
DRAFT ROCKHAMPTON CITY PLANNING SCHEME DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES AND MINES COMMENTS 

FOR REVIEW PRIOR TO MINISTERIAL SIGN-OFF TO PLACE THE PLANNING SCHEME ON PUBLIC DISPLAY 

May 2003 

 

Item No. Provision, Section 

or Page 

Agency Comment 

1 General Comments  

2 DEO2/ Page 2-7 “Strategies” mentions “mineral extraction”.  Replace with “Mining and Extractive industry” 

3 DEO2/ Page 2-7 In Background, “mineral extraction” should be replaced by “mineral and extractive resources” 

4 DEO 7/Pages 2-20 

and 2-21 

A final comment in Background should be added “Therefore the resources and the associated haul routes should be 
protected.” 

5 Norman Road 
residential area/Page 
4-154 

The areal extent of the Norman Road Environmental Constraint and Slope Constraint areas largely coverare directly 
adjacent to the separation area proposed for the Peak Hill Key Resource Area.  The intent of the Slope Constraint area to 
allow very low density housing to be developed.  The intent of the separation area for the Key Resource Area would be to 
advise developers of impacts of quarry operations.  Developments which occur in this area can constrain access to the 
resource within the Peak Hill resource area, thus prevent sustainable development of the resource.  However Tthe 
exhaustion of the resource will subsequently allow development in the separation area as it is currently shown. 
 
Therefore the Peak Hill Key Resource Area should be included as a further constraint on development in the Norman Road 
Slope Constraint area.  Add to Intent that any housing be self-protected from quarrying impacts. 

6 Norman Road 
residential area/Page 
4-154 

Obtain Peak Hill Key Resource Area map from Mr Malcolm Irwin, Department of Natural Resources and Mines, (07) 
32276656.  On-site advise can be given by Mr Russell Dann, Regional Geologist, NR&M Rockhampton 

7 Norman Road 
Code/Page 5-208 

Purpose also needs a statement that development within the separation area of the Peak Hill Key Resource Area does not 
produce conflicts with the sustainable extraction of the Peak Hill resource.  Performance criteria need to reflect that 
developments are self-protected from quarry impacts. 

8 Parkhurst Rural 

Area /page 4-214 

The Pink Lily Key Resource Area extends about 200 metres east of Limestone Creek in the western side of the 

Parkhurst Rural Area.  The creek forms the effective limit of the resource area.  It does not affect the Parkhurst 

Residential precinct. 
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From: Irwin Malcolm 
Sent: Friday, 15 August 2003 12:49 PM 
To: Moore Deborah 
Subject: New resource shape for Peak Hill KRA 98 

Deb please find enclosed a butchered MXD with the resource/processing area (approx) in green.  I will 
have to doctor up a KRA boundary from additional data that Russell Dann has sent me. 
 

licence 
approval.mxd (405 KB)

These are the shapefiles sent by Rocky City Council so you can tidy up my plan (above). 
 

rquarry.dbf (4 KB) rquarry.shx (4 KB) rquarry.shp (6 KB) rquarry.sbx (4 KB) rquarry.sbn (4 KB)

 
 

Malcolm J Irwin 

Senior Geoscientist, 

Mineral and Extractive Planning, 
Natural Resources and Mines 
Phone 32276656 
Fax 32371634 
GPO BOX 2454 Brisbane QLD 4001  
mal.irwin@nrm.qld.gov.au    
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From: Irwin Malcolm 
Sent: Thursday, 4 September 2003 12:46 PM 
To: Moore Deborah 
Subject:  Peak Hill with new zoning limits 

peakhill zonings.doc 
(73 KB)

Deb, the Peak Hill KRA is a bit complicated, as shown by the Word document.  
 
The northern and eastern boundaries should be 500m from the resource/processing area which is 
stippled. The southern and western boundaries need to follow the residential zone boundary, for which 
the Rockhampton City Council has forwarded the attached shape-files. They are not exactly what I 
wanted, but you might be able to get the approximate shapes from them. 
 

quarryRA.dbf (5 
KB)

quarryRA.shp (122 
KB)

quarryRA.shx (4 
KB)

quarrySP.dbf (5 KB) quarrySP.shp (86 
KB)

quarrySP.shx (4 
KB)

If you 
need guidance, phone and I will drive over. 
 
