Safe River & Balanced Rules

5 October 2023

Chief Executive Officer
Noosa Council

PO Box 141

Tewantin QLD 4565

Dear Sir,

RE: DRAFT NOOSA RIVER CATCHMENT PLAN

The Noosa Boating and Fishing Alliance (NBFA) represenis e interests of 1,500 members,
with a growing membership from the 5,146 registered vascl gwners in Noosa and the wider
Noosa community.

The Noosa Shire had the highest per capita registraign of small (less than 4.5m in length)
vessels in southeast Queensland and the secor.d highest per capital registration of trailerable
(less than 8m in length) vessels in southeagt (;teensland (behind Redland City Council)!

The NBFA makes the following submi:sioi»in respect of the draft Noosa River Catchment
Plan:

1. Preliminary Objectionstan Ccmmunity Cansyltation

1.1 Itis misleading and.2aceptive to asselt that the NBFA was consulted on the draft Noosa
River Catchment Pian. ;vhe NBFA waswot. The NBFA did attend a meeting with council
staff to discussfiogation and seekuncing via the transport levy necessary to obtain state
governmentgnfrestracture funding,tcriund the off-water boat launching infrastructure.

1.2 It is alsh ywong to assrt the: closed consultation with select environmental groups is
suffisiant 2dequate or pranes’community consultation. Accordingly, the NBFA joins in the
wack 21 community sensultation objections voiced by:-

Noosa Confmercid& Marine Operators
Tacklewgrid Noosa

Breakav‘ay | Narine

lLaginaBuating Centre
Farraersnembers of NRSAC

wa<sa North Shore Association

1.3 An objection is also made to the limited timeframe to respond to the draft Noosa River
Catchment Plan by 5 October 2023. The limited timeframe is prejudicial to all stakeholders
as it coincides with school holidays and the distraction of a constitutional referendum.

1 Queensland Recreational Boating Facilities Demand Study 2022 commissioned by Maritime Safety
Queensland released on 6 June 2023.
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1.4 Atlaw, the limited timeframe denies the community and stakeholders procedural fairness
and contravenes principles of transparent and effective processes, decision-making in
the public interest, democratic representation, social inclusion and meaningful community
engagement outlined in section 4 of the Local Government Act 2009

1.5 Itis also of great concern to the 1,500 members of the NBFA and, throug's,the‘grazevine
effect, the 5,146 registered vessel owners in Noosa and the wider Noosa Cor imanity that
the late inclusion of the Conservation Park concept into the propased plan coincides
shortly after release of the Queensland Recreational Boating E4cilives Demand Study
2022 commissioned by Maritime Safety Queensland and the NGF2, subrriissions made to
Council staff to apply part of the Transport Infrastructure Lexyycirca'$1 Million Annually)
toward funding the off water boat ramp facilities as a necesay,=aa-contribution to access
the $185 million pool of marine infrastructure funding. Noosawill have top priority funding
status across the state to access that funding pool, whiah is 4.4 times larger than the $40
million on offer for the Resilient Rivers Initiative. Tho£ofitent of the draft plan, with its
improper references to vessel movements andwesuicuons on boat ramp infrastructure,
puts Noosa's share of marine infrastructure fupding at considerable risk.

1.6 It is understood that applications are beiri{. prepared to internally and externally review
the actions of Council staff to assess /e, astual knowledge of the Conservation Park
proposal and the consultation that has \WCcrirred since the project's inception.

WHAT IS REQUIRED IN A CATCHWENTVMANAGEMENT PLAN / ACTION PLAN

2.1 The Resilient Rivers liitiative), / "Catchment SAcuian Plan criteria are published in the
Department of Environment 21d SciencelFacisiieet and contained in Appendix 1. It is
described in this comimentary as the GAR Facisheet.

2.2 Inshort, the CAF Eacisneet describesivhat needs to be included in a properly constructed
plan.

3. No Collgocrative agree mentgvith Gympie or Sunshine Coast Regional Councils
3.1 ¥he Gatchment for the Noosa River spans across three (3) separate Council areas.

