with Cleveland CBD and 
be detrimental to its financial viability. 

Submitter is concerned about the 15 storey height limit and comments that it 
should be limited to 5-6 storeys. 

Submitter is concerned that the development 
of a marina is not sustainable and viable as 
there are other marinas not operating at full 
capacity. 

TH14/456
Submitter comments that an attraction should be 
included to ensure that people from aroud SEQ 
visit the area. 

Submitter comments that the development needs to be beautiful and 
functional. Submitter notes that there should be plenty of areas for the public 
on the waterfront, not just retail for restaurants etc. 

Submitter comments that transport links to Cleveland CBD 
should be increased and improved. 

Submitter suggests that a light rail could be constructed 
between Toondah Harbour and Cleveland. 

Submitter comments that there should be plenty of 
parking be available. 

Submitter comments that watergfront broadwater and a water 
park would be beneficial to keep the kids enterained. 

Submitter notes that there should be a public pier for walking 
and fishing. 

TH14/457

Submitter comments that this is a great 
opportunity for the community to draw tourist to 
the area. Submitter believes that it is a positive 
thing for job growth, small business growth and is 
economically sound. 

Submitter believes that the redevelopment will 
improve faciltiies and allow community to show off 
their area. 

Submitter is concerned about the 15 storey height limit and comments that it 
should be limited to 8 storeys. 

Submitter commetns that good parking facilties should be 
constructed with the ability for users to stop and take in 
the view along the way. Submitter notes that the path 
should be clearly defined to separate cyclists and walkers. 

Submitter comments that lots of shade should be available along 
walking paths.

Submitter comments that parklands should be large enough to 
accommodate for the growth in population and legiation. 

Submitter is comments that a designated bay 
are for small boats should be made available. 

TH14/458
Submitter is concerned that the current road network will 
not be able to support the growth in population. 

TH14/459
Submitter is concerned that the Redlands would not 
surpport an increase in financial buden.

Submitter is concerned that  the 15 storey height limit would obstruct views 

Submitter is concerned that the wild, plant and or marine life will be 
destroyed and continue to practice.

Submitter is concered that the current road network will 
not be able to support the current and future demand of 
users. 

Submitter supports the creation of new walking an cycling 
tracks. 

Submitter is concerned that GJ Walter Park will be lost to private 
developments. 

Submitter supports a small 
mixed use area. 

TH14/460
Submitter is supportive of the proposal and 
believes that the the development will be unique 
and bring tourists, creates job oppurtunities. 

Submitter comments that development should be iconic, beautiful and 
functional. 

Submitter comments that better links to Cleveland CBD 
will be achieved throug the CBD. 

Submitter comments that lots of waterfront promenades, pier 
and water park for the children will create a functional water 
park. I want to pubt my codes one! 

Submitter suggests that a 
'dry bar' be incoporatated 
into a cool bar. 

Submotter is overshaded that ready to 
consult with the key stateholders that will 
attrach money onb the dress., 

TH14/461

Submitter is concerned that the development turn 
the area into another Gold Coast. 

Submitter comments that Toondah Harbour should 
be redeveloped but harbour development and new 
buildings should be restricted. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 15 storey height limit will destroy 
the nautral beauty of the Cleveland area, block existing buildings and block bay 
breezes to surrounding buildings and set a precedent for more high rise 
development. 

Submitter is concerned that the development will remove and destroy 
mangroves.

Submitter comments that wildlife corridors and fauna should be 
retained and undisturbed by development

Submitter is concernd that the current road network in 
Cleveland will not support the increase in traffif and 
popoulation growth. Submitter comments that solutions 
to the parking and nearby roads won't fix the congestion in 
Cleveland. 

Submitter is concerned that GJ Walter park will be spoilt with 
construction of a marina in front of it. 

Submitter comments that exsiting open spaces should be 
retained. 

Submitter comments that another marina is 
not required when Raby Bay is so close. 

TH14/462
Submitter supports the 
development and comments that it 
will be a great asset for Redlands. 

The Toondah Harbour development will support 
the tourism industry and believes that Moreton 
Bay has the potential to be one of the best 
destinations in the world. 

Submitter comments that apartments surrounding marinas are one of the 
most sought after properties and Toondah Harbour is an idyllic setting. 

Submitter comments that the development will not be detrimental to 
the environment and may provide a better environment for the marine 
life than before. 

Submitter comments that seems to be a general 
improvement proposed over the current situation. 

Submitter comments that it seems to be an improvement to 
current facilities. 

Submitter comments that it 
is an excellent proposal and 
comments that these 
places usually attract high 
numbers of visitors and 
income to the area. 

Submitter comments that 
it would be an excellent 
place to reside and 15 
storeys is not out of 
context with the rest of 
the buildings in the 
vicinity. 

Submitter is supportive of the development 
and comments that more marine 
infrastructure developments is required in 
Moreton Bay. 

TH14/463

Submitter comments that the concept is good but 
consideration of community feedback is required. 

Submitter comments that Island people should not 
be disadvantaged by the development. 

Submitter is concerned that process is being rushed 
and the community will be left with a sub standard 
developmetn with maintenance costs being borne by 
ratepayers. 

Submitter comments that a South Bank concept 
would be good. 

Submitter is concerned that the 15 storey height limit is too high and 7 storeys 
should be the maximum. 

Submitter comments that suitable car parking of 2 spaces per unit should be 
allowed. 

Submitter comments that car parking facilities should be 
made as a priority for the islanders and not the public.

Submitter comments that suitable street infrastructure for 
free parking should be a priority.

Submitter comments that public space will still need to be 
available for dogs and free access.

TH14/464
Submitter is supportive of the  
development of the ferry terminal. 

Submitte ris concerned that not enough research has 
been done on the proposal.

Submitter is concerned that the proposal has been 
rushed and poorly managed. 

Submitter is concerned that feasibility studies were 
not completed prior to public consultation. 

Submitter comments that one restaurant will be 
sufficient. 

Submitter comments that the area is not a village 
but a port. 

Submitter is concerned that extensive commercial 
development will be detrimental to the viability of 
Cleveland CBD.

Submitter is concerned that no examples have been shown to enable comment 
on form or design of buildings.

Submitter is concerned that the height limits are out of place for the foreshore 
area. Submitter comments that the proposal will block access to and breezes 
from the bay for all current residents in the area. 

Submitter comments that parking infrastructure should be 
increased. 

Submitter is concerned that no analysis has been done on 
how the increase in population can be support in road and 
traffic infrastructure. Submnitter comments that the one 
road and one bus stop mapped is inadequate. 

Submitter is concerned that GJ Walter Park will be lost to private 
developers and believes that it is a great asset to the area. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not outline where 
improved facilities will be proposed. 

Submitter comments that access to the bay does not seem to be 
any different to what already exists. 

Submitter suggests more parkland should be proposed around 
the harbour area. 

Submitter opposes any 
residential development 
at the port facility

Submitter comments that 
any upgrade must include 
facilities for two vehicle and 
passenger ferry services. 

Submitte does not support development of a 
marina and believes that there is no evidence 
to support a need for one.

Submitter is concerned that there will be 
excessive dredging and reclamation of the 
land. 

TH14/452

Submitter supports the 
redevelopment of the area to 
provide modern ferry terminals, 
attractive on land associated 
infrastructure, modest residential 
and social facilities and widening 
and maintaing Fison channel to 
assist existing ferry operations.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development reflects ongoing consultation that was 
undertaken after the August 2013 community 
consultation process however the community were 
not made aware of the opportunity for ongoing 
input. 

Submitter is concerned that there is no disclosure of 
the who has been consulted and the nature of the 
consultation and requests that the details be 
released and disclose the influence that has 
overturned the community's vision.  

Submitter is concerened tha the scheme is too 
complex and poorly written that is difficult to 
understand. 

Submitter notes that the nature of the scheme has 
disenfranchised the community.

Submitter comments that the style of writing is too 
technical  and does not follow the Government's 
mantra to reduce red tape. 

Submitter is concerned that the PDA 'Toondah 
Harbour" is not a true representation of the scope of 
land involved. Submitter notes that the majority of 
land comprises of GJ Walter Park and the bay which is 
misleading as the community are supportive of 
upgrading the facilities of Toondah Harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the 15 storey height limit ignores Council planning 
decisions. 

Submitter is concerned that there is no mention of the number of residential 
units and submitter believes that some assessments indicate a possible 1500 
units which is 50% more than the number of houses in Raby Bay. Submitter is 
concerned that social, environmental and eocnomic impacts have not been 
assessed prior to drafting the development scheme. 

Submitter is concerned that there no development with building heights 15 
storeys in the surrounding area, the closest would be in the Brisbane CBD. 

Submitter is concerned that the intention of the proposed development is to 
develop it into a Gold Coast which will impact on the liveability, lifestyle and 
village atmosphere of Cleveland. 

rare and vulnerable bird species that are found in the Toondah Harbour 
precinct. 

Submitter is concerned that the water current, winds, erosion and 
sedimentation are real constraints for the development are not 
understood or planned for in the scheme. 

Submitter is concerned that the land shown on the mapping is below 
hte 1:100 year storm surge level and is likely to contain acid sulphate 
soils. 

Submitter notes that the area was also used as a rubbish tip and 
asbesto and 'hot sand' could be buried under the park. 

Submitter is concerned that impact on fishing, bait collection and 
dugongs have not been investigated and planned for in the scheme. 

Submitter is concerned that there is a plan to use dredged spoil is 
suitable as a stable and environmentally sound fill. This has been 
proven incorrect as this has been used in Raby Bay and has proven 
difficulty supporting vegetation, house and silf free channels. 

Submitter is concerned that sustainability is defined as a one-off and is 
not an accepted definition.

Submitter is concerned that GJ Walter park has heritage value 
and regional significance but has not been reflected in the 
scheme. The submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will compromise GJ Walter Park and its use and 
values has not been investigated to make an informed 
development plan. 

submitter is concerned that the area will be undersupplied wiht 
regional scale park land and will become one of SEQ most 
alienated park land. 

Submitter comments that alienation of the park is akin to an 
asset sale which is a breach of the Government's election 
commitments. 
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TH14/465
Submitter is supportive of the 
concept.

Submitter comments that the development will 
enhance the Redlands in becoming a getaway 
tourist destination and provide jobs in the area. 

Submitter comments that they waterway s are 
being congested with moored boats so additional 
marina space will provide facitilies for those boats. 

submitter comments that as long as the buildings are pleasing to look at it they 
do not mind the building heights set. 

Submitter comments that sufficient parking is avialable 
close to the parklands. 

Submitter comments that sufficient parking should be 
available to tourist and commuters and notes that parking 
should be free for day trippers and a fee be payable for 
long term users. 

Submitter comments that ratepayers should not bear the 
costs of long term parking for users. 

Submitter comments that more than one road in/out of th 
eprecinct woudl assist traffic movement. 

Submitter comments that increased efficient and  free 
public transport to the area would increase movement 
around the area and to the Cleveland CBD

Submitter comments tha the Wharf area and some green areas 
will provide open space. 

Submitter comments is a large open space and is never busy and 
improved facilties will be great. 

Submitter comment that there are other dog parks that can be 
utilised. 

Submitter comments tha 
thte appropriate mix will 
eventually be determined 
by those who visit the area. 

Submitter comments no, 
let's let more people enjoy 
the bay and all it offers. 

Submitter comments that 
upgrades are necessary. 

Submitter comments that this is a great 
concept and will help overcoime the issue 
that arise at Wellington Point with 
inadequate facilities for boat trailers vs 
picnickers. 

TH14/466
Submitter is supportive of the 
vision. 

Submitter comments that a free fully serviced 
camping ground should be provided for caravans, 
tents and motorhomes. 

Submitter comments that residential devleopment 
is not necessary in the PDA and should be left as a 
tourist/local use area. 

Submitter comments that a complementary plan 
developed for the ferry terminals and surrounds at 
Stradbroke. 

Submitter comments that there should be no medium or high rise buildings 
within the area with lower buildings at the waterfront and higher at the back. 
Submitter is concerned that the development will end up as Surfers Paradise.  

Submitter is concenred that the current parking situation 
is insufficient to support an increase in population and 
tourists and should be increased and improved. 

Submitter believes that GJ Walter Park should be retained and 
have as much open space as possible. 

Submitter opposes any 
residential development 

Submitter comments that 
this is a good idea. 

Submitter comments that they do not have a 
problem with the marina but believes that it 
should be thought out very carefully in 
relation to the onshore development. 

Submitter comments that there is a 
significant need for new marinas in the 
Redlands.

Submitter has no objection to development 
as long as there is no impact on the 
environment from dredging. 

TH14/467

Submitter is concerned that the area is not suitable 
for the enormous amount of development and 
large number of people transiting through the area 
encroach on a populat recreational area. 

Submitter comments that as a gateway to North 
Stradbroke Island it may work. 

Submitter is concerned that the 15 storey height limits is inconsistent with the 
Redland Planning Scheme and is unnecessarily high. 

Submitter is concerned about the impact on the environment from the 
development. 

Submitter comments that the area has been used for 
recreational purposes and is not suitable for the amount of 
traffic and pollution that would be generated. 

Submitter comments that the open space should be left as it is 
and not over developed. 

Submitter comments that 
this is uncessary as 
Cleveland CBD is only 
minutes away. 

Submitter is concerned 
that development of the 
residential precicnt will 
impact the environment.

Submitter comments that 
large vehicle movements 
would destroy the ambience 
and relaxed recreational 
facilities enjoyed by so many. 

Submitter is concerned that the area is too 
shallow for marine development and would 
require frequent dredging. Submitter is 
concerned as to who will fund the dredging 
and maintenance. 

TH14/468

Submitter believes that the building heights should be limited to 6 storeys to 
keep the bayside atmosphere. Submitter comments that this is the limit for fire 
brigades if required. 
Submitter is concerned that the development will turn into a mini Gold Coast. 

Submitter comments that the heritage ties with the area need to be 
encouraged through statues and seats amid trees. 

Submitter is concerned that the development will impact the marine 
park and its fisheries. 

Submitter is concerned that the development will destroy and the 
clean environement and increase pollution. 

Submitter comments that wide footpaths and separate 
cycle paths should be incorpated into the development. 

Submitter suggests that bins be placed on the foot paths 
and painted with bay scenes to incorporate the theme and 
atmosphere of the area. 

Submitter comments that car parking should be nose to 
kerb parking. 

Submitter comments that public open spaces need to be family 
friendly including, bbqs, more trees, playground equipment, 
toilet facilities, baby changing rooms and lighting at night. 

Submitter suggests including seating around the waterfront 
parks to enjoy the views, toilet facilties and picnic shelters. 

Submitter comments that 
the the village should have 
a variety of shops, cafes, 
hair salon and a post office. 

Submitter comments that a 
garage for petrol and 
supplies for cars and boats 
would be good as well. 

Submitter comments that 
ferries and private vessels 
should be limited access to 
one area only. 

Submitte rcomments that 
protection from weather 
elements is important and 
allow for safe access for 
people and vehicles. 

Submitter suggests that the marina be 
limited to 20-40 berths. 

TH14/469
Submitter comments that they did not know how to 
complete the online submission form properly. 

Submitter is concerned that extensive commercial 
development will be detrimental to the Cleveland 
CBD. 

Submitter is concerned about high density development

Submitter is concerned that the current parking 
infrastructure does not meet the current and future 
demand and will not support any increase in population. 

Submitter is concerned that paid parking will not provide a 
solution to the issue and comments that it could lead to a 
decrease in vistor numbers to the islands.

Submitter is concerned that the current road network is 
congested and will not support any increase in population 
or use. 

Submitter is concerned that GJ Walter Park will be lost to private 
developers as it is highly utilised by residents. 
Submitter is concerned that the development will spoil the 
walkways and public spaecs. 

TH14/470

Submitter is concerned that Council will give the 
development to the highest bidder and will sacrifice 
the communities values for profit.

Submitter is concerned that an overseas developer 
will have the construction rights overlooking local 
developers.

Submitter is concerned that community feedback is 
not being considered. 

Submitter is concerned that a multi-storey resort 
will not attract visitors to the area. 

Submitter believes that Toodah habour is only a 
transit hub and not a destination for tourism. 