MAL 
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RE Peak Hill KRA RCC Alberti.txt
From: Irwin Malcolm
Sent: Wednesday, 5 November 2003 11:28 AM
To: 'Alberti, Marco'
Subject: RE: Peak Hill KRA

Marco, In case you have not received the latest layout of the Key Resource Area 
based on the Exttractive Industry area, I have attached it herein. Note that the
separation area to the southwest is constrained by the Norman Road residential 
zone.

 I will need to discuss your request for attendance at a Planning and 
Development Committee meeting at our next unit meeting.

Malcolm J Irwin
Senior Geoscientist,
Mineral and Extractive Planning,
Natural Resources and Mines
Phone 32276656
Fax 32371634
GPO BOX 2454 Brisbane QLD 4001
mal.irwin@nrm.qld.gov.au

-----Original Message-----
From: Alberti, Marco [mailto:albertim@rcc.qld.gov.au]
Sent: Tuesday, 19 August 2003 1:51 PM
To: Irwin Malcolm
Cc: Mason, David; Brine, Debbie; Clarke, Katrina
Subject: RE: Peak Hill KRA

Thanks for that Malcolm;

I will take it back to the Council's Planning and Development Committee but
think they will still want to have a meeting then with the rural land
holders affected by the KRA all be it a small number (some of whom are
designated Future Urban in our current Strategic Plan on the opposite side
of the Yeppoon Road).  Council is also keen for the opportunities for
residential development along the Yeppoon Road corridor to be explored with
a budget allocation this year to start the investigations.  Therefore, if
the committee still wants there to be a meeting, would there be anyone from
the department (who can state why the policy is being developed and why it
needs to be reflected in the town plan) available to address the meeting, if
there is one?

Regards

Marco Alberti
Manager of Planning Services
Rockhampton City Council
PO Box 243
Rockhampton  Qld  4700

 Ph 4936 8408
 Fax 4936 8435

 Mobile
 Email albertim@rcc.qld.gov.au

 -----Original Message-----
 From: Irwin Malcolm [mailto:Malcolm.Irwin@nrm.qld.gov.au] 

 Sent: Tuesday, 19 August 2003 9:56 AM
 To: albertim@rcc.qld.gov.au
 Cc: Stewart Scot; Dann Russell

 Subject: Peak Hill KRA

 << File: The Key Resource Area Concept basic.doc >> Marco, Following your
call yesterday re: the proposed Peak Hill Key Resource Area, I have done
some research into the history of the residential zoning around the southern
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RE Peak Hill KRA RCC Alberti.txt
and western parts of the proposed KRA.  As the residential zoning was
gazetted in November 2001, it would appear that the residential zones would
have to be excluded from the separation area.  This is explicit in the Key
Resource Area concept, the relevant excerpt from which is attached.
Therefore we would redraw the boundaries to exclude the Norman Road
residential areas.  However the separation area remains over the Rural
zonings around the north and east of the resource.

 <<The Key Resource Area Concept basic.doc>> 

Malcolm J Irwin
Senior Geoscientist,
Mineral and Extractive Planning,
Natural Resources and Mines
Phone 32276656
Fax 32371634
GPO BOX 2454 Brisbane QLD 4001 
mal.irwin@nrm.qld.gov.au

************************************************************************
The information in this e-mail together with any attachments is
intended only for the person or entity to which it is addressed
and may contain confidential and/or privileged material.
Any form of review, disclosure, modification, distribution
and/or publication of this e-mail message is prohibited.  
If you have received this message in error, you are asked to
inform the sender as quickly as possible and delete this message
and any copies of this message from your computer and/or your
computer system network.  
************************************************************************

IMPORTANT NOTE; This email, together with any attachments, is intended for
the named recipient(s) only.  If you have received this message in error,
you are asked to inform the sender as quickly as possible and delete this
message and any copies of this message from your computer system network.
Any form of disclosure, modification, distribution and/or publication of
this message is prohibited.