3.1 7ne draft Planfails ta=Ccomply with the fundamental mandate in item 4 of the CAP
Cactsheet, which siates:-

4, WiiereW), catchment spans two or more council areas, the relevant councils establish a collaborative arrangement to align
atclgnent planning, activities and investment. The lead council(s) ensures a strong community focus is achieved based on local
coymurity engagement to identify and address the specific local needs of a catchment.

3.3 There is no current 'collaborative agreement with the other Council's to establish
catchment planning'. There is no alignment in planning. The accompanying report further
states that all references to the MRCCCC have been deliberately removed, which evinces
an intention by NSC not to align planning across the catchment. That directly impacts and
hinders future funding and ignores a fundamental element of the plan.
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4. Plan fails to address the required content criteria.

4.1 The CAP Factsheet lists in order of priority the relevant criteria to be addressed in a draft
plan and specifically states:

CRITERIA BY CATEGORY

ECONOMIC
e Agricultural Lands
e Economic Hubs
e Transport and critical infrastructure

o Airports
o Railroads
o Roads

SOCIO-CULTURAL
e Cultural and social assets
o First Nations Traditional &.te
e Wastewater Infrastructure

MANAGEMENT AND PLANNING
o Stormwater and Assec.atedsinfrastructure
o Water supply, treatmant «nd distribution infrastructure
o Dams
o Pipelinus
o Weaser tre atments plafics

ECOSYSTEM ABITAT
o Natural Assets
6 ¢ Core Bushland erid linkages
¢ Estuarie’s
o Wiaterways
o Watland;

The Watical point issuyat Economic Criteria is listed first, environmental values are listed
st 'and none of thefsuocategories are adequately addressed in the draft plan.

I'his plan gioes 00t address any economic criteria mandated by the Resilient Rivers
Initiative.aiid cutlined in the CAP Factsheet. Furthermore, there is no economic peer
review of tyis draft plan in circumstances where so many families and businesses rely
uporithe=ivoosa River for their livelihood. Our Noosa community was founded by early
Lber getters using the Noosa River in the late 1800s, and the Noosa River has been a
ceniral part of our culture and economic viability since that time. Failure to properly
recognise, appreciate and preserve the significant economic values of the Noosa River is
grotesquely offensive. It bespeaks a dereliction of the Council's responsibilities and a
failure to observe the social inclusion principles of local government.

4.2 The Plan must contain a statement that states it is an advisory document only and that
the NSC intends to produce a revised version of the Plan to accord with agency needs,
agency action and regulatory requirements in the future. It fails to do so.
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5. Plan is Biased and Unbalanced

5.1 The draft plan is biased toward environmental values. So much is clear from the all
conservation Peer Review presented to the Council to seek endorsement of the Plan.

5.2 The draft plan is clearly biased against powered watercraft in preference to nori-powered
watercraft. That is evident from the vast content of vessel restrictions in t'aa plaa aid the
following passage on page 30 of the draft plan:

Recreational and commercial use

The Moosa River Marine Zone, in place since 2009, regulates some
boating-related uses, however these rules are not well understood and
are frequently not observed by the recreational boating public.

The draft plan openly asserts that most of the recreational public are not law-abiding
citizens in circumstances without grounds to make tkat-assertion. Such commentary is
plainly offensive and otherwise contravenes the lacaiiagvernment principles set out in
section 4(2) of the Local Government Act 2009.

5.3 Further evidence of bias towards motorised watercraft can be seen:-
(a) on page 14, exclusion of person@l watergraft (e.g. jet skis) through this section of river;
(b) on page 16, inclusion of the RW.C exclusion zone map;

(c) on page 39, the plan segksito alter MSQ Wistance off regulations to include non-
powered craft — in efiqct,  aking the wiiole Viver a six-knot zone
Public safety
a. In-water a¢’vitie »suc.7'Zs boating and swirpming ai ymonitored and managed for their compatibility and risk in terms of speed limits, boating types

and size, ir. =ptity i 1d extent of use and user . =hav surs.
b. Distadiccoff i mw!ttions are monitore’s and « aforced and apply to non-powered craft as well as swimmers.

(d) on Haga, 43, restricting personal watercraft use to transiting the river channel
rownat'eam of Noosavraters inlet to the river mouth;

) hage 62, deveioving a Boating and PWC code of practice, which itself is completely
inconsistert withitems (a),(b) and (c) above. To exclude Non-powered craft in a code
of practiCey asgume all the problems lie solely at the feet of boat and PWC users.