Submitter comments that a development similar to 
Raby Bay would be more viable and consistent with 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that employment 
opportunities will only be available during the 
construction period and that once it finishes the 
developer will leave taking with them their workers 
and the small economy that was created. 

Submitter comments that the community will not 
be better off as only a few extra hospitality jobs will 
be created. 

Submitter is concerned that local heritage aboriginal culture will not be 
recognised in high density development. 

Submitter comments that the development should preserve the natural 
environment and protect locals investments and best interests. 

Submitter is concerned that the removal of mangroves for the 
development will impact on the wild, marine and plant life in the 
environment. 

Submitter is concerned about the parking facilities around 
Cleveland and surrounding areas. Submitter is concerned 
that parking issues is not a priority for Council. 

Submitter is concerned that development on GJ Walter Park will 
limit access to the water. 

Submitter is concerned that there is inadequate parklands in the 
proposal. 

Submitter is concerned tha the dredging 
required for the marina will fall to ratepayers. 

TH14/471
Submitter supports a revamp of the 
existing Toondah Harbour. 

Submitter commets that the plans are poorly done. 

Submitter comments that these developments are 
outdated.

Submitter comments that this is an opportunity to do 
something on a lesser scale and enahce what is 
already on offer 

Submitter comments that the scale of 
development is too large. 

Submitter comments that buildings should not be above tree height that close 
to the bay.

Submitter comments that investigations as to what is sustainable in 
the scale of the developmetn for the fisheries. 

Submitter is concerned that there are no principles 
underpinning the plans.S

Submitter comments that the site should not encroach on public 
open space that already exist. Submitter comments that 
improvements should be made to the existing parkland. 

Submitter does not agree. Submitter does not agree. 

Submitter comments that 
this is the only precinct that 
requires redevelopment and 
include a cafes, shop and 
interactive complex. 

Submitter does not support construction of 
the marina. 

Submitter comments that a broadwalk to 
Cassim Island should be developed. 

TH14/472
Submitter comments that it is hard to understand 
the maps. 

Submitter agrees with the importance of Toondah 
Harbour being an attractive and effective gateway 
to Stradbroke Island and Moreton Bay. 

Submitter agrees that creation of café precinct and 
more effective marina will create job opportunities. 

Submitter is concerned about the height limit and believes that anything over 2 
storeys will not look good, create noise and traffic problem. 
Submitter comments that building should only occur on reclaimed area in front 
of GJ Walter Park. 

Submitter comments that development should embrace the Quandamook 
cultural heritage. 

Submitter comments that the mangroves and marine park need to be 
preserved. 

Submitter comments that gum trees should not be removed and 
submitter is happy to see plans for a koala corridor. 

Submitter comments that issues relating to increase noise pollution 
should be addressed.

Submitter is concerned that the current road netowrk and 
parking infrastructure will not support the development 
and should be addressed.

Submitter comments that there shoud be a separate 
bikeway to footpaths. 

Submitter suggests that the dog park should be moved to Island 
Street. 

Submitter comments that more walkways along the waterfront 
will be good. 

Submitter suggest a water park/pool in front of Grand View 
Hotel would be great facility. 

Submitter comments that 
no high rise at terminal end 
of harbour should be 
allowed only Grand View 
Hotel end.

Submitter asks whether 
hostel in the preferred land 
use is meant to be hotel. 

Submitter comments that 
no high rise at terminal 
end of harbour should be 
allowed only Grand View 
Hotel end.

Submitter comments that no 
high rise at terminal end of 
harbour, including boat 
storage should be allowed 
only Grand View Hotel end.

Submitter comments that 
flood lights to the water. 

Submitter comments that no high rise at 
terminal end of harbour, including boat 
storage should be allowed only Grand View 
Hotel end.

Submitter comments that flood lights to the 
water. 
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TH14/473

Submitter supports the 
improvement to access to the ferry 
and transit terminal and the 
entrance and ferry turning and 
operating areas. 

Submitter comments that the scheme is over 
ambitious and ignores unavoidable financial 
constraints. Submitter is concered that the 
development options is fraught with ongoing 
liabilities and costs which would be met by rate and 
tax payers. 

Submitter comments that the scheme and funding 
framework is vague with regard to who pays for 
what, and what sort of long term commitments can 
be met by state and private developers. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme lacks detail 
and evidentiary analysis of consequences and does 
not present a sustainable development. 

Submitter comments that the scheme should be 
abandoned and undertake proposal fiscal, 
environmental and meteorological research and 
complete a full and thorough community 
consultation process. 

Submitter is cocnerned that the fast tracking of the 
development does not allow transparency or due 
diligence. 

Submitter is concerned that the development will 
turn the area into a Gold Coast. 

Submitter is concerned that extensive retail and 
residential development will detrimentally impact 
Cleveland CBD and Raby Bay.

Submitter supports medium density housing provided that it is consistent with 
the existing environment. 

Submitter is concerned that the 15 storey height limit will impair the visual 
ambiance of the area. 

Submitter is concerned that seagrass habitat, mangroves and other 
fish-breeding areas will be significantly impaired by the construction 
and the ongoing dredging required by the proposal.

Submitter is concerned tha toxins, nitrates, phosphates and other 
chemicals will be disturbed by dredging and movement of spoil and 
alter the ecology of the area. 

Submitter is concerned that the weather and tidal factors would result 
in spoil being disturbed. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposal for spoil disposal and land 
reclamation is unsound and would lead to further siltation. 

Submitter is concerned that the development would have a 
detrimental impact on migratory seabirds, whale migrations, on 
dolphins, fish stocks and turtle and dugong populations. 

Submitter is concerned that the koala corridor ignores established 
studies of Koala migration. Submitter is concerned that there are no 
plans to minimise ambient light which destroys koals vision. 

Submitter is concerned about where the spoils will be deposited and 
suggests that they be deposited in exhausted mining sites. 

Submitter comments that there may be native title issues where the 
effects of dredging spread to Peel island. 

Submitter supports the need to increase parking and 
access roads for both commuters for and park users. 

Submitter comments that a movement network of walking 
trails, pathways through mangrove habitat and cycle 
networks should be included. 

Submitter comments that parking and road access will 
need to be improved. 

Submitter is concerned that using parts of GJ Walter Drive 
for roadways and residential development would create 
traffic bottle-necks in Cleveland. 

Submitter is concerned that existing parklands will be loss to 
development. 

Submitter comments that there may be litigation costs from 
residents who suffer economic loss and sue. 

Submitter is concerned that the PDA gives priority to residential 
development rather than improving facilities and access to 
water, walkways, parks and picnic areas. 

Submitter believes that 
there is opportunity to to 
provide refreshment 
facilities, small shops and 
restaurants and walkways 
and general improvement 
of the area between ferry 
transit facility and old 
CSIRO buildings. 

Submitter comments that 
Precinct 1 is poorly 
conceived and notes that it 
will detrimentally affect the 
viability of Cleveland CBD. 

Submitter is concerned that 
there are inadequate 
provisions of open space 
and insufficient walkways 
and bikeways and priority is 
given to motor transport. 

Submitter is concerned 
that the increase noise 
pollution will impact on 
the residential precinct 
being so close. 

Submitter is concerned 
that there will be 
development on spoiled 
land which can cause 
serious damage to 
residence. 

Submitter is concerned 
that the visual amenity 
will not be great. 

Submitter comments that 
the concept is in principle 
sound. 

Submitter comments that 
there is a real need to 
improve access and egress of 
commercial ferries.

Submitter is concerned that 
the scheme does not address 
an increase in parking. 

Submitter is concerned that an 800 berth 
marina will not be a viable and will be a large 
debt obligation for the state and council. 

Submitter is concerned that there will be an 
over supply of marina facilities in the area 
and that these are not operating at full 
capacity. 

Submitter is cocnerned that the marina will 
be expensive to maintain and the costs will  
fall to ratepayers. 

TH14/474
Submitter supports some 
development of the harbour area. 

Submitter is cocnerned about high density development and believes that it 
will spoil views. 

Submitter believes that there are no requirements for residential 
developmetns to go that high. 

Submitter comments that wildlife protection is important and that the 
development will disturb the koala's natural habitat and drive them out 
of the area.

Submitter comments that there must be provision to solve 
the issue of car parking. 

Submitter comments that open spaces should be retained and 
notes that GJ Walter Park requires upgrading to its facilities with 
a pool, water play, bbq and shelter provision. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
habour is too exposed and not sheltered 
enough for long term use. This will impact on 
marine species living in the bay. 

TH14/475

Submitter comments that the scheme proposes a 
design cliché. 

Submitter comments that the proposal fails to 
consider the community and neglects to make the 
most of what the area offers.  

Submitter comments that the scheme is very 
ambitious and will help to make Cleveland look like 
every other waterfront development along SEQ. 
However submitter notes that this is an opportunity 
for the State to do something exciting, forward 
thinking and sustainable but this has not come 
through in the scheme

Submitter is concerened that the development of 
the marina and residential development will not be 
a benefit to the community as the area is a unique 
location as it is not imposed as a single planned 
development but grew gradually over time. 

Submitter comments that as a gateway to 
Stradbroke Island it is critical that the message that 
the gateway gives is that Stradbroke is a unique 
and precious environement. and an important 
indigenous custodianship. 

Submitter is concerned that the 15 storey height limit does not fit in with the 
existing character of the area.

Submitter is concerned that only a small mention is made of Aboriginal 
stewardship and reconiliation and comments that it is unclear what is meant 
and the scheme should include a discussion on the traditional owners of the 
Island.

Submitter is comments that Map 4 the building height is indicated for a large 
section of the development which do not exist.  

Submitter comments that development should be designed with 
environmentally sesntiveity in mind and its principal purpose of 
foregrounding the environment. 

Submitter is concerned that the construction of the marina will impact 
the mudflats and mangroves and this has not been adequately 
addressed in the scheme. 

Submitter is concerned that the current road network and 
parking infrastructure will not be able to support the 
increased population and tourist numbers. 

Submitter comments that 
the concept of improved 
public transport 
interchange to alleviate 
private vehicle is a good 
idea, however the 
submitter is concerned that 
the huge increase in 
residential population will 
not service a large number 
of people. 

Submitter is concerned that 
there are no cultural 
facilities, lirbary or art 
gallery mentioned. 

TH14/476

Submitter commetns that the development should 
be designed, constructed and operated in an 
environementally and economically sustainable 
manner. 

Submitter is concerned that the development will be 
costly to Council and ratepayers. 

Submitter supports the establishment of tourism 
and community facilities as part of the 
development and raising the regions profile. 

Submitter is concerned that there is too much 
scope for over density and inappropriate 
development. 

Submitter supports the location of the higher density residential precincts 
being on reclaimed fingers running at right angles to the shore to maintain 
view corridor and breezes for the residents.

Submitter is concerned that 15 storeys is too high. 8 -10 storeys is more in 
keeping with the scale of the development. 

Submitter comments that good development will result in an 
improvement for the environment.

Submitter comments thtat this looks well thought 
through. 

Adequate parking should be provided for in the 
development. 

Submitter comments that open space and GJ Walter Park are 
important to residents and their views should be 
accommodated. 

Submitter comments that scenic boardwalks that link places of 
interest are a must. 

Submitter comments that GJ Walter Park should be removed 
from the boundary lines. 

Submitter comments that 
the precinct should not 
include GJ Walter Park. 

Submitter comments that 
the height plan is too 
extensive for the are and 
should be reduced to 10. 

Submitter comments that 
4 storeys would better 
serve the precinct. 

Submitter comments that 
recreational boat ramp and 
trailer parking and on water 
refuelling facilities is 
important.

Submitter is supportive of the marina 
development and notes that there few 
oppportunities left to provide these facilities. 

Submitter comments that tourism business 
must be allowed to operate out of the 
Marina to provide water tourism activities for 
locals and visitors with publicly accessible 
pontoons provided for operators to use. 
Submitter opposes a shipyard or haulout 
facility in the precinct. 

TH14/477

Submitter is concerned that the Council will take 
public owned spaces and turn it into private 
development and ratepayers will be bear the cost of 
developing sites not required by the community.

Submitter is concerned that the Council will pay 
developers to development the site. 

Submitter is concerned about building height limits Submitter is concerned about traffic congestion

TH14/478

Submitter comments that some development is 
required but must be consistent with the context 
of the local residential infrastructure that enhance 
the environment and not overdeveloped with high 
rise buildings.

Submitter is concerned about the 15 storey height limit. 
Submitter is concerned that dredging will impact the natural 
environment and affect a vital part of the marine food chain. 

Submitter is concerned that the current road network will 
not support the increase in population and usage. 
Submitter comments that public transport will not cater 
for such a dramatic increase in population. 

Submitter comments that the waterfront should be kept as is 
and that improved facilities are fine in moderation. 

Submitter comments that 
major development will 
change the feel of the area. 
Submitter suggests that a 
smaller scale development 
will enhance the area and 
not overide it. 

Submitter objects to the 
precicnt proposal. 

Submitter comments that 
the current vehicle ferries 
already run without drama 
and should not be changed. 

Submitter is concerned that a marina is not 
warranted as there is already a marina at 
Raby Bay. Submitter suggest a smaller scale 
marina could be ok. 

Submitter comments that the area should be 
enhanced by the bay's beauty and not hide it 
behind buildings. 

TH14/479

Submitter commetns that the development is an 
opportunity ti display why Redlands is such a 
beautiful place and care must be taken in planning 
the area with the majority of people who call this 
place home. 

Submitter supports new ferry/taxi operators to 
meet the needs of locals and tourists. Submitter 
supports the need for restaurants and open space 
parklands are necessary in the development. 

Submitter is concerned that the development will put more stress on 
the marine park cause more environmental issues. 

Submitter is concerned that the road network does not 
support the current population and will not be able to do 
so with an increase in population.

Submitter comments that increased parking infrastructure 
is required to meet demand. 

Submitter comments taht more paths will need to be 
created for pedestrians

Submitter suggests that separate cycle lanes should be 
incorporated onto the road. 

Submitter comments that public transport should be 
improved and more efficient to alleivate traffic. 

Submitter comments that open parks are important and should 
be properly serviced. 

Submitter notes that easy access, walkways, facilities for families 
and cycle and pedestrian walkways are a must.

Submitter does not 
support the building of 
high rise apartments as 
Cleveland already have 
many that are still vacant. 
Submitter believes that it 
should be left as 
parklands. 

Submitter does not support a new marina as 
there is ample area in Raby Bay. 

TH14/480
Submitter is supportive of the 
proposal. 

Submitter comments that the development will be a 
long term asset to the constituents of Redland.

Submitter comments that the state should be fair, 
just and balanced in the decision making process but 
just get on and do it. 

Submitter comments that the proposal for transport 
upgrades are overdue and should be constructed with a 
priority. 
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TH14/481

Submitter is cocncerned that there has been limited 
consultations with local and state government. 
Submitter comments that the development scheme 
bears little resemblance to the community 
engagement document realeased in 2013.

Submitter is concerned that the community 
consultation process was merely tokenistic. 
Submitter is concenred that there is no transparency 
in the planing process.  

Submitter is concerned that Council do not have 
detailed plans of the entire scheme avialable for the 
community to review. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme is ambigous 
and self-contradictory and is confusing to read. 

Submitter comments that section 3.2.4 subsection 
(ii) (b) does not offer any evidence of support for 
overwhelming community need as a reason for 
permissable development. 

Submitter comments that the document is full of 
erractic motherhood statements. Submitter notes 
that the scheme requires re-writing and include all 
stakeholder's input. Submitter comments that the 
PDA does not reveal any genuine public input and 
well adjusted planning and design. 

Submitter is concerned that there is no detailed and transparent 
environmentally impact content and needs analysis and assesment of 
the project to underpin the scheme. 

Submitter is concerned that the development will threaten and impact 
matters of national environmental significance including the bay, 
mangroves and seagrass areas and areas of natural flora and fauna. 

Submitter is concerned that GJ Walter Park and surrounding 
foreshore will be lost to private development.  

Submitter comments that destroying or reducing existing 
parkland and open space for additional vehicle movement is not 
in the public's interest. Additional noise, parking nand vehicle 
traffic does not improve the current amenity. 

Submitter comments that there are numerous safe walkways 
and bikeways in the area now that are sufficient for many years 
to come. 