Page 2
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From: Irwin Malcolm 
Sent: Thursday, 20 November 2003 9:28 AM 
To: Marco Alberti (E-mail) 
Subject: Peak Hill KRA meeting 

 Marco,  
 
I have had extensive discussions with our team members in Mineral and Extractive Planning concerning 
the Peak Hill Key Resource Area. At this stage a specific discussion on individual Key Resource Areas is 
beyond the capacity of the group, with preparation of the State Planning Policy for Protection of Extractive 
Resources being advanced towards key stakeholder consultation.  Public consultation on the Policy will 
commence in 2004. 
 
However I will reiterate the basic concepts of protection of extractive resources from incompatible uses, 
as explained at length in the Key Resource Area concept paper.  Impacts from extractive operations can 
produce deleterious effects on adjacent properties. Reduction of these impacts to acceptable levels by 
engineering measures may cause the extractive operation to become uneconomical, and thus cease. 
Otherwise, reduction of impacts might not be possible, forcing the operation to cease. 
 
The net effect is that extractive resources are no longer available for community consumption.  Because 
the materials are relatively low value and need to be transported in large volumes, (eg Rockhampton and 
adjacent Shires of over one million tonnes p/a)  they are most economically situated close to the main 
points of consumption, ie urban and industrial areas. This increases the potential for conflict with 
incompatible land uses such as residential or other uses which increase the number of people 
congregating within the area impacted by the extractive operation. However there are provisions for some 
development to occur within the separation area around a KRA.  If it is not possible to avoid increased 
settlement around a resource, the adverse effects on the amenity of persons living, working or 
congregating on the premises, are to be reduced to the extent practicable 
 
 

 "The KRA concept does not aim to establish an inflexible exclusion zone in which all 

development is automatically excluded.  Key Resource Areas are delineated over land zoned 

mainly for rural purposes and do not imply any loss of rights to continue rural activities as 

permitted under the planning scheme.  However, they are areas where increased rights for 

intensification of settlement or development (particularly in the form of residential, rural 

residential, intensive animal husbandry or industrial development) are generally not appropriate 

or should only be allowed with conditions that protect the resources.  Such protection may be 

achieved by requiring applicants for potentially incompatible land uses to demonstrate how the 

developments may be designed to be compatible, for example by incorporating adequate-self 

protection measures if these are possible." 

 
In the case of Peak Hill, the Department of Natural Resources and Mines considers that the remaining 
available resource warrants protection under a KRA. This is because it supplies a considerable proportion 
of Rockhampton's consumption, and appears sufficient to continue to supply material for the next decade. 
Its location relative to the north side of Rockhampton is also a critical element in retaining it as a KRA . 
 
After the resource is effectively exhausted for economical extraction, the Key Resource Area will be 
revoked.  
 

Malcolm J Irwin 

Senior Geoscientist, 

Mineral and Extractive Planning, 
Natural Resources and Mines 
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Phone 32276656 
Fax 32371634 
GPO BOX 2454 Brisbane QLD 4001  
mal.irwin@nrm.qld.gov.au    
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PEAK HILL KEY RESOURCE AREA - KRA 98 

 

SUPPORTING INFORMATION 
    

 

RESOURCE TYPE: Quarry Rock 

 

LOCATION:  The resource is 8 kilometres north of Rockhampton on the Yeppoon 

road  (see Map KRA 98). 

 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT AREA: Rockhampton Regional Council 

 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION: 

 

The resource consist of andesitic tuff and a small diorite and gabbro intrusion of the 

Berserker Beds which form two northwesterly trending ridges to the northeast of 

Glenmore on the northern outskirts of Rockhampton.  The existing quarry lies on the 

eastern slope of the western ridge. 

 

The main part of the diorite body forms a high ridge west of the existing quarry. 

 

CURRENT STATUS: 

 

The existing quarry operated by Earth Commodities? Gary Anderson Earthmoving 

Sand & Gravel Pty Ltd is currently approved for fifteen years from 2000.  It supplies 

material to the Rockhampton City Council concrete plant and any Main Roads work 

on the northern side of Rockhampton. 

 

State LAnd 

 

Products are transported directly onto the Yeppoon to Rockhampton road from the 

quarry properties. 