All of this 18y contained in the draft plan notwithstanding:-

() y&ieral support from Councillors to the prior NBFA proposal to modify the PWC
axclusion zone to permit PWC launching from Tewantin;

(b) officers from MSQ have indicated general support for the proposal, and

(c) senior policy advisors at MSQ wish to talk to NSC about the NBFA submission on
those terms appearing in Appendix 2.
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This draft plan seeks to close down the NBFA proposal without any community
consultation and reflect the plan and council staff's bias toward recreational boating in all
its forms on the Noosa River.

5.4 None of the other existing plans for the Logan-Albert, the Lockyer Plan, thel_ower
Brisbane- Redlands Coast Plan and the Pumicestone Passage Plan containgnotosised
vessel restrictions. Indeed, the content of the Plan is in conflict with the Naasa i2iver Plan
and thereby contravenes section 29(3) of the Local Government Act .0fs™in short,
containing vessel restrictions in a catchment management plan is simply inappropriate.

6. Noosa Everglades

6.1 Itis embarrassing that this plan pays little attention to the<logtasEverglades system.
Particularly given the results of Noosa MP Sandy Bolton's rezent community survey
showing locals do not support the proposed new eco-2acommaodation development.

our recent survey for Noosa residents on this
proposed project. Although a ‘small’ majority
of 53.38 per cent were in support of the current
activities including bushwalking, kayaking,
surfing, tours, camping as currently conduct-
ed, the majority were against any form of new.
eco-accommodation sites.

6.2 The Noosa River Evergladgs it.onevof only 2 %verglades systems worldwide. It contains
44% of Australia's bird,specigs, ut it is baiglyvmentioned in the draft plan. What that
reveals is that the true irtentic n of the plén is v provide another layer of restriction on
motorised vessel mcyements on the NaasaRiver.

WHAT DOES A GO23 &AZVCHMENT AGTION PLAN LOOK LIKE?

7.1 The CAP F{ctsheet also state s:

Consistency i the reparation of CAPs across the SEQ region

7.2 Twohings are theh ciparly evident: the draft plan put forward for endorsement looks
pothing like anvesthiir draft plan for any other Council in SE Queensland, and the peer
re)iew submittos’ o support it is biased. Peer review should encompass:-

(a) submiasiansof the draft plan to the SEQ Council of Mayors for independent review and
&on mert, and

(bypeer review ought to be done by other SEQ Council staff who have already developed
tweir own working plans in other jurisdictions.

7.3 In terms of what a good Catchment Action Plan might look like, the Resilient Rivers
Initiative has already produced the:-

Brehmer River Catchment Action Plan

Lower Brisbane — Redlands Coastal Catchment Action Plano
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Logan-Albert Catchment Action Plan
Mid Brisbane Catchment Action Plan

The first point to note is that all of these Action Plans (nor the Council Plan / Fra:::ework
behind them) do not require nor seek to turn their river systems into a Conservgion, rérk.
Indeed, the Redlands Coast Bay and Creeks Plan 2021-2031 (upon whiclsthe Catehiment
Action Plan is based) specifies that it is a 'non-statutory document' meanne vt it does
not seek nor does it need any further legislative ‘head of power' to ‘mplement its
objectives.

The second thing to note is that the content of the Plans gi"&ther acal governments is
much more aligned with conservation principles and objec tves=af.those reports:-

1. Contain references to dealing with population growthe=2xtreme weather, land use, flood
mitigation, sediment control, stormwater treatmeits/ Water quality, litter, native fish
species, invasive weeds, stratification withifythesardundwater column, acidification,
algal bloom, riparian vegetation;

2. DO NOT contain any references to vesst| restrictions or vessel management, unlike
the draft plan presented to NSC. What »» Ciear is that vessel restrictions should not be
incorporated into a River Catchment Wiaragement Plan;

3. DO contain further references g targeted Policy and Planning actions. For example

Poiy and planning actions I, .

9. Embed updated SEQ Environmental Values, Wiier Qualitgihjectives and accompaliying aguatiyscosystem mapping undar the Environmental Protection {Water) Policy 2009 into local
planning schemes.