Submitter supports the 
upgrading of the ferry 
terminal with minimal 
impact on the environment 
and surroudsn. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina 
development will not benefit the whole 
community but only the small minority who 
have boats. 

Submitter does not support the construction 
of the marina. 

TH14/482
Submitter is supportive of the 
development. 

Submitter comments that it will be a great benefit 
to Cleveland and the sustainability of Stradbroke 
Island as a tourist destination. 

Submitter suggests that the boundary should be 
extended South to the northern side of Oyster 
Point. 

Submitter comments that the foreshore is an 
eyesore 

Submitter comments that it is a good mix of uses to cater for a wide range of 
participants. 

Submitter does not have an issue with 7-15 storey buildings provided they do 
not impact on the views of nearby properties. 

Submitter comments that the negligible effect on the environment will 
be minimal. 

Submitter comments that the proposal will enhance the facilities 
of GJ Walker Park.

Submitter is supportive of 
the proposal and comments 
that it will bring more 
commercial activity to the 
area and create local 
employment. 

Submitter supports the 
proposal and comments that 
it will improve the ordinary 
facilities. 

Submitter comments that there is a need for 
more water based and marina facilities. 

TH14/483

Submitter comments that the proposal is an 
overdevelopment and will end up looking like the 
Gold coast. 

Submitter is concerned that the development will 
inconsistent with the village atmosphere. 

Submitter is concerned about the height limits and notes that it should be only 
four or five storeys high in keeping with the surrounding area. 

Submitter is concerned that there is too much dredging in a very fragile 
area. 

Submitter comments that the mangroves should not be removed. 

Submitter is concerned that parking infrastructure will not 
support the increase in demand due to population and 
tourism growth. 

Submitter comments that the park should not be redeveloped, it 
is a piece of hisotyr and ideally located with views across the 
bay. 

Submitter suggests a boardwalk connecting the ferry and going 
up to the point which would be environmentally advantegeous 
as well. 

Submitter also suggest a jetty would be good in the right spot. 

Submitter is concerned that 
there will be an increase in 
traffic issues with more 
retail and residential 
development. 

Submitter comments a 
restaurant and café at the 
terminal would be good and 
that parking should only be 
short stay. 

Submitter supports the 
modernisation of the 
ferry/water taxi terminal 

Submitter comments that the marina should 
be located away from Parklands.

Submitter comments that the area does not 
need a marina and only water based 
development should be opening the channel 
for the barges and boardwalks connecting 
Cleveland but not encroaching on the 
mangroves and existing parking. 

TH14/484
Submitter comments that there are other areas 
around Redlands that already act as the gateway to 
Moreton Bay. 

Submitter is concerned that GJ Walter Park will be lost to private 
deveopment and the parklands should be left intact and 
undisturbed. 

Submitter is supportive of 
upgrading transport facilities 
to North Stradbroke Island. 

Submitter opposes the marina development 
but is supportive of boardwalks, cafes and 
shops that has minimal impact on the 
environment. 

TH14/485
Submitter is concerned about the building height and believes that it will 
disturb the natural beauty of the area. 

Submitter comments that minimal disturbance to the environment 
should be the focus of the development. 

Submitter is concerned that dredging for the marina will be constant 
and ongoing in the silting mud.

Submitter comments that mangroves and natural shore lines are 
irreplaceable and the damage that would be done is irreversible. 

Submitter is concerned about the disturbance to Koala habitats. 

Submitter comments that ample free parking should be 
made available for island visitors. 

Submitter is concerned that the raod infrastructure 
entering cleveland is at capacity and there are no plans to 
upgrade the road network to meet demand. 

Submitter comments that minimal impact should be had on 
existing parks.

Submitter is concerned that a marina will 
take away from the view and would require 
regular dredging which would be very 
expensive. 

TH14/486

Submitter is concerned that extensive commercial 
development will compete with the Cleveland CBD 
and its viability. 
Ubmitter comments that the primary function of 
the area must be a hub for bus and ferry transport 
with some marine industries supported. 

Submitter comments that residential development near GJ Walter Park will not 
be aesthetically pleasing. 

Submitter comments that a multi level vehicle parking 
facility is important so that parked vehicles are a 
convenient distance from the ferry termoinal and would  
minimise the area of land used for vehicle parking. 

Submitter comments that pedestrian and cycle networks 
are desirable. 

Submitter comments that public access to the bay and water 
connectively in the GJ Walter Park area is important. 

Submitter comments that the GJ Walter Park beach area should 
be enhanced and trees retained in the area. 

Submitter comments that 
mixed use concepts should 
be deferred until demand is 
assessed. 

Submitter comments that 
residential construction 
should be deferred 
indefinitely. 

Submitter comments that 
the transit hub is vital. 

Submitter suggests that Point Halloran 
should be the location for the marina. 

TH14/487
Submitter suggests that land should be allocated for 
the Australia Navy Cadets Training Ship Diamantina 
within the development.

TH14/488
Submitter is supportive of the 
development. 

Submitter comments that the area has much 
potential and needs to be brought forward into the 
21st century with new business and outdoor 
lifestyle attractions. 

TH14/489
Submitter is concerned that the development is an 
exercise for developers to make a profit. 

Submitter comments that more tourism isn't 
always good and that community will not benefit 
from the proposal. 

Submitter is concerned that the development will 
turn the area into a Gold Coast. 

Submitter comments that the development should 
be kept simple and keep in line with the natural 
beauty. 

Submitter is concerned that the development will disturb the koala 
habitats.

TH14/490

Submitter is concerned that extensive commercial 
development will compete with the Cleveland CBD 
and its viability. 

Submitter comments that the building height should remain the same and 
keep it consistent with the rest of Redlands. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposal does not follow due process 
and rules set for environmental protection with regard to removal of 
mangroves and destruction of the marine park. 

Submitter is concerned that the development will destroy the natural 
habitat of marine, plant and wild life in the area.  

Submitter comments that there is already sufficient access to 
the bay and should not be spoiled. 

Submitter comments that 
the additional development 
is not required and support 
should be given to local 
businesses. 

Submitter is concerned 
that the residential 
precinct is too close to the 
noise and diesel fumes of 
the ferries. 

Submitter comments that there is no 
demand for more marina berths and the 
development of another marina would not be 
viable. 

Submitter is concerned about the amount of 
dredging spoil that would need to be 
dumped. 

Submitter is concerned that dredge soils will 
be dumped on Mud Island. 

TH14/491

Submitter is concerned that extensive commercial 
development will compete with the Cleveland CBD 
and its viability. 

Submitter is concerned about the 15 storey height limit and is inconsistent 
with the area. 

Submitter comments that pine trees and mangroves should be 
retained. 

Submitter comments that marine life should be protected. 

Submitter is concerned that the current road netowrk will 
not be able to support an increase in population growth. 

The parking infrastructure should be improved for 
commuters and visitors

Submitter comments that GJ Walter Park needs to be retained 
and improved with amenities. 

Submitter is supportive of improved water vessel access without 
extensive dredging and depositing of dredged material into the 
sea. 

Submitter is concerned 
that the precinct will be 
high density but have 
limited recreation 
facilities.

Submitter comments that improved access 
for barges, ferries and boating public should 
be a priority. 

Submitter comments that a large marina is 
not desirable. 

Submitter is concerned that the precinct will 
be a dutch style reclamation of land were 
marine animals, locals and visitors will only 
see artificial land and seascape. 
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TH14/492

Submitter is concerned about the impact of the 
development will have on Toondah Harbour 
environmentall, aesthetically and financially. 

Submitter is concerned that there financial cost of 
the development will be borne by residents. 

Submitter is concerned about the scale of 
development and the cost of the project. 

Submitter comments that improvements aroudn 
Toondah Harbour where the ferry terminal is and 
the CSIRO site is required.

Submitter is concerned that the development is a 
huge undertaking and would negatively impact on 
the community and town of Cleveland.  

Submitter is concerned that extensive commercial 
development will compete with the Cleveland CBD 
and its viability. 

Submitter is concerned that the 15 storey height limit is an overdevelopment 
and is concerned that it is inconsistent with the area. 

Submitter is concerned that the development is not environmentally 
viable. 

Submitter comments that the mistakes from the Raby Bay 
development should be taken on board.

Submitter is concerned about the loss of the dog park.

Submitter comments that the park should be improved and 
retained as parkland. 

GJ Walter Park should not be overdeveloped. 

Submitter is not supportive 
of the plans for the urban 
village.  

Submitter is concerned 
that the residential 
development would be 
financially unviable

Submitter is supportive of 
upgrading transport facilities 
to North Stradbroke Island 
and providing facilities to 
increase tourism. 

Submitter is concernd that the marina would 
be financially unviable. 

Submitter is not supportive of the 
reclamation or dredging of any area adjacent 
to GJ Walter Park.

Submitter is concerned about the impact on 
the environment and waterways. 

TH14/493
Submitter is concerned about the 15 storey height limit and will block the 
views and sea breezes.

Submitter is concerned that the road network will not 
support the increase in traffic.

Submitter comments that GJ Walter Park should be retained 
without development. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina will 
require major dredging and this will affect 
the surrounding waterways. 

Submitter comments that a marina is feasible 
but doesn’t need to be so large. 

TH14/494

Submitter comments that the PDA should be located 
next to Cleveland CBD where there are facilities and 
infrastructure to support the development. 

Submitter comments that the name of the PDA 
should be changed to "Toondah Harbour and GJ 
Walter Park Redevelopment PDA' to reflect the 
intention of the PDA.

Submitter is concerned that the PDA process does 
not have any checks and balances and is 
undemocractic. 

Submitter comments that the scheme ignores that 
2013 consultation by Council/

Submitter comments that the community 
consultation was very lacking and minimal. 

Submitter comments that the scheme be withdrawn 
and prepared with full public consultation. 

Submitter is concerned that extensive commercial 
development will compete with the Cleveland CBD 
and its viability.

Submitter is concerned about the building heights and believes that they 
should be limited to 7 storeys only. High density development will ruin the 
village atmospheree of the area and block breezes, views and sunlight. 

Submitter  is concerned that the marina will impact the ecology of 
Moreton Bay.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme ignores all independent 
environmental advice and reports. 

Submitter is concerned that dredging will impact the  wildlife and eco-
system. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not consider the 
RAMSAR treaty

Submitter is concerned that the marina will increase chemical 
pollution, noise and disturbances. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed koala corridor will not assist 
in the ongoing viability of the local koala population. 

Submitter is concerned that an EIS has not been completed. 

Submitter is concerned that the current road network will 
not support the increase in demand with the growth in 
population and tourism. 

Submitter comments that parking should be improved and 
should be the size of of the brisbane airport T2 carpark to 
meet demand. 

Submitter comments that cycle routes are welcomed 
throughout the PDA but should be kept away from the 
park. 

Submitter comments that GJ Walter Park should be retained 
with only minor upgrade development. 

Submitter comments that 
the precinct should kept to 
the current surfaced areas 
of the acutal Toondah 
Harbour and ex CSIRO 
buildings and surronds and 
leave GJ Walter Park out. 

Submitter is concerned that 
there is no evidence of a 
need for a mixed use village

Submitter is concerned 
that there is no evidence 
of a need for a residential 
precinct. 

Submitter is concerned 
that there is no market 
demand. 

Submitter supports 
development of the ferry 
terminal

Submitter comments that 
parking is required within the 
actual harbour. 

Submitter comments that there is no need or 
desire for a marina. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina will 
require constant dredging at the burden of 
ratepayers. 

TH14/495

Submitter is concerned that the development will 
harm the community and property values. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme has lacked 
consultation with local cummity, business and the 
Quandamooka people. 

submitter is concerned that increased tourism 
numbers will harm the community. 

Submitter is concerned that the development will impact on the 
wildllife, mangroves, local sea & bird wildlife and the rare 
environmental benefits that Moreton Bay brings. 

Submitter is concerned that the road network will not 
support the increase in traffic.

TH14/496
Submitter is supportive of developing the 
foreshore.

Submitter is concerned about the building heights and believes that they 
should be limited to 6 storeys along the water. 

Submitter comments that buildings proposed are designed with north/south 
aspects to achieve the best outcome for natural lighting, heating, cooling and 
ventilation 

Submitter comments that they have some faith in environmental 
engineers to deliver properly researched and managed project which 
will be beneficial to all concerned. 

Submitter comments that at least 1000mm for sea level rises. 

Submitter comments that it would be possible to connect 
the new developed area with the existing rail service at 
Cleveland station and an automatically operated overhead 
rail loop. 

Submitter comments that the proposal needs to think less 
about cars and more about public transport. 

Submitter is supportive of the proposal and suggests that 
covered walkways similar to Southbank should be included. 

Submitter comments that 
attention to the orientation 
when building is important, 
submitter suggests that the 
buildings should have a long 
axis in the east/west 
direction. 

TH14/497

Submitter is concerned that the scheme is poorly 
prepared with conflicting elements and it is not 
possible to have them all. 

Submitter comments that the stated and implied 
design principles are too fee and general.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not 
clearly set out how conflicting uses are resolved to 
meet stated or implied design principles. 

Submitter is concerned that the redevelopment is 
merely a profit making exercise for developers. 

Submitter comments that the scheme should be 
rewritten. 

Submitter comments that the development will be 
a poor source of future employment and believes 
that the residential precinct would be better 
reserved as a high-tech type industrial park. 

Submitter is concerned the koala corridor proposed will impact on the 
koala population. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not address 
environmental and sustainability matters relating to the viability of 
dredging to install the marina and the impact of the proposed high 
density development. 

Submitter is concerned that the local road network will not 
be able to support the increase in traffic and population. 
Submitter comments that upgrading the road network 
should be a priority prior to development of the site. 

Submitter is concerned that GJ Walter Park will loss to private 
development. Submitter comments that open public space 
should be retained. 

Submitter comments that 
the height and density is 
totally inappropriate for 
this site and inconsistent 
with the surrounds. 

Submitter is concerned 
that the residential 
elements are also in 
conflict with other 
proposed uses. 

Submitter comments that 
any redevelopment has to 
ensure that the smooth and 
efficient operation of vehicle 
and passenger ports. 

Submitter comments that 
Toondah Harbour being a 
gateway to North Stradbroke 
Island has to also provide 
free parking for non-vehicle 
passengers within the site. 

Submitter comments that 
space must be reserved for 
future expansion of the 
ferries terminal. 

Submitter comments that an EIS and 
licensing arrangement for the marina 
development should have been completed to 
underpin the scheme. 

TH14/498

Submitter supports the harbour upgrade.

Submitter is concerned that extensive commercial 
development will impact the Cleveland CBD and its 
viability as a town centre.  

Submitter is concerned that the views from Grand 
View pub will be loss to the high density 
development. 

Submitter is concerned about the building height limits and  believes that it will 
change the character of the immediate vicintiy. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposal will not have any natural 
environmental left once completed. 

Submitter is concerned that the Marina will destroy the mangroves, 
marine life and the plant life and the marine parks biodiversity. 

Submitter comments that GJ Walter Park does not need a 
road or cycle path through it., 

Submitter is concerned that GJ Walter Park will loss to private 
development. Submitter comments that open public space 
should be retained. 

Submitter comments that 
this is not required. 

Submitter comments that 
this is not required and is 
concerned that the 
shadow cast by the 
proposed residential 
buildings would be 
detrimental. 

Submitter comments that a 
new plan should be prepared 
concerning the immediate 
area of the ferry and water 
taxis, 

TH14/499

Submitter is concerned that the ratepayers will bear 
the increased costs in maintaining and dredging 
additional waterways. 

Submitter comments that significant performance 
bonds from the deelopment should be required to 
ensure that if issues arise that they can be paid for.

Submitter comments that problems that arose for 
the Raby Bay devleopment should not be repeated. 

Submitter comments that the plan should be 
withdrawn and rewritten. 

Submitter objects to land being given to developers 
and they should be required to pay. 

Submitter is concerned that the outcomes of a 
tourist destination is short sighted and notes that 
people will only be transiting through the area to 
the Islands. 

Submitter is concerned that the 15 storey building height in the proposal is 
inconsistent with the existing area. Submitter comments that the development 
should be limited to 3 storeys. 