 

ENVIRONMENT AND PLANNING SITUATION 

 

The area to the north and east is rural and is incorporated in the Yeppoon Road 

Corridor and Berserker Range Environmental Protection Areas.  The land to the east 

and west is screened from the resource by two parallel ridges on either side.  

Residential zones to the west are shielded from the quarry by the western ridge.  One 

lot in the Berserker Range Environmental Protection Area is zoned Future Urban. 

 

The Rural lots north of the Yeppoon Road are screened from the resource by the 

northern extremity of the western ridge, as are the rural lots east of the resource. 

 

CRITERIA FOR STATE SIGNIFICANCE 

The existing operation produces a considerable proportion of the hard rock consumed 

in the northern and eastern part of the Rockhampton Regional Council.  At its present 

rate of production it can continue to operate for over twenty years. 

 

BOUNDARY OF KEY RESOURCE AREA: 
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Working Draft for discussion  Not Government policy 

John O'Dwyer Page 2 22/01/2015 

G:\Geological_Survey\RP\administration\RTI requests\RTI 14-250 Peak Hill Anderson\98-PEAK 

HILL 2011 forestry.doc 
Working Draft for discussion  Not Government policy 

The potential resource appears to be defined by the mapped extent of the diorite 

extending south of the existing operations.  This area is largely covered by the 

Extractive Industry Zone.  Available resources will be increased by grant of sales 

permits for resources on the State Land east of the present quarry. 

 

The resource is surrounded by higher ridges to the west and north, the separation 

distance recommended in those directions is 500 metres.  The separation distance to 

the east extends to the crest of the first high ridge in that direction, and to the crest of 

the reservoir hill to the southwest and is extended to 800m directly southeast of the 

resource. This covers the Yeppoon Road and Berserker Range Environmental Areas. 

 

The separation distance is constrained to the west and southwest by the Norman Road 

Slope Constraint Area boundary 

 

Although the transport route traverse the quarry properties, a one hundred metre set-

back distance is recommended from the edges of the alignments.  

 

SPECIAL CONSIDERATIONS: 
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PEAK HILL KEY RESOURCE AREA - KRA 98 

 

SUPPORTING INFORMATION 
    

 

RESOURCE TYPE: Quarry Rock, Decomposed Rock 

 

LOCATION:  The resource is 8 kilometres north of Rockhampton on the Yeppoon 

road  (see Map KRA 98). 

 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT AREA: Rockhampton City Council 

 

RESOURCE DESCRIPTION: 

 

The resource consist of andesitic tuff and a small diorite and gabbro intrusion of the 

Berserker Beds which form two northwesterly trending ridges to the northeast of 

Glenmore on the northern outskirts of Rockhampton.  The existing quarry lies on the 

eastern slope of the western ridge. 

 

The main part of the diorite body forms a high ridge west of the existing quarry. 

 

CURRENT STATUS: 

 

The existing quarry operated by Gary Anderson Earthmoving Sand & Gravel Pty Ltd 

is currently approved for fifteen years from 2000.  It supplies material to the 

Rockhampton City Council concrete plant and any Main Roads work on the northern 

side of Rockhampton. 

 

Products are transported directly onto the Yeppoon to Rockhampton road from the 

quarry properties. 

 

ENVIRONMENT AND PLANNING SITUATION 

 

The area to the north and east is rural and is incorporated in the Yeppoon Road 

Corridor and Berserker Range Environmental Protection Areas.  The land to the east 

and west is screened from the resource by two parallel ridges on either side.  

Residential zones to the west are shielded from the quarry by the western ridge.  One 

lot in the Berserker Range Environmental Protection Area is zoned Future Urban. 

 

The Rural lots north of the Yeppoon Road are screened from the resource by the 

northern extremity of the western ridge, as are the rural lots east of the resource. 

 

CRITERIA FOR STATE SIGNIFICANCE 

The existing operation produces a considerable proportion of the hard rock consumed 

in Rockhampton City and Livingstone Shire.  At its present rate of production it can 

continue to operate for over twenty years. 