10. Clarify the regulatory framework fCshe sustainable management of shalllw punciet’ aguifers to support watenway health, wetlands groundwater recharge to protect water security.
11. Build towards a greater body offinowielige of surface and groundwat€) esourcelian North Stradbroke Island to better inform water resource planning by identifying existing data and
assessing data gaps, and establihing a cf Wralised data collection, QprageQpd sharing framewark.

12. identify Indigenous land@Cape Bplu=8stin with Native Title apd withoc jusing the Department of Envinonment and Scence’s ecosystems service manual for appropriate inclusion of
indigenous landscape lusfin cfichment and land managemer activite 57

13. Ensure the Queggipnd §eopaf®nt's waterway managmentchriid®? guideline (under development) is appropriate fior urban waterway restoration designs and recognises Indigenous
landscape vahfs (idaglified in action 4)

14. Establish amagresd frag “work to ensure/ -gular Lidar sLpysde performed and are suitable for the purposes of catchment planning (e.g. rales, funding, frequency).
15. Undepfike ¢ ked Tiiapping and conditi 1 assessmen of sub-tidal and intertidal wetlands for resteration and protection planning to reduce coastal ercsion and impacts of dimate change.

CONGERVATION PARR

8.1 /3y Council stéffianown admission, including a Conservation Park in the Noosa Draft
catchmentggiansis so new that many former NRSAC members were unaware of its
consideratian. /"his confirms that NO genuine broad community consultation has been
conducteanAs such, it should be removed from the Draft Noosa River Catchment Plan.

8.2 ueirerre already three (3) conservation parks on the Noosa River Noosa, which are
cuiiently managed by the Department of Environment and Science and not the NSC, so
the proposal to make NSC Trustee is bound to fail.

8.3 A Conservation Park over all declared fish habitats on the Noosa River will have the effect
of turning the entire Noosa River into a Conservation Park. See Appendix 3.
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8.4 NSC does not have the appropriately qualified officers, resources or funding to maintain
and manage the proposed Conservation Plan. MSQ and Fisheries are state-funded and
have specialist officers who perform these tasks at no cost to NSC.

8.5 The proposed Conservation Park will act as a control mechanism for a small Mto
exert dramatically inflated influence over the river, negatively affecting access wver
by Noosa's Recreational and Commercial river users, which is unaccept

the Noosa River. It should not seek to burden itself with the sibilities of state

8.6 NSC lacks the technical skills or resources to manage the entire Fwa tat Areas for
S
agencies, which are set out below:

8.7 Primary Collaborators noted on page 46 as Kabi Kabi, D . Why would Noosa's
Recreational and Commercial sector's needs and input be luded?
Queensland Government The Departmen@uﬂure and Fisheries (DAF)
The Queensland Gosvernment is responsible for water .regulat < it tock |n;ﬂu51r|egr;dhurt|Cullurall
security and water quality by setting palicy direction o - AU LTS I TP
R e inehgenous fehenes throwghout
W ) Sgyth EastNflieensland. Declared Fish Habitat Areas,
The Department of Emaronment and Science (DES) terways providing for fish passage, and marine
are State Interests under the State Flanning

is responsible for setting Water Quality Object or a Development Approval is required under the
and Ervironmental Values under the Enwviro Planping Act 2016 for any developrment that irmolves
Protection (Water) Policy 2009, The d inpa on marine plants, declared Fish Habitat Areas,
Wetlands Program within DES pr rrTigian

and tools including the “Walking
journals. DES also manageshoreta arine Park & ton Bay area that recognise and pratect the

as a multi-use marine protecid area under the Natu le contribution these areas pravide to fisheries’
Conservation Act 1992, ot of the Nature ductivity in the region.
E?'I?Ie .alln::'-..fiﬂﬂiﬁ:rtrFlgﬁI Culiu?;rz:[;nnsfmnalucial The bepanment of-ssa: Dentiopmen,

" Manufacturing, Infrastrecture and Planning (DSDMIF)

ueaoif protecys my thiat Is.conft(= adminicters the Planning Act 2016 by co-ordinating
the natural, cu ather val t al. : i " y
the functions of infrastructure planning and policy,

has regulatory, policy and catchment managament
robes. DES regulates Environmentally Relevant Acti§itie P@icy and are managed under the Fisharies Act 1994,
under the Environmental Pratection Act 1994 an ompliance with Accepted Development Requirements