Submitter is concerned that the development will cause the silting up 
the dredging channels requiring regular dredging to maintain the 
quality of the locality. 

Submitter is concerned that the destruction of mangroves and 
disturbance of the seabed will affect the fish breeding in the area. 

Submitter is concerned that the parking issue around the 
area will increase with the traffic network coming under 
increase strain. 

Submitter comments that parking should not spill out onto 
the streets in the area. 

Submitter comments that the operators of barges should 
be required to provide more than adequate parking for 
their businesses. 

Submitter is concerned that GJ Walter Park is being resumed for 
roads and high density development. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina will 
have significant problems with effluent 
disposal and pollution from vessel exhausts. 

Submitter comments that an 800 berth 
marina is not needed or warranted, and 
believes that 50 to 100 berths appears more 
appropriate. 

Submitter comments that people with boats 
already have berths in Raby Bay. 
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TH14/500

Submitter comments that tourists are attracted tot 
the natural assets of the area and not a 
development like the Gold Coast. 

Submitter comments that a development that fits 
within the feel/amenity of Cleveland and 
Stradbroke should be prepared that include low 
rise buildings, cages/restaurants and a small 
marina adjoining the existing GJ Walter Park with 
some minor upgrades. 

Submitter is concered about the 15 storey height limit and believes it is an 
overdevelopment of the site and is incongruous to the amenity/attraction to 
the area. Submitter comments that 4 storeys should be the maximum height 
limit. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not align with the vision 
'development respects and values marines and land based ecoology 
and seeks to protect matters of ecological significance.' 

Submitter comments that Moreton Bay should not be be used for land 
reclamation, filling and building on top of for a large marina. 

Submitter is cocnerned that land reclamation, dredging, hard surfaces, 
boat pollutants will have a significant impact on the ecosystem and 
health of the bay. 

Submitter comments that eucalypt trees should be protected as the 
natural habitat for koalas and should not be distrubed. 

Submitter comments that GJ Walter Park has historical pine trees that 
should be protected from development.

Submitter is concerned that the marine park will be stressed further by 
the development. 

Submitter is concerned that public space will be given or sold off 
to private developers. Submitter comments that public space 
belongs to the people. 

Submitter comments that the parklands should be removed 
from the PDA boundary.

Submitter comments that the government should not be able to 
profit on the sale of public space. 

Submitter comments that 
any dredging further than 
the necessary to provide 
access to ferries should not 
be in the scheme. 

TH14/501

Submitter is supportive of 
upgrading the area and believes 
that it will be beneficial to the 
community. 

Submitter is cocnerned that 15 storey height limits are inconsistent with 
existing structures and believes anything over 7 storeys is unnecessary and 
unattractive. 

Submitter is cocnerned about the impact that the development will 
have on native flora and fauna especially with the land reclamation 
proposal.

Submitter is concerned about on going dredging and its impact. 

Submitter comments that 
the size of development 
needs to be sympathetic to 
existing structures in 
Cleveland. 

Submitter comments that 
the proposal for mixed use 
with cafes, offices, 
acocmmodation is a good 
idea and will bring some life 
to the area. 

Submitter comments that they are unsure 
about the impact that the development will 
have on the mangroves and water life. 

Submitter is concerned that 800 berths is 
excessive and harmful to marine life. 

TH14/502

Submitter is supportive of the 
proposal and comments that it is 
essential  development for 
Cleveland's future. Submitter 
believes that progress cannot be 
held back. 

Submitter comments that the Manly Marina 
is under pressure and there is a need for 
another marina.

TH14/503

Submitter is concerned about the timing of the PDA 
process and how fast it has taken to prepare the 
scheme without consideration of how it can work for 
the area. 
Submitter is concerned that proper consultation with 
the community has not occurred. 

Submitter comments that all environmental and 
economic impacts and viability should be addressed 
before development occurs. 

Submitter is concerned that extensive commercial 
development will impact on the Cleveland CBD and 
its financial viability. 

Submitter is concerned that the 15 storey height limit will detract from the 
natural beauty of the location. Submitter believes that there is no market for 
high density development as there many vacant units in Cleveland. 

Submitter comments that the height limits should be limited to 7 storeys. 

Submitter is concerned that there has not been enough investigations 
into the impact on the natural environment and that it does not affect 
the flora and fauna in the area. 

Submitter is concerned that the dredging and reclamation 
requirements will have detrimental flow on effects. 

Submitter comments that a better road network is 
required to support the vehicular/pedestrian ferry and 
water taxi servies.

Submitter comments that better, secure and more 
abundant parking is required. 

Submitter comments that an upgraded pedestrian and 
cylce network should utilise the foreshore. 

Submitter notes that public transport requires upgrading 
to ensure efficient linking to all forms of public transport 
and business districts. 

Submitter supports the continued use of GJ Walter Park for 
recreational activities and would like some upgrading to the 
park.

Submitter comments that a comfortable waiting area, children's 
paly area, ticketing and information   and café for the ferry 
terminal would be good. 

Submitter comments that a secure bike storage area and shower 
facilities is not required and notes that it will be an unused 
facility that will waste resources. 

Submitter supports the 
mixed use village for tourist 
information and 
information.

Submitter supprts a 
waterfron promenade with 
pedestrian and cyclist 
access.
Submitter does not support 
a supermarket.

Submitter comments that 
a residential precinct 
should be considered as 
there is a surplus available 
around Cleveland. 

Submitter comments that 
a hostel or short term 
accommodation facility 
will be useful. 

Submitter comments that 
overflow parking in this 
precinct will be useful. 

Submitter comments that 
the ferry terminal upgrade is 
long overdue and requires a 
more welcoming terminal. 

Submitter comments that 
separation of vehicular 
access from the water taxis 
is a very good idea for safety 
and ease of access for the 
ferries. 

Submitter does not support the construction 
of the marina and believes that the facilities 
at Raby bay and Manly which have direct 
access to dining and other options for boat 
users. 

TH14/504
Submitter comments that an upgrade to the 
terminal is required to make it a more inviting 
gateway to North Stradbroke Island. 

Submitter comments that 15 storey height limit is too high. 

Submitter comments that 
vehicular ferry 
loading/unloading upgrades 
are needed. 

Submitter comments that a private boat 
marina is not a good idea and suggests that a 
services marina would be more useful.

TH14/505

Submitter comments that a full investigation into the imapct of the 
proposed development and determination of whether the impact on 
migratory shorebirds is likely to be significant and options for avoiding, 
reducing or offsetting any impacts should be completed. 

Submitter is concerned that dredging and loss of habitats of the 
Marine Park/RAMSAR site will threaten the ecological character of the 
RAMSAR site. 

TH14/506
Submitter is supportive of the plan 
and is needed at Toondah Harbour 
for growth. 

Submitter believes that the development will be 
good for the Redlands area and increase 
employment opportunities. 

Submitter comments that making use of the foreshore for Redlands growth is 
good. 

Submitter comments that the scheme takes into consideration the 
natural environment and is supportive of the plan. 

Submitter comments that the scheme takes into 
consideration the requirement for growth with road, 
parking and public transport and supports the plan. 

Submitter comments that the pedestrian and cycle 
networks are good. 

Submitter comments that the plan for open space is good and 
enables a great range of people to enjoy the foreshore. 

TH14/507

Submitter comments that the plan should be 
sensitive to what aleady exists and not aleter the 
essential character of the park. Submitter notes 
that the sandy beach, seashore mangroves and 
heritage tress should be valued as essential and 
central features rather than a 'copy cat' upgrade of 
facilities. 

Submitter is concerned that the old Norfolk Pine trees and Moreton 
bay Fig trees will be lost and believes that they are essential to the 
natural beauty of the area and part of the heritage and history of the 
area. 

Submitter is concerned about the proposal for GJ Walter Park 
and believes that it should be exempt from development. 
Submitter comments that it is the last remaining park with a 
naturally occurring waterfront accessible by the community and 
would destroy the atmosphere of the area if developed. 

Submitter is supportive of a 
low key upgrade to the ferry 
terminal.

TH14/508
Submitter comments that the development set out in 
the community consultation document in 2013 is 
more in line with the community's view. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme is not 
consistent with the existing development. 

Submitter comments that they support all 
development that promotes Cleveland as the 
Gateway to Stradbroke Island, not as a destination. 

Submitter comments that while construction will 
provide employment opportunities in the short 
term, the community will have to live with the 
development outcomes for the long term.  

Submitter is concerned about the 15 storey height limit and believes that it is 
inconsistent with local area and that there is no market for high density 
development. 

Submitter comments that parking options should be 
increased to meeting with demand and provide a revenue 
raising asset for the Council. 

Submitter opposes a road near, beside or through the 
Koala corridor. 

Submitter comments that there is not currently a public 
transport network from the train to the harbour to 
support an increase in residential development. 

Submitter comments that the connectivity comes from the 
bottom of Queen Street rather than adding an additional 
street through the Koala corridor. 

Submitter does not support development of the dog park.

Submitter does not support a boardwalk development.

Submitter supports a mixed 
use vialalge but not to the 
suggested height limit as it 
will be out of character with 
the rest of the area. 

Submitter comments low 
rise and not high density 
development to occur. 

Submitter supports the the 
development of the harbour 
for the ferries.

Submitter does not support the Marina and 
believes that it involves too much dredging of 
the bay and that it may not be financially 
viable similar to what has happened at Raby 
Bay. 

TH14/509

Submitter comments that they do not believe that 
the economic benefits outweight the 
disadvanatages to residents and the local 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that the wild, plant and or marine life will be 
destroyed by the development. 

Submitter is concerned that an EIS has not been completed to 
underpin the scheme. 

Submitter is concerned that the natural environment will be ruined. 

Submitter is concered that the parking infrastructure will 
not be able to support the increase in tourism and 
population growth. Submitter is concerned that this will 
increase the noise pollution and traffic. 

Submitter is concerned that the inclusion of a public bus 
route and increased traffic  will destroy the peaceful 
ambience of the area. 

Submitter is concerned that the parklands will be loss to the 
development and the proposed new parklands will not be 
adequate for the community to use. 

TH14/510
Submitter comments that the 
development is a well overdue 
project and vital for the city. 

Submitter believes that this has been addressed in 
the scheme.
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TH14/511
Submitter is supportive of the 
upgrade to Toondah Harbour. 

Submitter comments that the community requires 
a gateway to Moreton Bay that is world class. 

Submitter comments that this will create much 
needed jobs in the area as well as a wonderful 
recreation facility for locals and tourists. 

Submitter comments that no more than 15 storeys built well back from the 
shoreline with plenty of green space included. 

Submitter comments that Redlands prides itself on being a sustainable 
city and that it needs to be a priority in the project. 

Submitter comments that more parking for commuters is 
required. 

Submitter comments that a water park should be included. 

TH14/512
Submitter comments that the Marina should 
offer short term berthing for new built 
vessels up to 35m length and 10m beam. 

TH14/513
Submitter is concerned that opposing minority 
groups will delay or stop development of the 
proposal. 

Submitter comments that the redevelopment will 
upgrade the area to show off Redlands in the 21st 
century. 

Submitter comments that the development should 
include a decent marina, boat ramp, ferry terminal 
and tidy developed recreational park and foreshore 
with cafes, restaurants and mixed business.

Submitter comments that the development will 
bring more affordable housing into the area and 
create long term employment prospects. 

TH14/514

Submitter comments that the development will not 
attract the tourists numbers predicted and makes 
comparisons to the Melbourne Docklands 
development. 

Submitter comments that the buildings are too high and general design is not 
attractive, modern and soul-less. 

Submitter is concerned that GJ Walter Park will be lost to private 
development and the proposed park replacement will not be 
adequate to meet the needs and demands of the community. 

Submitter comments that as much parkland shoud be retained 
and preserved as much as possible. 

TH14/515
Submitter comments that the development should 
only be a small scale ground level development.

Submitter comments that the maximum height should be at 3 storeys to keep 
consistent with the village feel of the area. Consideration should be taken to 
the design to minimise light and noise pollution for local residents.

Submitter comments that as Toondah Harbour will be the gateway to the bay 
the building designs should mimick those of the architectural designs specified 
for dwellings on the islands - natural materials, angles lines, or indigiscapes 
centre etc. 

Submitter comments that the focus should be on the natural 
environment with lots of native trees and grass. 

Submitter comments that the footpaths and bikeways 
should be connected to promote healthy living. 

Submitter comments that lots of trees should be in the 
vehicle parking areas for visual amenity. 

Submitter comments that as much parklands and open space 
should be retained to allow for the bay breezes to flow through 
the area. 

Submitter comments that GJ Walter Park and the dog park 
should not be developed. 

TH14/516
Submitter is supportive of the 
development and believes that it is 
a brilliant opportunity for the area. 

Submitter comments that the current development is 
not attractive and under utilised. 

Submitter comments that the location of the building and design will work well 
in the area specified and will not impact on surrounding areas. 

Submitter comments that the safety and ongoing protection of the 
fauna and flora of the local area should be an ongoing concern for 
developers. 

Submitter comments that new parking areas and cycle 
networks will further enhance the ability for tourists and 
community members to utilise the space. 

Submitter comments that that development of the area will 
greatly improve the ability for the local community to access the 
bay and waterfront area. 

Submitter comments that the area is not being used to its full 
potential and the community are not able to full y appreciate the 
beauty of the Cleveland waterfront. 

Submitter comments that 
this will bring business to 
the local community which 
will be a welcome change to 
the area. 

Submitter comments that 
increasing residential 
development will increase 
the local economy and 
have positive impacts on 
the community. 

Submitter comments that the marina is a 
brilliant idea for the area

TH14/517
Submitter comments that a basketball stadium 
should be included in the development.

Submitter is concerned that the development will 
turn the area into a Gold Coast. 

Submitter is concerned that extensive retail and 
residential development will detrimentally impact 
Cleveland CBD and Raby Bay.

Submitter is concerned that there is no market or demand for high density 
development and will not be consistent with the existing development in the 
area. 

Submitter is concernd that the high rise development will block bay breezes/.

Submitter is concerned that the development will impact on the 
grading of the water way and believes that it will reverse the work done 
to improve it. 

Submitter is concerned that the development will impact on the 
ecosystem of the water and the natural habitats of marine and plant 
life. 

Submitter is concenred that the development will distrub the natural 
habitat of koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the increase in population will 
increase the traffic congestion.

Submitter is concerned that GJ Walter Park and Moreton Bay 
will be lost to private development. Submitter is concerned that 
the proposed parks in new locations will not be adequate to 
meet the needs and demands of the community. 

TH14/518

Submitter comments that Council should focus on 
updating and improving the Cleveland CBD. 

Submitter is not against the downsized development 
of Toondah Harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the koala habitat will be disturbed and 
destroyed.

Submitter is concerned that the development does not have regard to 
the natural environment and objects to the dredge waste disposal in 
general. 

Submitter suggests that underground car parking may 
alleviate the parking issue. 

Submitter is concerned that GJ Walter Park and Moreton Bay 
will be lost to private development. 

Submitter objects to the reclamation or dredging of the area 
adjacent G J Walter Park. 

TH14/519
Submitter is concerned that the cost of dredging and 
maintaining additional waterways will be borne by 
ratepayers.

Submitter is concerned that the dredge spoils will contain large traces 
of ammonia and cannot be reused until it has been cleaned and the 
cost for this exercise is expensive. 

Submitter is concerned that excess dredging will be unsustainable and 
not sensible. 

TH14/520

Submitter comments that the scheme should be 
withdrawn and a new one prepared without GJ 
Walter Park within the boundary and  full community 
consultaiton.

Submitter is concerned that the development is 
not in keeping with the sub tropical, coastal and 
natural environment surroundings.

Submitter is concerned that the view from 
Grandview Hotel will be obstructed by high density 
development.  

Submitter comments that development should be low impact to be consistent 
with the existing development. 

Submitter comments that high density development should not 
be allowed in GJ Walter Park. 

TH14/521

Submitter is concerned that there is no evidence of 
demand or need for the proposed scale of 
development. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will impact the commuters from North 
Stradbroke Island through increase parking costs. 

submitter is concerned tha tthe scheme is silent on 
complement development opportunities and 
proposals for North stradbroke and Dunwich. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme fails to 
consider the outcomes from  community 
consultation in July 2013 and the community vision 
identified in 2010. 