 

BOUNDARY OF KEY RESOURCE AREA: 

The potential resource appears to be defined by the mapped extent of the diorite 

extending south of the existing operations.  This area is largely covered by the 
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Working Draft for discussion  Not Government policy 

John O'Dwyer Page 2 22/01/2015 

G:\Geological_Survey\RP\administration\RTI requests\RTI 14-250 Peak Hill Anderson\Peak Hill KRA 

supporting information 2004.doc 
Working Draft for discussion  Not Government policy 

Extractive Industry Zone.  As the resource is surrounded by higher ridges to the west 

and north, the separation distance recommended in those directions is 500 metres.  

The separation distance to the east extends to the crest of the first high ridge in that 

direction, and to the crest of the reservoir hill to the southwest and is extended to 

800m directly southeast of the resource. This covers the Yeppoon Road and Berserker 

Range Environmental Areas. 

 

The separation distance is constrained to the west and southwest by the Norman Road 

Slope Constraint Area boundary 

 

Although the transport route traverse the quarry properties, a one hundred metre set-

back distance is recommended from the edges of the alignments.  

 

SPECIAL CONSIDERATIONS: 

 

The boundaries of the Key Resource Area are defined on the assumption that the 

resource is confined to the high ridge in which the present operations are set.   
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From: Smith Geoffrey T Rocky Planning 
Sent: Thursday, 29 January 2004 2:47 PM 
To: Irwin Malcolm 
Subject: Seeking your opinion on words to Rocky City Council 

Hi Mal 
 
Further to previous emails and our phone conversation...  
Is it OK to say the following to Rocky City via DLGP?? 
 
 

 [3] Key Resource Areas (KRA’s) for extractive industry - Peak Hill Quarry (no SPP yet) 

Due to development commitments arising from the current planning scheme the separation / 

buffer area around the Peak Hill quarry has been redrawn. The contraction of this separation 

distance has resulted from recognition of a commitment made in the current planning scheme 

and the Norman Road DCP to residential development.  

 

In the absence of any recognition in the planning scheme of KRA's, constraints already in the 

scheme separate future dwellings (in Norman Road Residential Area) to the point where the only 

impact (if any) on new residents nearest to the quarry will be ground vibrations when major 

blasting is in progress in the other side of the hill. Given the size and configuration of the lots 

allowable in Norman Road Residential Area (due to slope and environmental constraints), 

houses are most likely to be located on those parts of each property as to be beyond this ground 

vibration affected area. 

 

New residences on the northern and eastern boundaries of the quarry are unlikely to be given 

approval due to the restrictions on subdivision in the life of the plan (Yeppoon Road Corridor 

Environmental Protection Area and Berserker Range Environmental Protection Area) for reasons 

that (in the former area especially) include allowing the current operation of the quarry to 

continue.  

 

It is recognised that the proposed SPP for extractive industry is yet to get to public consultation 

stage and thus currently has no force. In the meantime NR&M must rely on Council's duty of 

care for new residents combined with support for the continuation of quarrying to ensure that 

Council adequately considers amenity and ground vibration hazard when making development 

decisions in the vicinity of Peak Hill. However consideration should be given to amendments 

that explicitly protect the interests of both future residents and the wider community dependent 

on the availability of quarry materials from both Peak Hill and Pink Lily. 
 
: The Peak Hill resource is considered to be of sufficient regional importance to the Rockhampton region 
 wattayerekon? 
 
Geoffrey T. Smith 
Regional Resources Planning Officer 
Department of Natural Resources and Mines 
Central West Region 
Phone (07) 4938 4592 
Fax (07) 4938 4010 
P O Box 736 
Level 2, 209 Bolsover Street 
Rockhampton 4700 
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From: Smith Geoffrey T Rocky Planning 
Sent: Thursday, 29 January 2004 2:47 PM 
To: Irwin Malcolm 
Subject: Seeking your opinion on words to Rocky City Council 

Hi Mal 
 
Further to previous emails and our phone conversation...  
Is it OK to say the following to Rocky City via DLGP?? 
 
 

 [3] Key Resource Areas (KRA’s) for extractive industry - Peak Hill Quarry (no SPP yet) 

Due to development commitments arising from the current planning scheme the separation / buffer 

area around the Peak Hill quarry has been redrawn. The contraction of this separation distance has 

resulted from recognition of a commitment made in the current planning scheme and the Norman 

Road DCP to residential development.  