The De: atural Resolrees, Milkes and regional and local gevernment planning and services,
Ener % responsible fo activities and economic develapment. The State Planning
urt er Act 2000, including managing water Palicy—\Water Quality sets the state's policy direction
irrigation a purpases, and for protecting and enhancing erviranmental values
works within wa 5. This department and guality.
rks dasely with DES.

tise by the NSC to even administer a Trustee role is further evidenced by
ent attempt to manage the simple task of dredging on the Noosa River,
ulted in a complete failure. That dredging failure has compounded the dangers of
the®oosa Rivermouth and Noosa Bar, which resulted in a boat rollover on 20 September
2023 and a near miss, as illustrated by the photo appearing below:
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NSC Ratepayers should not bhe e peated to foat the Bill
9.1 Currently, the Noosa River |5 administered Ly tne state agencies of MSQ fisheries.
9.2 Both state agensicihave annual fudgetary funding for programs and maintenance

on the Noosa River. adopting thevareposed plan for short-term grant funding will
have long-te m/ripancial conseguer ces in that:-

(a) If the' WS/ becarnre the TruGtee under any plan, then financial responsibility would
gnifi i the NSC,and Nbosa Ratepayers would incur the financial burden;

(% MSQ wouldgicye grounds to remove the presence of the dedicated MSQ officer
at Parkyn Parface, Tewantin, on the basis that it is now an NSC responsibility;

(c) MS@ and«=isheries also have in-house experts to provide advice about the Fish
Hab:tats'at no cost to Noosa Ratepayers. The draft plan calls for external
sonsultation on 50 action pieces, meaning those consultants will cost ratepayers.

9.3 "\ Nbor.x members have already expressed concern that they do not want a repeat of the
3.7 million blowout from the oyster reef project, which has not produced a single
oyster and has goals yet to be proven. As one member said, 'l can't believe it cost $3.7
Million to put rocks in the river. They look terrible and are a navigation hazard. All
Council had to do was to look at the lack of oysters opposite the Sheraton, which have
been there for 50 years, to know that this project won't work.' This project was clearly
a case of putting the cart before the horse. The money would have been better spent
on the 'Keep it in Kin Kin' program, stopping sediment and chemical inflows into the
river. As experts have said, 'oysters don't recruit and grow well without clean water'.
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CLOSING REMARKS
1. The Plan has no adequate Community Consultation.

2. The Plan does not coordinate with any plans developed by the MRCCC or SZashine
Coast Regional Council.

3. The content of the plans fails to meet the basic criteria and bespeak Lias ow the part
of those presenting it at its highest and a questionable level of competer:ze at the very
least.

4. The plan is embarrassing because it cares more abgdy vesael restrictions than
preserving things like the Noosa Everglades.

5. The plan denies those who earn a livelihood from.the river the fundamental right to
Procedural Fairness and does not address their ne e4s;

6. The Conservation Park concept has been)kept as a hidden agenda that has been
slipped in at the last minute under the mistanan guise of urgency to pass a plan to
obtain funding.

7. The Plan will hinder funding oppcituiities.

WHAT OUGHT BE DONE?
The NBFA petitions the Couucil to.

1. Send the plan hack to staff to remove” references to vessel restrictions and a
Conservation Pérk, taen review and,amendment the draft plan to align with the CAP

Factsheet mansaies.

2. Send the.27eft plan tes@CRC 2nd Gympie Council for alignment planning and to the
SEQ/Crurici of Mayors forppeer review and comment.

3, Cencuct full and.aroper community consultation on any plan produced in the future.

Infthz interim, the MBEAwrequests that the Council immediately develop a high-priority plan
inGEsnding proseecius to support the Keep it Kin Kin project, reducing chemical inflows and
imigiementing <2din ent control in the Kin Kin Creek region as a targeted response to attract
immediate yesiientrivers funding.