Submitter requests for the document to be 
withdrawn and reviewed to meet the needs and 
expectations of the community. 

Submtiter is concerned that the scheme focuses on 
development around GJ Walter Park rather than 
the area locally recognised as Toondah Harbour. 
Submitter believes that the PDA boundary be 
redeifned to focus solely on Toondah Harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposal will affect 
the commercial viability of the Cleveland CBD. 
Submitter believes that there is no demand or 
interest in unit living. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme identifying 
the harbour as a destination will inhibit travel to 
North stradbroke island. 

Submitter is concerned that the commercial 
development will affect and impact on the 
Cleveland CBD, Raby bay and North Stradbroke 
Island. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not 
have any connectivity with Cleveland CBD or the 
rail station. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposal focuses on the primary purpose of 
encouraging development rather than meeting needs or expectations of the 
people of the Redlands. 

Submitter is concernd that 15 storey building height is incompatible with the 
primary purpose of the PDA as a transport hub. Submitter is concerned that 
the increase in noise pollution form ferry barges will not attract potential 
buyers. 

Submitter is concerned that the low mudflow at low tide would require 
constant dredging. Submitter is concerned that maintenance of the 
marina will increase rates in the area. 

Submitter is concerned that th eproposal will result in the loss of 
seagrass and exisitng habitats for marine life and cause degradation off 
old growth for a marina. 

Submitter is concerned the that proposed scheme is in contravention 
RAMSAR treaty. 

Submitter is concered that dredge spoils are not managed 
appropriately and that it is an negative impost. 

submitter is concerned that 'sustainability' and 'natural environment' 
have not been recognised or considered in the proposed development 
scheme. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposal will increase koala mortality 
through the increase in road traffic and addtional roads.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development scheme is not 
underpinned by expert research into the environmental issues adn 
constraints.  

Submitter is concerned that there will be an increase in 
traffic and congestion on a road network that cannot 
support any increase in traffic. 

Submitter is concerned tha GJ Walter Park will be redeveloped 
despite no documentation or studies indicating the current or 
likely future needs for the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposal to replace GJ Walter 
park with a man made beach is unacceptable. 

Submitter is concerned that there is no 
demand for a marina.

Submitter is concerned that the marina 
would deny visual and physical connectivity 
to the bay.

TH14/522 Submitter is cocnerned that crime will increase. 
Submitter is concerend that extensive commercial 
development will impact on the Cleveland CBD. 

Submitter is concerned about the 15 storey high rise buildings and shops that 
will block the views from existing residents. Submitter comments that high rise 
development will look dirty from being stained form salt water air. 

Submitter is concerned that there will be an increase in pollution and 
rubbish from increased population and tourism numbers. 

Submitter is concerend that the local road network will not 
be able to support the increase in traffic. 

Submitter is concerned that there will be an increase in 
hoon drives.  

Submitter comments that a revamp to the parklands is required 
with safe walking paths and lighting, but should not be 
redeveloped into residential precinct. 
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TH14/523

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/524

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

TH14/525

Submitter comments that the PDA should be 
withdrawn and rewritten with proper participation 
and EIS, pre-planning studied to underpin the 
scheme. 

Submitter is concerned that since the PDA legislation 
bypasses the normal mechanisms for impact studies 
the submitter is concerned that it is difficult to 
prepare a submission since only a conceptualised 
plan is available with vague detail for assessment. 
Submitter is concerned that no subsequent 
submission period is available for the community. 

Submitter is concerned that the fast tracking of the 
of the scheme does not allow for the correct studies 
to be done to underpin the scheme. 

Submitter is concerned that the process lacks 
community consultation.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme lacks 
expertise in the planning process. 

Submitter comments that the infrastructure for 
the area should focus on providing facilities such as 
parking for commuters and island visitors and not 
high density development. Submittter is concerned 
that the scheme is overlooking the primary 
function of the site as a transport node. 

Submitter is cocnerned that massive and concentrated residential and required 
traffic flow will lose the quiet village atmosphere and turn it into a congested 
gold coast development. 

Submitter is concerned that the buiding heights will obstruct and spoil the 
natural viewshed of the Bay. Submitter comments that anything above several 
stories is changing the natural landscape of the southern end of the bay into a 
high rise rim. 

Submitter is concerned that the dredging spoils are contaminated with 
ammonia and would impact on the marine life in the southern bay if 
disturbed. 

Submitter comments that the normal silt plume amelioration 
techniques will not be useful with this design 

Submitter is concerned that the development will impact the water 
quality of Moreton Bay. 

Submitter is concerned that teh proposal for the northern channel 
means that the site becomes prone to a long distance wid wave energy.  
This  through flow channeling means sediments and larger substrate 
debris will infill all three of the northern channel, the harbour basis and 
the existing Fison channel. Submitter comments that it would be better 
to avoid this flow through design and not have the northern channel. 

Submitter is concerned abou thte impact of the surrounding 
environment from the marina design and comments that the use of a 
barrier wall will flect and magnify the impact of wave erosion to nearby 
shores. Submitter comments that this is has been a feature where solid 
walls are used, facing the wal with material that can absorb the energy 
is necessary, but submitter is concerned that the PDA does not address 
this in full. Submitter comments that it is difficult to plan what wall 
should be used in a site with housing and natural islands nearby. 

Submitter is concerned that the design for the beach will not work due 
to the change in tidal waves. 

Submitter is concerned that the  coral community will be lost due to 
the additional turbidity and nutrient of the massive proposed 

Submitter is concerned that the costs for building car 
parking infrastructure will be subsidiesd by ratepayers 
when the council is lumbered with meeting the problem by 
the state. 

Submitter  comments that a 
marina basin and 
commercial ferry terminal 
creates high noise for 
proposed residential 
development. 

Submitter comments that the site is wrong 
for the marina as it consists of  shallow water 
and will require continual maintenance.

Submitter is concerned that the development 
of the marina will impose high costs

Submitter comments that navigation neaerby 
is not possible for deep draft vessels and will 
require a demand for additional dredging and 
increase safety issues/hazards from intertidal 
vessel strandings. 

Submitter suggests using dry stacking as an 
alternate option to a marina. This would 
increase boat storage for residents and 
avoids high maintenance of marinas and is a 
low environmental impact option. 

TH14/526
Submitter is suportive of 
development of the ferry terminal 
and its associated facilities. 

Submitter is supportive of limited reclamation around 
the harbour to support ferry operations, marine 
services and a small mixed use area. 

Submitter comments that a new plan should be made 
and put to a vote to Redland residents. 

Submitter requests for the development scheme to 
be withdrawn and a more carefully considered plan 
developed, including amending the boundaries of the 
PDA after consideration of public submissions. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
excessive commercial development will compete 
with the Cleveland CBD. 

Submitter is concerned that the existing 
infrastructure will be significantly impacted by the 
proposed development. 

Submitter supports development of Toondah Harbour environment to include 
modest, mixed use urban village and medium density housing consistent with 
the surrounding area. 

Submitter is concerned about the 15 storey height limit and the proposed huge 
population. 

Submitter is concerned that the development will obstruct the natural view of 
Moreton Bay and surrounding islands.

Submitter is concerned about the dredging of the Habitat Protection 
Zone to accommodate for an 800 berth marina. 

Submitter is concerned that the development will lead to the 
destruction of wildlife habitat including the present koala corridors, 
mangroves and seagrasses. 

Submitter is concerned that an Environment Impact Study, 
sedimentation studies or assessment of the impact on the marine has 
not been conducted.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development 
will reduce access to Moreton Bay and increase traffic 
congestions on the current road network. 

Submitter is supportive of upgrading and widening of Fison 
Channel to the south of Cassim Island to assist marine traffic 
from the ferry terminal and public boating facilities. 

Submitter is not supportive of the government and council 
selling G J Walter Walter Park and over 48 acres of Moreton Bay.

Submitter is concerned that there will be an 
increased financial burden on Redland 
ratepayers due to long term dredging 
maintence of additional waterways in the 
area if a marina is built. 

Submitter is concerned about the increase in 
noise and ecological pollution 

TH14/527
Submitter comments that the benefits do not 
outweigh the disadvantages. 

Submitter is concerned that there is an 
overdevelopment of restaurants and cafes. 

Submitter is concerned that the development will create a concrete jungle.

Submitter is concerned that the development will have serious 
environmental and social impacts on the land. 

Submitter is concerned that the development will have serious impacts 
on local wildlife. 

Submitter is concerned that the increase of population and 
commuters will impact the car parking problem. 

Submitter is concerned that there will be a decrease in parklands 
due to the development of GJ Walter Park and that the 
proposed parks will not meet the needs and demands of the 
community. 

TH14/528

submitter is concerned that the scheme fails to 
exhibit the planning necessary to achieve results 
commensurate with local, state national and even 
international interests and requirements. 

Submitter comments that the scheme should be 
withdrawn and work towards a new scheme 
cognisant of economic possibilities and developed 
with community expectations. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not 
take into consideration that consultation completed 
in 2013.

Submitter comments that the development should 
be on already developed area and not green space. 

Submitter is concerned that a greater analysis and 
emphasis on economic benefits of tourism with 
Toondah Harbour as a gateway to Bay and islands 
is not included in the scheme. 

Submitter comments that employment 
opportunities before cafes workers would be good. 

Submitter is concerned that high density development is proposed without a 
purpose. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme is silent on uses for other zones such 
as cultural, heritage, research or education zones. 

Submitter comments that GJ Walter park provides an important backdrop to 
the historical 'Fernleigh' precinct and this will be removed with the 
development of the park. 

Submitter comments that natural beauty values need to have a value placed on 
them to influence design. 

Submitter comments taht economic possibilities need to be encapsulated in 
good architectural design, an iconic experience for tourists as well as locals.

Submitter is concerned that extensive incursions into the Bay will be 
likley be done as cheaply as possible by developers with environmental 
concerns not a top priority of the developer. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina will destroy the seagrass and 
fish habitat and cause degradation of old growth mangroves on near by 
Cassim Island. 
Submitter is concerned that the RAMSAR treaty is not adequatly 
considered. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat/

Submitter is concerned that the development will disturb koala habitat. 

Submitter is concerned that the costs of 
dredging and maintaining the proposed 
marina will fall on rate payers. 

TH14/541

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter comments that Toondah Harbour is a 
transit centre and not a destination. Focus should 
be providing services that will benefit the traveller. 

Submitter is concerned that the historical significance of GJ Walter Park will be 
lost through the residential development. 

Submitter is not supportive of a boutique hotel to be included in the 
development in GJ Walter Park. 

Submitter is concerned that the koala population and historical trees 
will be disturbed and destroyed by the development and the proposed 
road through GJ Walter Park that will remove treels. 

Submitter comments that the seagrass, mangroves and fish habitat 
should be protected. 

Submitter is concerned that the reclamation of the Marina PArk will 
destory the wild, plant and marine life. 

Submitter is concerned that the offsets mentioned in the scheme are 
not adequate as the loss is irreplaceable. 

Submitter is concerned about the impact on the Marine PArk's ecology 
from the development. 

Submitter comments that the RAMSAR treat has not been considered 
in the scheme. 

Submitter is concerned that the area adjacent to GJ Walter Park 
is being reclaimed. 

Submitter is concerned that GJ Walter park is being lost to a 
residential precinct. 

Submitter comments that GJ Walter park should not be 
considered as part of the PDA boundary. 

Submitter comments that sandy beaches are rare in Redlands 
and should not be redeveloped

Submitter comments that 
there is scope for cafes and 
similar built features within 
the ferry precicnt providing 
views of the bay without 
compromise

Submitter is concerned that the marina wil 
require massive dredging and will not be 
viable. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will destroy the ambience of the 
park and turn it into a semi-industrial service 
area with accompanying noise and pollution
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TH14/543

Submitter is concerned that the cost of maintaining 
additional waterways will be borne by rate payers. 

Submitter is concerned that the area is being 
sacrificed for profit making developers. 

Submitter is concerned about the 15 storey building height limit and believes 
that this is inconsistent with the area. 

Submitter is concerned that property values for existing residents will be 
affected by high density development. 

Submitter comments that the vision of the development could 
be achieved without construction of a road through GJ Walter 
Park. 

Submitter is concerned that GJ Walter Park will be lost to 
development. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed new parks will not be 
sufficient to meet the needs and demands of the community. 

Submitter is supportive of 
redevelopment of the ferry 
terminals and facilities to 
welcome tourists and 
supports the boardwalk 
concept with a small 
selection of retail shops. 

Submitter is concerned that a marina will not 
be viable as there are many marinas in the 
area to meet demand. 

TH14/544

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme is not 
supported by the community and is being lobbied by 
property developers. 

Submitter is concerned that the process is not 
transparent and open. Submitter comments that 
access to information should be made accessible and 
freely available. 

Submitter comments that Council voted for the 
community consultation to be extended for a further 
4 weeks. Submitter is concerned that the request has 
been made for an extension and the State has not 
advised its decision in a timely manner and sees this 
as not listening. 

Submitter comments that the PDA vision should 
describe a plan for transforming the area to 
achieve a better overall outcome, recognising both 
community and environmental values as well as the 
economic basis for redevelopment of Toondah 
Harbour facilities. 

Submitter is concered that the PDA vision is 
misleading as the statement that the development 
respects and values marine and land based ecology 
and seeks to protect matters of ecological 
significance contradicts the proposal for 
development of a marina.  

Submitter is concerned that the PDA vision is 
deceptive as it omits to specify that GJ Walter park 
will be used for the proposed new road and 
residential development, whilst the PDA states 
'new areas of publi open space enhance 
opportunities to enjoy the waterfront'.

Submitter is concerned that the 15 storey building height will destroy the 
natural beauty and ecology of the area. Submitter suggests that the building 
heights be consistent with the area and compatible with environmental values. 

Submitter is concerned that there are Heritage constraints which have been 
ignored by the scheme, e.g. GJ Walter Park is an important backdrop to the 
'Fernleigh' precinct which is heritage listed. 

Submitter is concerned that the development of the marina will 
destroy the habitat and ecology of the Marine Park. 

Submitter comments that the site is protected by the RAMSAR treaty. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed road through GJ Walter Park 
will destroy the koala population and their natural habitat. 

Submitter is concerned that an EIS has not been completed to 
underpin the development. 

Submitter coments that all development respects and values marine 
and land based eology and ensures protection of matters of ecological 
significance including preservation of koala corridors, coastal wetlands 
and mirgratory shorebird habitats. 

Submitter suggests that existing open space should be retained 
and fast tracked for inclusion on the State Heritage List. 

Submitter comments that 
the redevelopment of the 
ferry terminal should be 
funded by ferry users over 
the long term with 
appropriate support from 
the State and Council by 
contributing the former 
CSIRO property. 

Submitter comments that 
development and 
redevelopment should be 
restricted to the current 
developed footprint in 
Toondah Harbour plus the 
CSIRO property. 

Submitter comments that 
some business analysis 
should be undertaken to 
determine the nature and 
extent of facilities required 
for now and the future 
including the appropriate 
mechanisms and sources for 
cost recovery. 

TH14/545

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.

Submitter supports the 
redevelopment of the area to 
provide modern ferry terminals, 
attractive on land associated 
infrastructure, modest residential 
and social facilities and widening 
and maintaing Fison channel to 
assist existing ferry operations.

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme does not take into 
consideration the communities previous objection to 
a similar overdevelpoment in the late 1980s. A 
community campaign conducted by Secure 
Toondah's Invaluable Resources succeeded in having 
the development stopped. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development reflects ongoing consultation that was 
undertaken after the August 2013 community 
consultation process however the community were 
not made aware of the opportunity for ongoing 
input. 

Submitter is concerned that there is no disclosure of 
the who has been consulted and the nature of the 
consultation and requests that the details be 
released and disclose the influence that has 
overturned the community's vision.  

Submitter is concerened tha the scheme is too 
complex and poorly written that is difficult to 
understand. 

Submitter notes that the nature of the scheme has 
disenfranchised the community.

Submitter comments that the style of writing is too 
technical  and does not follow the Government's 
mantra to reduce red tape. 

Submitter is concerned that the PDA 'Toondah 
Harbour" is not a true representation of the scope of 

Submitter is concerned that the 15 storey height limit ignores Council planning 
decisions. 