 

In the absence of any recognition in the planning scheme of KRA's, constraints already in the 

scheme separate future dwellings (in Norman Road Residential Area) to the point where the only 

impact (if any) on new residents nearest to the quarry will be ground vibrations when major 

blasting is in progress in the other side of the hill. Given the size and configuration of the lots 

allowable in Norman Road Residential Area (due to slope and environmental constraints), houses 

are most likely to be located on those parts of each property as to be beyond this ground vibration 

affected area. 

 

New residences on the northern and eastern boundaries of the quarry are unlikely to be given 

approval due to the restrictions on subdivision in the life of the plan (Yeppoon Road Corridor 

Environmental Protection Area and Berserker Range Environmental Protection Area) for reasons 

that (in the former area especially) include allowing the current operation of the quarry to continue.  

 

It is recognised that the proposed SPP for extractive industry is yet to get to public consultation 

stage and thus currently has no force. In the meantime NR&M must rely on Council's duty of care 

for new residents combined with support for the continuation of quarrying to ensure that Council 

adequately considers amenity and ground vibration hazard when making development decisions in 

the vicinity of Peak Hill. However consideration should be given to amendments that explicitly 

protect the interests of both future residents and the wider community dependent on the 

availability of quarry materials from both Peak Hill and Pink Lily. 
 
: The Peak Hill resource is considered to be of sufficient regional importance to the Rockhampton region to 
be included as a Key Resource Area in the proposed State Planning Policy for Protection of Extractive 
Resources.  Accordingly a separation distance around the resource/processing area has been defined in 
order to protect the resource from incompatible land uses, ie those which are sensitive to impacts from 
extraction and processing, such as ground vibration and noise.  Any developments within the separation 
distance are to be assessed at a higher level to determine whether they will impact on extraction of the 

resource. It is recognized that new residences on the northern and eastern boundaries of the quarry 

are unlikely to be given approval due to the restrictions on subdivision in the life of the plan 

(Yeppoon Road Corridor Environmental Protection Area and Berserker Range Environmental 

Protection Area) for reasons that (in the former area especially) include allowing the current 

operation of the quarry to continue.  However the potential life of the resource could be greater 

than the current approval. 
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The separation distance is constrained by the Norman Road Residential Area. Given the size and 

configuration of the lots allowable in Norman Road Residential Area (due to slope and 

environmental constraints), houses are most likely to be located on those parts of each property as 

to be beyond areas affected by ground vibration.  

 

NR&M must rely on Council's duty of care for new residents combined with support for the 

continuation of quarrying to ensure that Council adequately considers amenity and ground 

vibration hazard when making development decisions in the vicinity of Peak Hill. However 

consideration should be given to amendments that explicitly protect the interests of both future 

residents and the wider community dependent on the availability of quarry materials from both 

Peak Hill and Pink Lily. 
 
 wattayerekon? 
wattayerekon? 
Geoffrey T. Smith 
Regional Resources Planning Officer 
Department of Natural Resources and Mines 
Central West Region 
Phone (07) 4938 4592 
Fax (07) 4938 4010 
P O Box 736 
Level 2, 209 Bolsover Street 
Rockhampton 4700 
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From: Smith Geoffrey T Rocky Planning 
Sent: Tuesday, 3 February 2004 12:56 PM 
To: Irwin Malcolm 
Cc: Dann Russell; Marler Kerrod; Day Ken (Rockhampton) 
Subject: Peak Hill compromise, Pink Lily alternative values may override  
Thanks Mal 
 
final negotiations with Rocky City council (with and without DLGP as intermediary) for amendments to the 
public display draft of their planning scheme have now concluded. This is principally due to timing of 
events beyond our control being council meetings and forthcoming council elections.  
 
Peak Hill Quarry/KRA 
KRA's remain one of four points of disagreement that fall outside our legislative power to require Council 
to amend their draft scheme. In this case the absence of a State Planning Policy protecting access to 
resources for extractive industries means that Council's position is that compromises to Peak Hill Quarry's 
future will be limited or non-existant by virtue of planning constraints on nearby residential development 
for slope, bushfire and environmental protection that co-incidentally will have the effect of maintaining a 
separation distance. 
 