ThetvensBoating Fishing Alliance is ready to support a catchment plan that focuses
on sensible initiatives that improve Noosa River water quality in line with the goals of
the Resilient Rivers Initiative. Does not seek to place restrictions on motorised vessels
& fishers and has been through a genuine broad Community consultation process.

Thank you for your time and consideration of these issues.

NOOSA BOATING AND FISHING ALLIANCE
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APPENDIX 1

2023, 12:57 PM Catchment Action Plan/Resilient Rivers Initiative (Department of Environment and Science)

Wetlandinfe — Department of Envirenment and Science

Home = Resgurces > Interactive tools and cage studies > Assessment Toolbox > Asse

Catchment Action Plan/Resilient Rivers Initiative

Developer Coundl of Mayors South East Queenciand {CoMSEQD), Quesnsiand Govemment, SEQ) Water, UnkyWater, Queansiand Urban aalth
Larsd arsd Water

Latest documentation 2021

Designed for use in '3!'-""“""& Australa

Waterways, Bay
ongoing fes
Assessment purpose  Cordiice, Management effectivensss, Palicy, Processes and companents
Assessment criteria  Soco-cuunl, and Ec t, Economic
Method type Dwskiop, expert paned, consukation
Tanesls o ooty bl s bl i fomicani e B i R
Scale LandscapeyCatchment
‘Wetland system Estuarine, Riverine

Description and method logic

Method purpose

Thie Resllient Rivers Inftiathes alms to Improee the health of wabersays an  MOre oo it to protect water and keep soll
an the land and ot of the waterways. The Initlative Is & high-level colk - an Ini and g duumwpafsaq bulkding o
existing efforts. It reg a good of the: af mp&u—ﬂﬂmmmmwn-ﬂammmmhmd
the local ¢ v a on-gr action, and Is de ] ment bask.

The goals of the Resllent Rivers Initisthe are:

= To promote partnerships with strong leadership to wms management In SEQ

= To keep soll on the land and cut of

* To help protect the reglan's water securky the curment and futy ki

* To Improve the cimate resilence of the region

The 2025 Ou of the Rk = Method, will be th h development of Catchment Action Flans {CAPs) acrass the reglon and by
Implementing the high priarny works 5. Agreed tangets and will be established for each CAF, which will be underpinned by the best

lked pricribies within a specHic catchment. CAPs dentify assets and assoclabed services, thrests,
of regional significance, benefiting more than one local government area, and In the conbext of the
erosion and seciment, and/or extreme weather events (foods and storm surges ), along with

o or more councll areas, the relevant counclls & e to align ks activities and investment. The
g commundty focus Is achieved besed on kool commaunity wmrmldum-ullddr‘nuu mmmu‘amm

Q single Investment dedskan point for the catchment to align Melevant resourzes.

solencimc and basis CAPs and naw ging

and the effectiveness of implemented sctions are

A five-step process. ks undertaken to develop a CAF:

Supi:mmmmrupm wnderstand components and processes such &5 geology and hydrodogy.
Ztep 2: Catchment description and issves Induding defining assets, services, values and chjectives.

Ztep 3: Risk assessment induding @rgets and preliminary management actions.

Srep 41 Priortisation of management actions.

Srap 5: =nt from collaborators,

hitps-itwetlandinfo.des. gid.gow. dsiresources/ioois): t-search-toolicatchment-achion-plan-resfient-rivers-nitiatve/ 14
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W2823, 12:57 PM Catchment Action Plan/Resilient Rivers Initiative (Department of Environment and Science)
Consistency In the preparation of CAPS across the SEQ reglon i desimable to aliow for regional priorftisation of projeds where appropriate. To achiewe this, the following aspects
af 3 CAP bernefit in being consistent:
= 3Ssers-based risk 3SSESSMEnT approach that links to the regional goals
= pricrtisation of management options (e.g. using 2 cost-benefit analysis based on the Inwestment Framework for Environmental Resources {INFFER]} methodologyl ™)
= monitoring, evaluation and reporting.

The final outcome i 3 CAP documsent for key Inwestors and stakeholders of & Specific catchment. A final CAF will be a strategic document, web-based, with reference
detalled supporting documents where appropriate.