Submitter is concerned that there is no mention of the number of residential 
units and submitter believes that some assessments indicate a possible 1500 
units which is 50% more than the number of houses in Raby Bay. Submitter is 
concerned that social, environmental and eocnomic impacts have not been 
assessed prior to drafting the development scheme. 

Submitter is concerned that there no development with building heights 15 
storeys in the surrounding area, the closest would be in the Brisbane CBD. 

Submitter is concerned that the intention of the proposed development is to 
develop it into a Gold Coast which will impact on the liveability, lifestyle and 
village atmosphere of Cleveland. 

Submitter is concerned about the environmental and ecological 
concerns that will be impacted by the proposed development scheme. 

Submitter is concerned that the site is designed as a RAMSAR site, 
which is an international agreement to protect wetlands and the flight 
paths of migratory birds and it is not mentioned in the PDA how it will 
be managed

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will threaten 
rare and vulnerable bird species that are found in the Toondah Harbour 
precinct. 

Submitter is concerned that the water current, winds, erosion and 
sedimentation are real constraints for the development are not 
understood or planned for in the scheme. 

Submitter is concerned that the land shown on the mapping is below 
hte 1:100 year storm surge level and is likely to contain acid sulphate 
soils. 

Submitter notes that the area was also used as a rubbish tip and 
asbesto and 'hot sand' could be buried under the park. 

Submitter is concerned that impact on fishing, bait collection and 
dugongs have not been investigated and planned for in the scheme. 

Submitter is concerned that there is a plan to use dredged spoil is 
suitable as a stable and environmentally sound fill. This has been 
proven incorrect as this has been used in Raby Bay and has proven 
difficulty supporting vegetation, house and silf free channels. 

Submitter is concerned that sustainability is defined as a one-off and is 
not an accepted definition.

Submitter is concerned that GJ Walter park has heritage value 
and regional significance but has not been reflected in the 
scheme. The submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will compromise GJ Walter Park and its use and 
values has not been investigated to make an informed 
development plan. 

submitter is concerned that the area will be undersupplied wiht 
regional scale park land and will become one of SEQ most 
alienated park land. 

Submitter comments that alienation of the park is akin to an 
asset sale which is a breach of the Government's election 
commitments. 

TH14/546

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme does not take into 
consideration the communities previous objection to 
a similar overdevelpoment in the late 1980s. A 

Submitter is concerned about the environmental and ecological 
concerns that will be impacted by the proposed development scheme. 

Submitter is concerned that the site is designed as a RAMSAR site, 
which is an international agreement to protect wetlands and the flight 
paths of migratory birds and it is not mentioned in the PDA how it will 
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TH14/548

Submitter is concerned that the development is 
focused on reclaiming cast areas of local amenities 
for profit making enterprises. 

Submitter is concerned that the development will be 
fragment and impact the viability of the project. 

Submitter is concerned that extensive commercial 
development will compete with the Cleveland CBD 
and impact on its economic viability.

Submitter comments that it is important to 
develop a strong and vibrant CBD to support the 
growing community. 

Submitter is concerned that the 15 storey height limit is an overdevelopment. 

Submitter is concerned that GJ Walter Park will be sold or given 
away to private developers.

Submitter does not support reclamation or dredging of any area 
adjacent to GJ Walter Park. 

Submitter supports the 
development of a modern 
ferry terminal and 
supporting marine services.

Submitter also supports the 
upgrading and widening of 
the channel to assist marine 
traffic from the terminal and 
public boating facilities.

Submitter supports 
development of a small 
commercial area of services 
relvant to the terminal and 
its patrons. 

TH14/549
Submitter is concerned that the development will be 
detrimental to ratepayers. 

Submitter is concerned that the 15 storey height limit is not consistent with 
the existing area 

Submitter is concerned that the road network will support 
a development of this size and increase congestion 
throughout the area. 

Submitter is concerned that GJ Walter Park will be sold or given 
away to private developers.

Submitter is concerned that the marina will 
not be viable as there is already an 
oversupply of marina berths. 

TH14/550
Submitter is concerned that extensive commercial 
development will compete with the Cleveland CBD 
and impact on its economic viability.

Submitter is concerned about the 15 storey height limit and comments that a 
low rise limited development on the existing land used by the barge, water taxi 
operators and existing car parks and the old CSIRO sites. 

Submitter is concerned about the roadway through GJ Walter 
Park particularly beside a koala corridor. 

Submitter is concerned that GJ Walter Park will be lost to private 
developers.

Submitter supports 
improving facilities, 
infrastructure and amenity 
at the Toondah Harbour 
barge and ferry terminal. 

Submitter does not support a marina with 
mixed use development

TH14/551
Submitter comments that this a great opportunity 
enhance Toondah Harbour for the sustainable benefit 
of the community which should not be wasted. 

Submitter is concenred that the scale of 
development seems to be surplus to market 
demand. 

Submitter is concerned that the development will destroy the natural beauty  
and ecology of the area. 

Submitter is concerned that the development will turn the area into a Gold 
Coast. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina development is irresponsible as 
it is in close proximity to seagrass beds. 

Submitter supports minor 
upgrades to support tourist 
experience to Stradbroke 
Island. 

TH14/552

Submitter is concerned that the PDA process is not 
transparent and incomplete as it does not list the 
financially interested enterprises, who bankroled the 
PDA, who requested the PDA and who is going to 
benefit from the development in the PDA.

Submitter questions whether the PDA involve the 
same developer proposing the Cruise Ship at Kirra 
Beach.  

Submitter comments that Cleveland/ Raby Bay need 
a PDA 

Submitter is concerned that the development will be 
fragment and impact the viability of the project. 

Submitter is concerned that extensive commercial 
development will compete with the Cleveland CBD 
and impact on its economic viability.

Submitter is concerned that the high density development is so close to the 
bayside and should be restricted to height limit of 2 storeys. Submitter 
comments that the development should be set back by 500m from the coastal 
wetland. 

Submitter is concerned that the views from Grand View hotel will be 
obstructed with this development. 

Submitter is concerned that the development will impact and destroy 
the mangroves and wetland areas. 

Submitter is concerned that GJ Walter Park will be sold or given 
to private developers.

Submitter opposes the land reclamation out into Moreton Bay 
and the dredging and reclamation of any area in the general 
vicinity including adjacent to GJ Walter Park

Submitter opposes the development of the foreshore and should 
be left alone. 

Submitter supports the 
development of a modern 
ferry terminal and 
supporting marine services.

Submitter also supports the 
upgrading and widening of 
the channel to assist marine 
traffic from the terminal and 
public boating facilities.

Submitter supports 
development of a small 
commercial area of services 
relvant to the terminal and 
its patrons. 

TH14/553

Submitter commends the 
government in focusing attention 
on the long term needs of the 
Toondah Harbour. 

Submitter comments that the development at 
Toondah Harbour plays an important link in the 
economic transistion of North Stradbroke Isladn to a 
post mining economy. 

Submitter encourages the intergration of planning 
for the Toondah Harbour PDA with planning for 
North Stradbroke Island and the connectivity with 
Cleveland CBD.

Submitter comments that parking infrastructure proposed 
in the development scheme will assist with the increase in 
demand for car parking with the growth in population and 
tourism numbers. Submitter comments that the 
introducton of paid parking will have the potential to 
impact on the submiters ability to attract and retain 
employees. Submitter comments that it is is appropriate 
that a range of parking options be available and meet peak 
periods of vistation to the island. 

Submitter commetns that co-
location of the busy 
industrial transport hub 
adjacent to residential and 
tourist facilities will create a 
conflict of residential and 
industrial uses causing traffic 
congestion and noise 
complaint which could I 
mpact on the submitter's 
business. 

Submitter suggest a buffer 
between residential and 
vehicle loading area. 

TH14/554

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter comments that the proposal is an 
overdevelopment and will have negative impacts 
on several areas. 

Submitter is concerned that extensive commercial 
development will impact the Cleveland CBD and its 
economic viability. 

Submitter is concenred that the 15 storey height limit is not consistent with 
the village atmosphere of the area and will impact on the amenity of life for 
residents. 

Submitter is concerned that the development will impact the natural 
habitat for koalas, Moreton Bay Marine Park and marine life and 
disregards the RAMSAR listing. 

Submitter is concerned that the development usurps public 
open space.

Submitter is supportive of 
the upgrade to the ferry 
terminal. 

Submitter is cocnrned that the marina will 
place major ongoing financial burden on 
raterpayers and will destroy  the ecology of 
the marine park. 

Submitter supports the 
redevelopment of the area to 
provide modern ferry terminals, 
attractive on land associated 
infrastructure, modest residential 
and social facilities and widening 
and maintaing Fison channel to 
assist existing ferry operations.

a similar overdevelpoment in the late 1980s. A 
community campaign conducted by Secure 
Toondah's Invaluable Resources succeeded in having 
the development stopped. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development reflects ongoing consultation that was 
undertaken after the August 2013 community 
consultation process however the community were 
not made aware of the opportunity for ongoing 
input. 

Submitter is concerned that there is no disclosure of 
the who has been consulted and the nature of the 
consultation and requests that the details be 
released and disclose the influence that has 
overturned the community's vision.  

Submitter is concerened tha the scheme is too 
complex and poorly written that is difficult to 
understand. 

Submitter notes that the nature of the scheme has 
disenfranchised the community.

Submitter comments that the style of writing is too 
technical  and does not follow the Government's 
mantra to reduce red tape. 

Submitter is concerned that the PDA 'Toondah 
Harbour" is not a true representation of the scope of 
land involved. Submitter notes that the majority of 
land comprises of GJ Walter Park and the bay which is 
misleading as the community are supportive of 
upgrading the facilities of Toondah Harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the 15 storey height limit ignores Council planning 
decisions. 

Submitter is concerned that there is no mention of the number of residential 
units and submitter believes that some assessments indicate a possible 1500 
units which is 50% more than the number of houses in Raby Bay. Submitter is 
concerned that social, environmental and eocnomic impacts have not been 
assessed prior to drafting the development scheme. 

Submitter is concerned that there no development with building heights 15 
storeys in the surrounding area, the closest would be in the Brisbane CBD. 

Submitter is concerned that the intention of the proposed development is to 
develop it into a Gold Coast which will impact on the liveability, lifestyle and 
village atmosphere of Cleveland. 

paths of migratory birds and it is not mentioned in the PDA how it will 
be managed

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will threaten 
rare and vulnerable bird species that are found in the Toondah Harbour 
precinct. 

Submitter is concerned that the water current, winds, erosion and 
sedimentation are real constraints for the development are not 
understood or planned for in the scheme. 

Submitter is concerned that the land shown on the mapping is below 
hte 1:100 year storm surge level and is likely to contain acid sulphate 
soils. 

Submitter notes that the area was also used as a rubbish tip and 
asbesto and 'hot sand' could be buried under the park. 

Submitter is concerned that impact on fishing, bait collection and 
dugongs have not been investigated and planned for in the scheme. 

Submitter is concerned that there is a plan to use dredged spoil is 
suitable as a stable and environmentally sound fill. This has been 
proven incorrect as this has been used in Raby Bay and has proven 
difficulty supporting vegetation, house and silf free channels. 

Submitter is concerned that sustainability is defined as a one-off and is 
not an accepted definition.

Submitter is concerned that GJ Walter park has heritage value 
and regional significance but has not been reflected in the 
scheme. The submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will compromise GJ Walter Park and its use and 
values has not been investigated to make an informed 
development plan. 

submitter is concerned that the area will be undersupplied wiht 
regional scale park land and will become one of SEQ most 
alienated park land. 

Submitter comments that alienation of the park is akin to an 
asset sale which is a breach of the Government's election 
commitments. 

TH14/547
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TH14/555
Submitter is suportive of 
development of the ferry terminal 
and its associated facilities. 

Submitter is supportive of limited reclamation around 
the harbour to support ferry operations, marine 
services and a small mixed use area. 

Submitter comments that a new plan should be made 
and put to a vote to Redland residents. 

Submitter requests for the development scheme to 
be withdrawn and a more carefully considered plan 
developed, including amending the boundaries of the 
PDA after consideration of public submissions. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
excessive commercial development will compete 
with the Cleveland CBD. 

Submitter is concerned that the existing 
infrastructure will be significantly impacted by the 
proposed development. 

Submitter supports development of Toondah Harbour environment to include 
modest, mixed use urban village and medium density housing consistent with 
the surrounding area. 

Submitter is concerned about the 15 storey height limit and the proposed huge 
population. 

Submitter is concerned that the development will obstruct the natural view of 
Moreton Bay and surrounding islands.

Submitter is concerned about the dredging of the Habitat Protection 
Zone to accommodate for an 800 berth marina. 

Submitter is concerned that the development will lead to the 
destruction of wildlife habitat including the present koala corridors, 
mangroves and seagrasses. 

Submitter is concerned that an Environment Impact Study, 
sedimentation studies or assessment of the impact on the marine has 
not been conducted.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development 
will reduce access to Moreton Bay and increase traffic 
congestions on the current road network. 

Submitter is supportive of upgrading and widening of Fison 
Channel to the south of Cassim Island to assist marine traffic 
from the ferry terminal and public boating facilities. 

Submitter is not supportive of the government and council 
selling G J Walter Walter Park and over 48 acres of Moreton Bay.

Submitter is concerned that there will be an 
increased financial burden on Redland 
ratepayers due to long term dredging 
maintence of additional waterways in the 
area if a marina is built. 

Submitter is concerned about the increase in 
noise and ecological pollution 

TH14/556
Submitter is concerned that the development will 
disadvantage rate payers.

Submitter commetns that the 15 storey building height is not consistent with 
the surrounding environment. 

Submitter is concerned that the current infrastructure, 
road network and parking facilities are inadequate to 
support the development. 

Submitter is concerned that GJ Walter Park will be lost to private 
developmers. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina will 
not be viable as there is an oversupply of 
marina berhts in Raby Bay and Manly. 

TH14/557
Submitter is generally in support of 
the development. 

Submitter comments that 15 storey building heights are excessive and an 
overdevelopment. 

Submitter comments that the park is underutilised and generally 
maintained. 

Submitter comments that 
a medium density 
development similar to 
Raby Bay is long overdue. 

Submitter is supportive of 
upgrading the Ferry Terminal

TH14/558

Submitter is cocnerned that the process has been ill 
considered and unresearched and rushed. 

Submitter questions whether there will be the ability 
to propose alternative designs to the development 
scheme.

Submitter commetns that the 15 storey building height is not consistent with 
the surrounding environment and comments that the landscape and 
environment should be the focus and not the buildings. 

Submitter is questioned whether an EIS has  been completed to 
underpin the scheme. 

Submitter is concerned that Sea level rises will affect the development. 

Submitter is concerned about the impacts from the development on 
the environmentl and communities. 

Submitter is supportive of extending the public park and space in 
and around the area that accommodates ferries to improve 
public amenity. 

Submitter comments that 
more parking and seating in 
the shade and a café should 
be available in both 
Cleveland and Dunwich. 

Submitter is supportive of 
upgrading the Ferry Terminal

TH14/559

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that extensive commercial 
development will impact the viability of Cleveland 
CBD. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposal increases 
the development of htels, commercial and rental 
accommodation when feedback was given that it 
was not required. 

Submitter is concerned that the 15 storey height limit is inconsistent with the 
area. 

Submitter is concerned that the loss of GJ Walter Park will also lose the 
historically significant Fernleigh precinct. 

Submitter is cocnerned that marine, plant and wild life will not be 
protected. 

Submitter is concerned that the development will impact the recovery 
of the water quality.

Submitter is concerned that the RAMSAR treaty has not been 
considered in the scheme. 

Submitter is concerned that the natural habitat for koalas will be 
disturbed by the development. 

Submitter is cocnerned that the parking facilities will be 
exacerbated by the high density development. 

Submitter is concerned that the loss of public open space in the 
proposed development is not replaced with parklands that is 
sufficient to meet the needs and demand of the people. 

Submitter comments that GJ Walter park value is irreplaceable. 

TH14/560

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter comments that the proposal is an 
overdevelopment and will have negative impacts 
on several areas. 