In spite of the co-incidental, if not guarranteed, separation distance for Peak Hill Quarry, NR&M's formal 
assent to public exhibition for the draft planning scheme will draw attention to this outstanding deficiency 
along with three other issues. 
 
Pink Lily KRA 
Recognition in the scheme of that part of Pink Lily KRA in Rockhampton City has other problems or 
constraints, including competing NR&M State interests.  
 
This sliver of land, in common with that part of the KRA immediately adjacent in Fitzroy Shire, coincides 
with an infilled formerly tidal meander of the Fitzroy River estuary. This area is believed to contain buried 
saturated marine sediments that local evidence suggests include pyritic acid generating deposits (acid 
sulfate soil). Indeed the 'extent of known resource' in this infilled meander  is all below 5m AHD thus a 
development application involving excavation will trigger SPP 2/02 for acid sulfate soil (ASS). Sand 
extraction is not necessarily stopped by SPP 2/02, but investigations will be required to determine the 
absence or presence of ASS. If present, an ASS management plan will be needed to guide management 
of the extraction (liming, bunding, etc) that ensures no acid is generated or exported. 
 
The area is also a wetland of national and State significance (Fitzroy River Floodplain BBS004QL) and in 
Rockhampton City has been recognised in the planning scheme as a wetland and an Environmentally 
Sensitive Location. The site also borders the Fitzroy River barrage impoundment which is Rockhampton 
and environs' water supply. 
 
The Draft Planning Scheme strategic framework and desired environmental outcomes (DEO's), not 
unreasonably, seek protection from development of the area thus... 
 

Protecting the ecological values and biodiversity of Rockhampton’s waterways, including the Fitzroy 
River, wetlands, lagoons, major urban creeks and their environs by, but not limited to the 
following: 

 
� Providing sufficient buffer distances between development and waterways; 
� Managing stormwater run-off such that it does not contribute to erosion and 

increased sediment load to waterways; 
� Installing treatment facilities on sites to minimise pollution from water borne 

pollutants entering waterways; and 
� Locating only compatible uses in flood prone areas such that hazardous or noxious 

substances or other materials will not pollute the waterways in times of flood. 
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and... 
 

1. Protecting ecologically sensitive locations (identified on the Environmentally Sensitive Location Map 
as remnant vegetation or wetlands) from unacceptable impacts that compromise the integrity of 
the area, by undertaking only compatible development in accordance with an approved 
Environmental Management Plan (EMP).  

and... 
this is specified in detail by the Biodiversity & Nature Conservation Code and reinforced by the Water 
Quality and Quantity Code and again in the Parkhurst Rural Area intent which aims to Maintain water 
quality upstream of the Fitzroy barrage as Rockhampton City’s main water supply. 
 
Thus protecting the that part of the KRA in Rockhampton city for sand extraction is unlikely to meet with 
local approval given the weightings given to uses and values that would likely be compromised by sand 
extraction. Even this Department would be hard pressed to support sand extraction as preferred land use 
in the light of competing state interests especially in water resource management, without extraordinary 
measures to safeguard other values. 
 
This then is one of those situations where competing values will require careful consideration of a 
whole-of Department position. 
 
If you have any suggestions for achieving a balance that includes sand extraction, let me know! 
 
cheers 
Geoffrey 

 -----Original Message----- 
From:  Irwin Malcolm   
Sent: Tuesday, 3 February 2004 10:12 AM 
To: Smith Geoffrey T Rocky Planning 
Subject: Seeking your opinion on words to Rocky City Council.rtf 
 

 << File: Seeking your opinion on words to Rocky City Council.rtf >>  
 
Dear Geoff, I have tried to write your comments in language similar to that used  in our general 
discussion of KRAs, but if you know what DLGP is likely to express to Council I am happy to run with 
your words as I have included herein. 
 
Thank you very much for your help. 
 

Malcolm J Irwin 

Senior Geoscientist, 

Mineral and Extractive Planning, 
Natural Resources and Mines 
Phone 32276656 
Fax 32371634 
GPO BOX 2454 Brisbane QLD 4001  
malcolm.irwin@nrm.qld.gov.au    
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