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Minutes - General Meeting 

Thursday 7.00 pm, 22 July 2021 

Held via Zoom 

1. Opening Welcome to Attendees and Acknowledgment of Country 

2. Attendance and apologies 

i. Attendance: 
Melva Hobson (MCG), Estelle Blair (C&NSCC), Trevor Rice (SCAAN), Ken Mewburn (TAPP), Keith 
Sweatman (YADCA), Pam Rogowski (PLHS), Kathryn Hyman (TWWS), Lindsay Holt (BRLUP), Brian 
Anker (DW), Jim Stewart (SCRS), Tony Barry (CRA), Michael Yeates (Assoc), Michael Spicer 
(PFAFA), Gillian Hall (Dulong Futures) 

ii. Apologies: Narelle McCarthy (SCEC), Tony Philbrick (DW/Assoc), Reg Brine (TWWS), Greg Smith (SCAAN). 

3. Declaration of interests  
Standing declaration - Melva Hobson is a member of LGIA Super 

4. Minutes of the previous general meeting – 24 June 2021 (distributed via website). Minutes of the      
Special Meeting on Mass Transit, held on 14 June 2021, also distributed by website. 

4.1 Confirmation of minutes of 14 June 2021 
That the Minutes be accepted as accurate. 
Moved Brian Anker, Seconded Lindsay Holt 
Carried 
Confirmation of minutes of 24 June 2021 
That the Minutes be accepted as accurate. 
Moved Ken Mewburn Seconded Tony Barry 
Carried 
 

4.2 Business arising from Minutes 
(NB numbers in brackets relate to previous month’s minutes) 
9.1(d) Mass Transit process and submission (See Agenda item 9.1(d)) 

9.1(i) Coolum West (See Agenda item 9.1(i) 

5. Correspondence 
 Inwards (see website) 

Response from Dr Steven Miles regarding Coolum West wave pool proposal 
 Outwards (see website) 
  Nil 
 Moved, Estelle Blair, seconded Brian Anker that the Correspondence list be accepted.  Carried. 
5.1 Business arising from correspondence: 
 See discussion under Agenda item 9.1(i) 
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6. Financial Report 
6.1 Treasurer’s Report: Moved Brian Anker, Seconded Michael Spicer, that the Treasurer’s Report attached to the 

Update be approved. Carried 
6.2 Accounts for payment:  

Nil 

7. Membership Report 
7.1 New member applications 

8. Member presentation 
Nil 

9. General Business 
9.1 Standing Items: 

(a) SC Airport Community Aviation Forum report: 
See report attached to the Update.  

(b) CHAS: 
See report attached to the Update.  

(c) SEQCA and (d) QLGRA: 
See report attached to the Update.  

(d) Mass Transit update: 
See report attached to the Update. The SCRC Transport Community Reference Group accepted 
OSCAR’s request to present at its 11 August meeting. Thanks to all who contributed to discussion 
and development of the presentation at the MT workshop on 17 July. The draft presentation was 
circulated on the Update and members provided useful comment and suggestions for amendments 
to the presentation. It was requested that detailed comments from members be received by about 
27 July, to enable finalization of the presentation by end July.  

N.B.Detailed notes from the discussion re the PowerPoint presentation are included following the 
end of the Minutes. 

Regarding endorsement of an OSCAR member for the next term of the TCRG, Greg Smith has 
indicated willingness to continue in the role. 

Moved Brian Anker, seconded Trevor Rice that Greg Smith be nominated as OSCAR’s representative 
on the SCRC TCRG. Carried. 

(e) SCRC and Noosa Councils: 
Members and interested persons encourage to watch the live streams, dates in Update 

(f) Buddina Beachfront: 
See report attached to the Update. Appeal has not been decided. 

(g) Twin Water West Appeal: 
See report attached to the Update.  

(h) Sekisui Appeal  
Nothing further to report. 
(i) Coolum West: 
See report attached to the Update and correspondence dated 16 July. It appears the proposal is still 
being considered by DSDLGP due to potential tourism benefits. Members voiced concerns 
regarding Economic Development Queensland (part of DSDLGP) and the Economic Development 
Act’s lack of sustaibnability principles and ability to override the Planning Act. There was also 
concern that future Olympics infrastructure and developments may be approved under Priority 
Development Area declarations, avoiding community input and scrutiny.  