Submitter is concerned that extensive commercial 
development will impact the Cleveland CBD and its 
economic viability. 

Submitter is concenred that the 15 storey height limit is not consistent with 
the village atmosphere of the area and will impact on the amenity of life for 
residents. 

Submitter is concerned that the development will impact the natural 
habitat for koalas, Moreton Bay Marine Park and marine life and 
disregards the RAMSAR listing. 

Submitter is concerned that the loss of public open space in the 
proposed development is not replaced with parklands that is 
sufficient to meet the needs and demand of the people. 

TH14/561

Submitter comments that the Quandamooka People 
will always be the owners of Moreton Bay and should 
be consulted throughout the development. 
Submitter comments that the UN Declaration on the 
Rights of Indigenous Peoples requires that the 
Quandamooka People give their free, prior and 
informed consent to acts which affect their interests.  

Submitter comments that there must be strong 
weighting within the tender process for developers to 
have engaged with the Quandamooka people. 
Contractors should demostrate engagement with the 
Quandamooka people via Quandamooka 
Yoolooburrabee Aboriginal Corporation (QYAC) 
RNTBC (native title agent) throughout all stages of 
the development. 

Submitter comments that the Queensland Aboriginal 
and Torres Strait Islander economic Participation 
Framework 2013 should be implemented in the PDA 
process

Submitter comments that the Quandamooka people 
should be invited to provide business services 
identified in the PDA.  

Submitter is concerend that the Quandamooka 
people will be displaced from economic 
opportunities and the scheme should address this. 

Submitter commetns that the upgrade of the 
Toondah Harbour will increase tourism throughout 
the Bay and therefore the State should support 
Council in ensuring all destination points are 
adequately resourced and upgraded. 

Submitter comments that QYAC have a whole 
Quandamooka Country vision for tourism for the 
future that connects the mainland, islands and 
waters across local government areas - this holistic 
vision should be integrated in the PDA process. 

Submitter is concerned that extensive commercial 
development will impact the viability of Cleveland 
CBD. 

Submitter comments that the development will affect  native title rights. 
Submitter is concerned that dredging in the Harbour will impact on the 
Quandamooka cultural heritage. 

Submitter suggests that there must be an inclusion of Quandamook Peoples 
heritage in the design of all aspects of the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the 15 storey height limit is not consistent with 
the context of the area. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme is silent on cultural heritage 
protection. Submitter comments that development of this scale must include a 
cultural heritage survey and cultural heritage management plan with QYAC to 
ensure best practice with respect to Aboriginal cultural heritage protection. 

Submitter is concerned that the development will impact on sensitive 
environmental areas and should be addressed including concerns with 
existing RAMSAR areas. 

Submitter is concerned that the current parking 
infrastructure is not enough to meet current demand. 

Submitter comments that the preservation of and enhancement 
of public open space id important to be maintained and will add 
value to the area if planning carefully. 

Submitter comments that as 
the gateway to Minjerribah,  
an upgrade to Toondah 
Harbour is necessary and is 
supported subject to some 
concerns.

Submitter comments that 
there is a need for more than 
one ferry service to be able 
to operate to provide a 
competitive market. 

TH14/562

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that will respond 
to the community engagement process but fails to do 
so. 

Submitter is concerned that previous community 
engagement has not been taken into 
consideration. Submitter notes that the 
development of Toondah Harbour should be on the 
already developed area and not on green open 
spaces or over the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development will give public assets (GJ Walter Park 
and parts of the MOreton Bay Marine Park) to 
developers despite the government's pledge to 
seek a mandate before sale of assets. 

Submitter accepts that the Toondah barge/ferry 
terminal requires an upgrade but does not accept 
the loss of the park and environmental assets of 
the area. 

Submitter comments that they have identified 
several business aspirations that could be achieved 
through the proposed develpoment which should 
be investigated and facilitated in line iwth the 
Queensland Aboriginal and Toores Strait Islander 
Economic Participation Framework 2013.

Submitter is concerned that community consultation was not taken into 
consideratoin about the 15 storey  and 7 storey height limit and opposes high 
rise development in Toondah harbour. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the historical 
significance of GJ Walter Park and the "Fernleigh" precinct. that construction 
of a new access road along the boundary would diminish its value as a 
historical site. Its aspect lokking to high rise buildings and a marina would 
replace the original views out to the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development will destroy 
the mangroves and seagrass within the PDA. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect the seagrass 
and fish habitat.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not protect koala or local 
wildlife habitats. Submitter is concerned that the proposed new road 
next to the park beside the existing koala habitat will result in tree loss 
and increase mortality to koalas. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina would result in total loss of 
seagrass and fish habitat in the PDA and would cause degradation of 
old growth mangroves on Cassim Island. Submitter believes this is in 
contraventation to the RAMSAR international treaty.

Submitter is concerned that the marina is not 
viable as the location is in a shallow area and 
would require extensive and constant 
dredging at an unacceptable cost to the 
community. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
the marina will remove the well-loved and 
used sandy beach in GJ Walter park.
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TH14/563

Submitter suggests that a university be built instead 
to build and strengthen both the local community 
and economy on a far greater scale than the 
proposal.

Submitter comments that there should be a sincere 
regard to well being and enjoyment of locals with 
generous compensation. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposal is an 
overdevelopment and will impact the community 
and businesses. 

Submitter comments that further research into the local indigenous traditions, 
farming/strawberry/market garden hisotry, local wildlife populations, 
importance of mud flats to the local ecology should be completed to underpin 
the scheme. 

Submitter comments that provisions for emergency services should be 
planned. 

Submitter is concerned that the environmental lessons learnt with the 
Raby Bay project have been ignored. 

Submitter is concerned about the protection of plant, wlid and marine 
life. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme ensures best practice in 
enegery conservation, environemental conservation, recyling, noise 
pollution, air quality, crowd flows, security and crime-reducing design. 

submitter is concerned that there is a loss of shared 
pedestrian/bike paths

Submitter is concerned that the parking amenities will look 
like an eyesore. 

Submitter comments that planned traffic flows should 
avoid as many residential areas as possible. 

Submitter comments that upgrades to Short Street and 
widen Ross Creek bridge close to the RSL.

Submitter comments that the elements of design with Life 
Cycle Assessments and Strategies should be implemented 
into the scheme.

Submitter commetns that residents should be 
compentated with extensive, well made, well maintained 
footpaths, curbing, lighting, traffic flow, landscaping, 
median strips etc. 

Submitter is concerned that the loss of public open space in the 
proposed development is not replaced with parklands that is 
sufficient to meet the needs and demand of the people. 

Submitter noted that an enclosed beach and playground 
equipment should be provided. 

Submitter comments that 
the mixed use precinct will 
make the facility more 
inviting. 

Submitter comments that 
public housing should be 
included

Submitter comments that 
the facility have good access 
and state of the art provision 
for emergency responses. 

TH14/571

Submitter comments that the time, detail and 
background infromation provided for review is 
insufficient for sincere and generous community 
consultation. 

Submitter comments that access to the pre-planning 
studies, such as the rationale, the brief, the design 
principles and the research are required to make an 
informed review. 

Submitter comments that the implications are 
problematic without the required environmental, 
technical, social and architectual reports to underpin 
the scheme. 

Submitter suggests that Raby Bay could be 
redeveloped as the Tourist hub and only upgrade the 
Ferry Terminal at Toondah HArbour. 

Submitter comments that the developmetn is 
grossly oversized and inappropriate on such a 
sensitive site. 

Submitter comments that the development will result in 
congestion from the growth in population and tourism 

Submitter is concerned that GJ Walter Park will be lost in the 
development 

TH14/576

Submitter comments that the scheme should be 
withdrawn.

Submitter comments that the scheme should consult 
with a wider range of stakeholders. 

Submitter is concerned about the fast tracking of the 
development and the preparation of the scheme.

Submitter believes it is not a vision for growth that 
has as its foundation, a necessary understanding of 
the social, environmental, economic and fiscal 
impact of its implementation. 

TH14/577

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that does not 
respond to the community engagement process. 

Submitter is concerned that the consultation process 
is not transparent and misleading when it states that 
the Proposed Development scheme reflects the 
ongoing consultation that was undertaken after 
August 2013.

Submitter comments that the social, environmental 
and economic impacts need to be properly assessed. 

Submitter is concerned that the PDA covers the 
ferry terminal and the green space and the bay. 
Submitter believes that this is too big and goes 
against the Newman government mandate of not 
selling public assets. 

Submitter is concered that extensive commercial 
development will impact on the economic viability 
of Cleveland CBD

Submitter is concerned about the building height set at 15 storeys will impact 
on the lieveability, lifestyle and cherished village atmosphere of Cleveland. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not respect the past history of 
the area. 

Submitter is concerned that marine, plant and wild life on the land and 
in the bay will be impacted on by the development which will ruin the 
ecology of the area. 

Submitter is cocncerned that the scheme does not consider the 
RAMSAR treaty as part of its management of the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the bird species of the area will be 
impacted. 

Submitter is concerned that the land is mapped as below the 1:100 
year storm surge level and is likely to contain acid sulphate soils.

Submitter is concerned that the proposal does not respect the 
historical significance of GJ Walter Park. 

Submitter comments that GJ Walter park is a significant coastal 
park in Cleveland. 

Submitter supports the 
upgrade to the ferry 
terminals and the 
development of the 
immediate environs of 
Toondah Harbour to include 
a modest, mixed use urban 
village with medium density 
housing.

Submitter supports limited 
reclamation around the 
habour to support ferry 
operations and widening of 
Fison Channel. 

Submitter is concerned that a marina would 
not be viable due to the extensive intial and 
ongoing dredging required. 

Submitter is concerned that there is no 
demand for marina berths with many 
marinas not operating at full capacity and 
would be a poor investment. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina 
would remove the sandy beach in GJ WAlter 
park. 

TH14/579
Submitter comments that a location be secured for 
the ANC TS Diamantina. 

TH14/580

Submitter comments that the 
development will facilitate the first 
steps to delivering new investments 
and world class developments. 
Submitter comments that the 
harbour should be transformed to 
be exciting destinations with 
restaurants and activities to attract 
residents and tourists. 

TH14/581

Submitter comments that the scheme was hastily 
prepared with little regard to community feedback. 

Submitter is concerned that the community 
consultation period was merely tokenistic rather than 
engaging with the community. 

Submitter does not believe that the proposal will 
create a large increase in jobs except in the short 
term during development. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme destrys 
the vision of Redlands by overdeveloping into the 
open spaces and destroying trees, bushland and 
wildlife. 

Submitter is concered that extensive commercial 
development will impact on the economic viability 
of Cleveland CBD

Submitter is concerned that the proposal is an overdevelopment including GJ 
Walter Park and destroys the area's unique character. 

Submitter is concerned that high density development will increase noise, 
environmental and pollution problems. 

Submitter is concerned that an EIS has not been completed to 
understand the impact that the development will have on the wild, 
marine and plant life. 

Submitter does not support a new road proposed through 
GJ Walter Park. 

Submitter is concerned that the parking infrastrure and 
local road networking will not be able to support the 
increase in road use and will lead to congestion. 

Submitter comments that the Pine Trees are of historic value 
and should be retained. 

Submitter comments that the area should not be replaced with 
boardwalks and believes that it is the only place where you can 
get driect access to the water with a beach front. 

Submitter comments that developmetn should be retained on 
already developed land and not on open spaces. 

Submitter supports the improved walking & cycling paths along 
the foreshore. 

Submitter comments that 
residential development 
should be kept as low rise 
developments, 3 storeys  
maximum.

Submitter comments that 
this precinct should be 
retained within the 
Toondah Harbour area 
and not encroach further 
north. 

Submitter agrees with the 
ferry terminal 
redevelopment with some 
commercial development of 
cafes, restaurants and 
entertainment facilities. 

Submitter comments that 
there should be more 
competiton for ferry 
services.

Submitter believes that a smaller marina 
would be more appropriate. 
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TH14/582

Submitter comments that there are serious social 
and environmental considerations which require 
investigation before the proposal is implemented. 

Submitter comments that Dunwich will require 
upgrades to its facilities to keep with the gateway 
concept. 

Submitter is concerned that there is a lack of 
consultation with the Quandamooka people. 

Submitter is concerned about the 15 storey height limit and the lack of parking 
infrastructure, access to the foreshore and ferry terminal.

Submitter is concerned about the impact on the ecoology of the 
marine park from the development.

Submitter is concerned that the scheme lacks consideration of the 
fundamental environmental issues. 

Submitter is concerned that the parking infrastrure and 
local road networking will not be able to support the 
increase in road use and will lead to congestion. 

Submitter is concerned that the provisions for open space in the 
proposal is not sufficient to meet the demands and needs of the 
community and increase in population. 

Submitter is concerned that 
the precinct is close to a 
school and a designated 
bird sanctuary. 

Submitter is concerned 
that building heights are 
too tall and inconsistent 
with the history of the 
area. 

Submitter is support of 
upgrades to the ferry 
terminal.

Submitter comments that 
moving the queue area south 
will create its own social and 
environmental issues as will 
the straighening of the main 
channel. 

Submitter is concerned that the area is 
heavily ammonia saturated spoil which will 
impact on the ecology of the bay. 

TH14/584
Submitter is supportive of the 
Toondah Harbour development. 

Submitter comments that the building heights set are inconsistent with the 
area and natural ampitheatre. 

Submitter suggests that carparking facilities should be kept 
away from the waterfront as far as practicabe. 

Submitter comments that retention of as much public space is 
practical. 

Submitter suggests that the waterfornt be a parimary area of 
public access. 

Submitter comments that a 
study be conducted into the 
feasibility of two ferry 
operators being able to 
remain sustaiable. 

Submitter supports the 
provision of vehicular and 
fast services. 

Submitter comments that there is a necessity 
for ongoing dredding works within the 
Toondah Harbour area to ensure access to 
the harbour at all tide levels. Submitter 
believes that without sufficient marina 
infrastructure it is considered that the marine 
business proposed will be financially unviable. 

Submitter comments that unless Fison is 

TH14/585
Submitter comments that the scheme should be re-
written and confined to the existing area occupied by 
the harbour facility and CSIRO sites. 

Submitter is concerned about the building heights and believes that it is not an 
appropriate area for high density  development.

Submitter comments that there is lack of proximity to 
public transport.  

Submitter is concerned that there is a lack of parkng 
infrastructure and local road network to support the 
growth in population and tourism.

Submitter is concerned that the development 
of the marina will increase traffic issues and 
destroy the undeveloped coastal areas. 

TH14/586

Submitter requests that the proposed development 
scheme be withdrawn and commence a new 
development scheme through a full and proper 
community consultation process which will have as 
its foundation the community vision and values as 
document in the Redlands 2030 Community Plan, 
Toondah Harbour Community Engagement Report 
and Redlands Planning Shceme. Submitter is 
concerned that these documents have not been 
honoured by the scheme.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
development scheme is a document that does not 
respond to the community engagement process. 

Submitter is concerned that the consultation process 
is not transparent and misleading when it states that 
the Proposed Development scheme reflects the 
ongoing consultation that was undertaken after 
August 2013.

Submitter comments that the social, environmental 
and economic impacts need to be properly assessed. 

Submitter is concerned that the commercial 
development interests has influenced the 
preparation of the document. 

Submitter is concerned about the building height set at 15 storeys and believes 
that it should be low rise development only. 

Submitter is concerned that marine, plant and wild life on the land and 
in the bay will be impacted on by the development which will ruin the 
ecology of the area. 

Submitter is cocncerned that the scheme does not consider the 
RAMSAR treaty as part of its management of the bay. 
Submitter is concerned that the development will impact on the 
recovery of the water rating. 

Submitter comments that the roads, parking, pedestrian 
and cycle networks need to be restructured to reflect the 
community values and wishes. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposal does not respect the 
historical significance of GJ Walter Park. 

Submitter comments that GJ Walter park is a significant coastal 
park in Cleveland. 

Submitter commetns that the amenity and open space 
paraments need to be restructured to reflect the community's 
vision and aspirations as set out in the engagement document. 

Submitter comments 
precinct 1 need to be 
restructured to reflect the 
community's vision and 
aspirations as set out in the 
engagement document. 

