Heritage Place Code

Performance Criteria and Acceptable Solutions

3
Cultural heritage significance

3.2.1
Development of or in a heritage place 

Performance Criteria
Acceptable Solutions

P1
The proposal must not damage the cultural heritage significance of the heritage place, but provides for its future protection
A1
A report accompanying the application that verifies the proposal has been prepared in accordance with the Australia ICOMOS Charter for the Conservation of ‘Burra Charter’ Places of Cultural Significance 1998

P2
The proposal must be based on, and take account of, all aspects of the cultural significance of the heritage place
A2
A report accompanying the application that verifies the proposal has been prepared in accordance with the Guidelines to the Burra Charter: Cultural Significance

P3
The proposal must protect the fabric and setting of the heritage place, while providing for its use, interpretation and management
A3
A report accompanying the application that verifies the proposal has been prepared in accordance with the Guidelines to the Burra Charter: Conservation Policy

P4
The proposal must be based on the issues relevant to the conservation of the heritage place, with appropriate opportunity for community comment on the findings
A4
A report accompanying the application that verifies the proposal has been prepared in accordance with the Guidelines to the Burra Charter: Procedures for Undertaking Studies and Reports

3.2.2
Development on land adjoining a heritage place

Performance Criteria
Acceptable Solutions

Operational work or changes to buildings

P1
Views of the heritage place identified as significant in the Heritage Register citation must not be impaired by any aspect of the proposal, including landscape and building elements
A1
No Acceptable Solution is prescribed

Subdivision

P2
The subdivision pattern must not result in buildings that would impair visible attributes of the heritage place identified as significant in the Heritage Register citation
A2
No Acceptable Solution is prescribed

4
Special cultural significance to Indigenous people

4.2.1
Development of or in a heritage place

Performance Criteria
Acceptable Solutions

P1
The proposal must not impair culturally significant attributes of the heritage place identified by the Indigenous people for whom the place is significant
A1
No Acceptable Solution is prescribed

5
Natural heritage significance

5.3.1
Development of or in a heritage place

Performance Criteria
Acceptable Solutions

P1
The proposal must not adversely impact on the natural features and values of the heritage place, particularly any significant flora, fauna or vegetation types as listed in the Natural Assets Planning Scheme Policy
P1
The proposal complies with an approved Environmental Management Plan demonstrating that natural heritage values are not adversely affected

5.3.2
Development on land adjoining a heritage place

Performance Criteria
Acceptable Solutions

P1
The likely siting of buildings or other structures must not detract from the landscape values of the heritage place
A1
No Acceptable Solution is prescribed

P2
The proposal and consequential future site works must not impact on the natural drainage from, into or around the heritage place
A2.1
The design and construction of all major and minor stormwater run–off management measures for the proposal comply with the Council’s current Subdivision and Development Guidelines and where applicable a Stormwater Management Plan or a Local Stormwater Management Plan prepared by Council

A2.2
A drainage design that:

•
allows for risk associated with blockages

•
prevents prolonged ponding

•
identifies the lawful point of discharge

•
ensures ready access for maintentance

•
allows for practical maintenance requirements

•
achieves acceptable risk to property and to public safety associated with floodways, causeways and overland flow paths

P3
The siting of buildings and other structures must not cause the removal of native flora and/or fauna habitat from the adjacent heritage place
A3
The layout and planning of the proposal retains, protects and manages the ecological features and processes identified on or adjacent to the site, such as fauna and flora habitat areas, ecological corridors, habitat trees, waterways (in–stream habitats), riparian zones and wetlands

P4
Site landscaping must be sympathetic to and consistent with the species composition and habitat values of the adjacent heritage place
A4
Where applicable the proposal meets the management intent for any Significant Flora Species, Significant Fauna Species or Significant Vegetation Communities, as defined in the Natural Assets Planning Scheme Policy, or in any existing Council Conservation Action Statements, Natural Area Management Plans or other relevant conservation or management plans

P5
Site layout must allow for the retention of ecological corridors for fauna travelling between the adjacent heritage place and nearby natural habitat areas
A5
The design of ecological corridors is consistent in the principles as contained in the Brisbane City Council Ecological Assessment Guidelines 1998

While every care is taken by Brisbane City Council to ensure the accuracy of this extract of the code, Council make no representations or warranties about its accuracy, reliability or completeness and disclaim all responsibility and all liability (including without limitation, liability in negligence) for all expenses losses and damages (including direct and consequential damage) and costs that may be incurred as a result of the document being inaccurate in any way and for any reason.
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