Criteria groupings of the method

Azsets are cabchment-hased ard can inclsde:
* Water supply, treatment and distribution infrastruchane
+ Stormwater and assoclated Infrastructure
= ‘Wastewater infrastnecture

= Transport and critical infrastrucdune

= Ecomomic hubs

= Agricultural lands

& Nateral ascebts such as ¥s, eshuaries and other core bushland and linkages

Cultural and social assets.

E

[Each ascet can have severl sssocisted services, for eample the asset of an estuary can provide the services of fishe cammercial), recreation,
aguaculture, profection from storm surge and Fiooding, and blodiversiy. Each asset can also have several threats, such as nt, fish passage barriers and reduced
seagrass In the case of an estuary. Other threats cn include population growth, extreme weather events, and bnd use larty wrban footprint increases. Each

fthresat c3an In tum have 3 range of Esues and Impacts.

Data required

Land-use mapping and other spatial data such as peology, wetlands, waterways, and vegeta

Conceptual models Inking assets, services and threats

Expert and stakehabkder Information

Fledd data to inform and assess management acthons

Threat data (&g sediment, fish passsge barriers and reduced seagrass)

Aszets data (e.g- transport and crtical infrastnscture, economic hubs, agrcuftural ‘water supply, treatment and distribetion Infrastruchene, stormwarter and assocksbed
Infrastructune, wastewater Infrastruchane

Catrhiment-based eoosystem senvices data

* Hydnological data
+ Geamarphological daty
« Soco-economic data,

Resources required

Expertise required Q *

High-level expert knowledge of catchment mr@-w MQ & actions {on-ground works) and spatial analysis.
Materials required

Spatial and non-spatial data, a database mmm-m@ (G15) platharm for result p fan and gl
Software.

Method outputs 0

= = 8 s % =

tion @mrgets

irces/books t-search-tool'catchment-action-plan-resfient-rivers-nitiatve’ 24
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29023, 12257 PM Catchment Action Plan/Resilient Rivers Initiative (Department of Envirenment and Science)

s Cultural and social assets
= First Natiors traditional sibes
o ‘Wastewater Infrastrscture

Management and planning

e Stormwaber and assoclabed Infrastructure

o ‘Waber supply, treatment, and distribution infrastnascture \
n Cams
= Fipelines <
= Water treatment plants

Ecosystem /habitat

® Matural assebs
‘Core bushiand and linkages

:Emumu &\
= Waterways
» Wetlands

Review

Recommended user
mEzltandmemwmmgmﬂpwmmmmgmﬂpﬂ,mmm,m , and other stakeholders.
Strengths

« Collaborative Intiathee that brings together a wice range of stakehalders

= Easily understond by wsers with varying backgrounds, experience and qualifications
Flexible, can be applied to all catchments of SE¢) and potentially other parts of
Hased on an adap gement &

=
« Catchment-based and holistic across the whole catchment
+ Stand-alone but can Interface with other databases and types of data.

Limitations

= A lot of work required to uncertake each stage of the CAF
= Complexities assodated with working across a relatively kange group

* The four goals are specific and primarily anthropogenic and do not | any of the goals for the natural systems.
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Safe River & Balanced Rules

APPENDIX 2

From: m@msq.qld.gov.aw
Sent: ursday, 21 September :
To:

Subject: RE: Noosa River Marine Zone - Speed Changes

Good Afternoon _

Thank you for your email about the Commercial PWC area in the Noosa River.

Consideration of the operation of PWCs on the Noosa River is part of MSQ’s bzaader work for vessel management
on the Noosa River, particularly in relation to safety.

As you are aware, the Noosa River Marine Zone was established fglloving ayroposal for a marine zone from Noosa
Shire Council.

MSQ will be discussing the operation of PWCs in Noosa River ‘iith Noosa Council.

Following these discussions, MSQ will write to you aggin‘ifice/ urther information is available.

Kind regards

Folicy, Planning glid Reguidtion
Maritime Safety Queensland | Cujfomer Service, Safety and Reguigtion/Division
Department of Transport and Main J2igds

Floor 4 | 61 Mary Street | Britbag'e Qla 4000
GPO Box 2595 | Brisbane Qi#=00,

1WEJ.g/4.gov.au
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Safe River & Balanced Rules

APPENDIX 3

NOOSA RIVER DECALRED FISH HABITAT AREAS
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