Submitter comments 
precinct 2 paraments 
need to be restructured 
to reflect the community's 
vision and aspirations as 
set out in the engagement 
document. 

Submitter comments that 
the amenity and open space 
paraments need to be 
restructured to reflect the 
community's vision and 
aspirations as set out in the 
engagement document. 

Submitter comments that the marina is 
unacceptable and believes that 800 berths is 
too excessive. Submitter believes that there 
should be other means to cater for passenger 
ferry traffic which could be better integrated 
with the vehicle ferry terminal at the 
southern end. 

TH14/587

Submitter comments that part of the proposed 
development and drainage issues in the south west 
corner of the PDA could impact on parish land which 
has riparian rights and discussions would need to 
take place to determine what impact the 
development would have on the parish land. 

Submitter comments that Queen Street should not be 
extended to the proposed development as a means of 
reducing traffic flows in other areas. 

TH14/588
Submitter is concerned that commercial 
development is underpinning the proposal. 

Submitter is concerned that the development will 
create more population density which will mean 
less lifestyle, space, rome to move, freedom, 
privacy and less peach and quiet.

Submitter is concerned that the increase in population will destroy the 
environment. 

Submitter supports to upgrading of roads and car park 
facilities only. 

Submitter suports an upgrade to facilities only. 
Submitter supports the 
upgrading of the ferry 
terminal. 

TH14/589

Submitter is concerned that the development will 
turn the area into Redcliffe and Gold Coast. 

Submitter comments that hotel acommodation is 
not required in the area. 

Submitter does not believe that the development 
will increase tourism as they would already go to 
Stradborke via the terminal. 

Submitter comments that the high density developmetn will affect the resident 
amenity and aesthetic. 

Submitter is cocnerned about the impact the develpoment will have on 
the environment and wildlife. 

Submitter is concerned that there is a lack of parkng 
infrastructure and local road network to support the 
growth in population and tourism.

Submitter is concerned that parklands will be loss to 
development.

Submitter comments that 
there is no use or demand 
for a mixed use village. 

Submitter comments that 
there si no need for high 
density development. 

Submitter is concerned 
about a residential area 
within the ferry and barge 
terminal

TH14/590
Submitter is supportive of the 
development

Submitter is supportive of the development and 
believes that it will enhance interactions with 
Moreton Bay. 

Submitter would prefer height restrictions of 7 storeys. 
Submitter comments that walking tracks and cycle paths are 
required. 

Submtiter comments that 
cafes that interact with the 
foreshore will be a great 
improvement. 

Submitter suggests an arts 
precinct and sculpture park.

TH14/591

Submitter supports the proposal to 
revitalise the area by providing 
waterfront activities including 
outdoor dining, residential and 
commercial development. 

Submitter comments that the development scheme 
should not be susbtantially changed after adoption 
unless there is another consultation period available. 

Submitter is happy with the height proposals 
Submitter comments that environmenal values of the bay are 
protected and enhanced

Submitter comments that there must be an ease of 
movement for pedestrians and sufficient car parking. 

Submitter is supportive of a public beach or water park.

Submitter supports the idea of a jetty or promenade for use by 
the public. 

Submitter is supportive for 
the proposed mixed of 
retail, dining, commercial 
and residential. 

Submitter is generally 
supportive of high density 
development as long as 
the park footprint is 
retained. 

Submitter is concerned that a marina can be 
combined with a beach. 

Submitter is supportive of the marina as long 
as there is no detrimental effect on the 
environment. 

TH14/592
Submitter is concered that extensive commercial 
development will impact on the economic viability 
of Cleveland CBD

Submitter is concerned about the building height set at 15 storeys and believes 
that the development and its growth in population is an overdevelopment. 

Submitter is concerned that Toondah Harbour will be lost to 
private development. 

Submitter does not support the reclamation or dredging of any 
area adjacent to GJ Walter Park. 

Submitter is concerned that the maintenance 
and dredging of additional waterways for the 
marina will result in an increased financial 
burden on ratepayers. 

TH14/593

Submitter comments that the vision should include 
commentary of the relationship of Toondah 
Harbour to Cleveland CBD to ensure that Toondah 
Harbour does not compete for uses with the CBD. 

Submitter questions whether the relocation of the 
ferry terminal was to connect directly to the rail 
station at Cleveland. 

Submitter is concerned about the 15 storey height limit blocking views of 
existing development. 

Submitter believes that development on the foreshore should be limited to 4-6 
storeys. 

Submitter is concerned that ongoing dredging and maintence of 
additional waterways is not sustainable. 

Submitter comments that the Map 2 should more clearly 
indicate and emphasise a public open space foreshore. 

Submitter is concerned 
that the high density 
development will 
decrease property values 
and amenities. 

Submitter is concerned how 
the proposal will deliver the 
capital works associated with 
the precinct as it is isolated 
from the 'value add' 
precincts. 

Submitter is concerned that 800 berths is 
excessive. 

Submitter 
comments that the 
successful 
implementation 
can only be 
achieved by an 
Infrastructure 
Agreement/Levy 
which will include 
contributions 
funds from existing 

Submitter comments 
that Toondah 
Harbour is difficult to 
stage efficiently so 
early private capital 
can be introduced 
early in the 
development 
process. Submitter 
believes that details 
of methods of 
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TH14/594
Submitter is concerned that the high density development will destroy the 
natural beauty and village atmosphere of the area. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina will destroy the plant, marine 
and wild life and impact on the ecology of the bay. Submitter is 
concerned that this will decrease the natural fisheries found in the bay. 

Submitter is concerned that the marina will bring increased petrol, oil 
and diesel pollution into the water. 

TH14/595

Submitter suggests that a university be built in 
Redland City instead of the development of Toondah 
Harbour. 

Submitter comments that the community should be 
involved throughout the implementation of the 
development. 

Submitter is concered about the proposed benefits 
of the development to the community. 

Submitter comments that the development should 
be moved to the Raby Bay Foreshore Reserves.

Submitter comments that the development should 
respect the local heritage precinct, local traditions 
and indigenous culture. 

Submitter comments that the proposal should respect local indigenous 
traditions, the farming and market garden history.

Submitter is concerned that the environmental issues that arose in the 
Raby Bay development will be repeated in this development. 

Submitter comments that the proposal should respect the local wild, 
bird and marine life population and the importance of mud flats to the 
ecology of the bay. 

Submitter comments that development should ensure best practice 
and award winning strategies for energy conservation, environmental 
conversavtion, recycling, noise pollution, air quality, crowd flows, 
security, crime-reducing design.

Submitter comments that suitable road upgrades to Shore 
Street and widen its Ross Creek Bridge are required.

Submitter comments that traffic plans are required to 
ensure that they avoid residential areas. 

Submitter comments that parking facilities should be 
increased to meet demand and should be an aesthectically 
pleasing design. 

Submitter comments that the road upgrades should 
ensure that there is room for heavy vehicles and buses. 

Submitter comments that the scheme should implement 
the designs in the Life Cycle Assessments and Strategies. 

Submitter comments that Cleveland residents should be 
compensated with extensive footpaths, curbing, lighting, 
traffic flow, landscaping, median strips, traffic calming, 
free circle  buses. 

Submitter comments that there should be as much open space 
as there is now for community to use. 

Submitter comments that there should be accessibility for all 
abilities. 

Submitter comments that the scheme should encourage green 
space, share pedestrian and bicycle paths, preservation of 
historically significant trees and land forms, enclosed beach for 
safe swimming adn safe playground equipment for all abilities. 

Submitter comments that the shared walkways to extend the 
entire perimeter and that priority to be on people and 
environment rather than vehicles. 

Submitter comments that 
that the mixed use 
development is desirable to 
make a village feel. 

Submitter comments that 
public housing should be 
included

Submitter comments that 
the development should 
encourage good acces, 
provisions for emergency 
responses.

Submitter comments that previous 
developments at the Gold Coast or Docklands 
in Melbourne should be precedent. 

TH14/597

Submitter comments that Toondah Harbour is the 
primary port for access to and from North 
Stradbroke Island and the proposal should serve to 
promote and preseve this role.

Submitter suggests that developmetn should be 
complimentary with plans for the CBD. 

Submitter comments that development in the area 
around the harbour should be that supports the 
port function of makes best use of the waterside 
location for community enjoyment. 

Submitter is concerned that the scheme does not sufficiently address quality 
design and construction of buildings. 

Submitter comments that the scheme does not adequately provide 
provisions for the protection of koala habitats and population. 

Submitter comments that connectivity with the external 
road and rail networks and the CBD should be provided for 
in the shceme. 

Submitter also suggests that the enhancement of vehicle 
and passenger ferry facilities at Dunwich should be 
provided for in the scheme. 

Submitter comments that the proposal should include provisions 
for a jetty built out towards Cassim Island together with a series 
of interlinked broadwalks and patys. 

 Submitter suggests that 
provisions should be made to 
include space for vessel 
berthing, swinging and 
access but also sufficient 
landside facilities for the 
entire operation to function 
efficiently. 

TH14/599

Submitter is concered that extensive commercial 
development will impact on the economic viability 
of Cleveland CBD

Submitter is concerned that the development will 
turn into a South Bank development. 

Submitter is concerned that the 15 storey height limit is an overdevelopment. 
Submitter is concerned that the development will destroy on the 
ecology of the bay and will have detrimental impacts on the marine, 
bird and plant life. 

Submitter is concerned that the increase in population and 
tourism will not be able to supported by the local road 
network and will lead to congestion. 

Submitter is concerned that Toondah Harbour will be lost to 
private development. 

Submitter does not support the reclamation or dredging of any 
area adjacent to GJ Walter Park. 

Submitter supports the 
upgrade to the ferry 
terminals and the 
development of the 
immediate environs of 
Toondah Harbour to include 
a modest, mixed use urban 
village with medium density 
housing.

Submitter supports limited 
reclamation around the 
habour to support ferry 
operations and widening of 
Fison Channel. 

Submitter is concerned that the maintenance 
and dredging of additional waterways for the 
marina will result in an increased financial 
burden on ratepayers. 

Submitter is concerned that there is no 
demand for a marina. 

TH14/600
Submitter is not supportive of the scheme and 
proposal. 

TH14/601
Submitter is not supportive of the scheme and 
proposal. 

Submitter comments that the environment must be protected. 

TH14/602
Submitter is not supportive of the scheme and 
proposal. 

Submitter is not supportive of developing GJ Walter park. 
Submitter is concerned that the proposal will take away too 
much public open space and the proposed new areas will not 
meet the needs and demand of the community. 

Submitter believes that 
there is currently too much 
retail in the area. 

TH14/603
Submitter is not supportive of the scheme and 
proposal. 

Submitter is not supportive of developing GJ Walter Park.

TH14/605
Submitter is supportive of the 
proposal. 

Submitter suggests that provisions are included to extend 
the rail, road and sea link to Stradbroke Island. 

TH14/606
Submitter is supportive of the 
proposal

Submitter believes that the development would 
turn the area into a better Gold Coast holiday 
destination.

Submitter suggests that provisions are included to extend 
the rail, road and sea link to Stradbroke Island. 

Submitter suggests that sandy spots and shallow areas be filled 
with sand from Stradbroke Island to create beaches.

TH14/607

Submitter is concerned that the two main pictures 
are not in accord with the text of the scheme, noting 
that the pictures are of 7 storey buildings while the 
scheme allows for 15 storeys. 

Submitter is concerned that the estimated costs of 
dredging are not current and underestimated. 
Submitter is concerned that financial liability of 
dredging and maintain the additional waterways will 
fall on Council and ratepayers. 

Submitter is concerned about the extent of the height limits and residential 
development. 

Submitter is concerned that the provisions for a koala sanctuary is 
tokenistic and misleading to the  public. 

Submitter is concerned about the loss of GJ Walter Park to 
development and the proposed new road. 

Submitter is concerned that the new provisions for parkland will 
not be sufficient to meet the demand and needs of the 
community. 

Submitter comments that dredging and 
maintiaining the waterways for the Marina 
will be expensive. 

TH14/608
Submitter comments that the development will 
impact on tourism numbers. 

Submitter is concerned that the development will destor the nautral 
environmentl of the area. 

Submitter opposes the proposal for Toondah Harbour, GJ Walter Park 
and foreshores as these areas are paramount to the ongoing welfare of 
marine wildlife and residents. 

Submitter comments that a 
very minor improvement is 
all that is required for the 
area. 

TH14/609

Submitter comments that the area was a food 
producing area, however this will be impacted on by 
the development. 

Submitter comments that innovative thinking and 
planning should be implemented into the proposal.

Submitter comments that Toondah Harbour is not 
like Redcliffe and should not be copied in terms of 
the development. 

Submitter comments that the wetlands and mangroves areas are 
essential for fish habitat and wading birds and that the development 
will impact on their feeding grounds and habitat. 

Submitter comments that GJ Walter Park is essential open 
space. Submitter is concerned that the loss of the park and the 
new provisions for parkland will not be sufficient to meet the 
demand and needs of the community.  

Submitter comments that 
the residential precinct 
should be located to the 
railway station with retail 
to enhance the existing 
Cleveland CBD.

Submitter comments that 
the ferry terminal requires 
refurbishing.  

Submitter comments that a marina will not 
be viable as there are currently other marinas 
not operating at full capacity 

TH14/612
Submitter is supportive of the 
proposal in principal. 

Submitter is concerned that the community are 
signing petitions against the proposal without 
knowing what they are signing. 

Submitter comments that Cleveland is far behind 
Redcliffe and its development. Submitter believes 
this is required to increase tourism. 

Submitter is concerned about the loss of their views due excessive 
overdevelopment. 

TH14/613
Submitter is concerned that the development will eliminate green space and 
turn it into a concrete jungle. 

Submitter is concerned that the GJ Walter park and open spaces 
will be lost to commercial and residential development. 
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TH14/614
Submitter is suportive of 
development of the ferry terminal 
and its associated facilities. 

Submitter is supportive of limited reclamation around 
the harbour to support ferry operations, marine 
services and a small mixed use area. 

Submitter comments that a new plan should be made 
and put to a vote to Redland residents. 

Submitter requests for the development scheme to 
be withdrawn and a more carefully considered plan 
developed, including amending the boundaries of the 
PDA after consideration of public submissions. 

Submitter is concerned that development of 
excessive commercial development will compete 
with the Cleveland CBD. 

Submitter is concerned that the existing 
infrastructure will be significantly impacted by the 
proposed development. 

Submitter supports development of Toondah Harbour environment to include 
modest, mixed use urban village and medium density housing consistent with 
the surrounding area. 

Submitter is concerned about the 15 storey height limit and the proposed huge 
population. 

Submitter is concerned that the development will obstruct the natural view of 
Moreton Bay and surrounding islands.

Submitter is concerned about the dredging of the Habitat Protection 
Zone to accommodate for an 800 berth marina. 

Submitter is concerned that the development will lead to the 
destruction of wildlife habitat including the present koala corridors, 
mangroves and seagrasses. 

Submitter is concerned that an Environment Impact Study, 
sedimentation studies or assessment of the impact on the marine has 
not been conducted.

Submitter is concerned that the proposed development 
will reduce access to Moreton Bay and increase traffic 
congestions on the current road network. 

Submitter is supportive of upgrading and widening of Fison 
Channel to the south of Cassim Island to assist marine traffic 
from the ferry terminal and public boating facilities. 

Submitter is not supportive of the government and council 
selling G J Walter Walter Park and over 48 acres of Moreton Bay.

Submitter is concerned that there will be an 
increased financial burden on Redland 
ratepayers due to long term dredging 
maintence of additional waterways in the 
area if a marina is built. 

Submitter is concerned about the increase in 
noise and ecological pollution 

TH14/615 Submitter is concerned that council requirements are 
not being adhered to and private developers are able 
to build what they like. 

Submitter believes that the development should be 
on a smaller scale than proposed. 

Submitter is concerned that the building height is excessive and inconsistent 
with Redlands planning scheme and the area. 

Submitter is concerned that there will be future problems with keeping 
the channels open and accessible. 

Submitter is concerned that there are no plans or 
proposals as to how the increase in traffic and parking will 
be managed. 

Submitter is concerned that parklands and open space will be 
lost to private developers. 

Submitter is concerned that the proposed 
marina is too big and is in excess of the 
current demand. 
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