(j) Current SCRC and Noosa Engagement activities: 
See report attached to the Update 
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9.2 Working Groups – Planning, Climate Change, Local Government Reform, Drainage/Flooding 
(Maroochy North Shore) 

Planning Workshop follow-up - Notes from the workshop will be posted on website as soon as 
possible. Further discussion to be held over to the August meeting. 

10 Other items from the floor 
10.1 Melva Hobson (MCG) reported on Council’s decision to implement an opt out garden organics 

collection service from July 2022, in preparation for an eventual transition to a Food 
Organic/Garden Organic collection service and processing facility. The practicality of this initiative, 
especially for multi-unit dwellings and tourist areas, was discussed. 

10.2 Regarding the attachment of General Business reports to the Update email, two members 
recommended they be available by a link in the Update, rather than as an attachment, as it was 
easier to access the reports via a link during discussion on a Zoom meeting. 

11. Meeting date and location for next OSCAR Meeting 
Next general meeting is scheduled for 26 August 2021. The format TBC. 

12 Close of meeting 

The meeting closed at 9.30 pm. 

 
Notes on 9.1(e) Mass Transit presentation discussion 22 July 2021 

A non-pdf copy of the presentation to be sent to Brian Anker, Michael Yeates, Lindsay Holt, Michael Spicer and any 
others who request them. “Give slide number and make suggestions and amendments in red but not in track 
changes” 

Slide 2 – delete dot point commencing “OSCAR is happy” 

Slide 4 – move dot points 5 and 6 up list. Options ignore growth areas not on coast 

Slide 7 – trials with buses should be short term, need to be done within 2 years if ‘something’ is to be in place by 
2032 Olympics; Short term = 0-2 years, Medium = 2-5 years long term =5-10years, so on slide the timeframes should 
change to “Short” for trials and “Medium’ for CAMCOS 

Slide 10 – timeframes… community cannot wait until 2027 for something to be completed by 2031. Tables not really 
relevant, last table shows how silly they are 

Slide 11 – need more emphasis on transport connection to SC Airport, particularly for Olympics. CAMCOS route 
notionally goes to airport. Get Action from SEQRTP re CAMCOS corridor and put in presentation at Slide 11 

Slide 12 – “we remain concerned that the project is all about land use” 

Slide 13 – (MY) “be careful of getting involved in bus technology (eg e-buses) just talk ‘buses’ otherwise likely to get 
‘lost’ in micromanagement of details – cf – need some goal to inspire/novelty value? 

Slide 16 – maybe title should be “Attractions” rather than Assumptions 

Slide 17 – soften language – “consideration could be given to” rather than hard ‘Assumptions’ – eg consideration 
could be given to ‘smart ticketing’. Also there would be a need for built infrastructure, particularly on the Motorway, 
if the express service is going to connect with feeder services into, eg Peregian, Coolum, Mooloolaba 

Slide 20 – focus on connecting major activity centres for priority route trials. X bus trials on existing routes with 
fewer stops (cf X trains for Bne commuters) for the first 2 years. A menu of options, not mass transit. – the local 
component of bus services must continue. 

Other comments: LH – the next step for OSCAR discussion is what kind of mode for CAMCOS? Multimodal rather 
than one fixed mode – ie the correct mode for type and level of service required. 

MY – roads don’t need work except in peak hours; congestion only during peak hours, so need to break the cycle of 
peak hour car use (generally by workers).  

Keith Sweatman (chat comment at end) – MT questions to SCRC: 
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1. what is the total population [of SC???] 

2. What distribution of that population along the coastal corridor would be required to make any of the light rail 
options self-funding in terms of capital servicing and operating costs? 

Then the question becomes not whether the community wants a MT system but whether the community wants that 
population distributed in that way along that key coastal corridor. With no major financial contribution from Federal 
and State Govts, ratepayers will have to cover the gap. It has been made clear there is nothing in the OAR that 
guarantees that a high population density inb the coastal corridor would mean there is less development in other 
parts of the SC. The OSCAR counter proposal provides a proportionate, more practical way of dealing with the 
transport and traffic issues that [SC?] can respond to, rather than necessitate population growth and distribution 

 


