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Executive Summary 

Background: 

This report covers a telephone survey undertaken over the period 5 to 19 March 2015 to investigate 

community awareness and opinions concerning the revised Planning and Development Strategy for the 

Canberra Brickworks and Environs.   

 

The survey involved a total of 1,400 telephone interviews made up of 500 interviews with people living 

in the local area (Yarralumla, Curtin and Deakin) and 900 interviews with people living in the rest of 

Canberra, using a random sampling methodology. 

 

Following research in July 2014, the planning and development proposal was revised as follows: 

 Construction of a revised interchange near the Mint has been brought forward to provide direct 

access to Woden and Deakin, and to address future traffic management issues. 

 Building heights have been lowered to improve overall dwelling diversity, and the 1,800 dwellings 

have been spread over a larger area with higher density developments located closer to main roads 

and away from existing homes. 

 Mixed use zoned sites are proposed within the Yarralumla and Deakin project area. 

 Conservation and adaptation of the historic Canberra Brickworks, and construction of Quarry Park 

and several other parks will proceed as planned. 

Main Findings: 

 Clear majorities of the population in the local area and across the rest of Canberra are in favour of 

the revised proposal. [Chart A] 

o In the local area, the result is around two to one in favour – 65.3% in favour versus 32.1% 

not in favour across Yarralumla, Curtin and Deakin. 

o Across the rest of Canberra the result is around four to one in favour – 78.8% in favour 

versus 19.5% not in favour. 

 The results in response to the revised (2015) proposal are more favourable in the local area and 

across the rest of Canberra than the results in response to the earlier (2014) proposal. [Chart B] 

o In the local area, the proportion in favour has increased from 48.6% to 65.3%, with the 

proportion not in favour falling from 48.9% to 32.1%. 

o Across the rest of Canberra, the proportion in favour has increased from 66.0% to 78.8%, 

with the proportion not in favour falling from 32.6% to 19.5%. 
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Chart A: Opinions of the Revised (2015) Proposal 

 
 

Chart B: Comparison 2015 versus 2014 

 
 

25.9

22.4

26

52.5

42.9

52.8

10.2

15.2

10.1

9.6

16.9

9.4

1.8

2.6

1.7

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

TOTAL 2015

Made up of:

LOCAL AREA 2015

REST OF ACT 2015

Strongly in favour Moderately in favour Moderately not in favour

Strongly not in favour Unsure+neither/nor

19.7

25.9

13.5

22.4

19.9

26

46.1

52.5

35.1

42.9

46.1

52.8

15.3

10.2

21.7

15.2

15.3

10.1

17.2

9.6

27.2

16.9

17.3

9.4

1.7

1.8

2.5

2.6

1.4

1.7

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

Total 2014

TOTAL 2015

Made up of:

Local area 2014

LOCAL AREA 2015

.

Rest of ACT 2014

REST OF ACT 2015

Strongly in favour Moderately in favour Moderately not in favour

Strongly not in favour Unsure+neither/nor



 

Research for the 2015 Revised Canberra Brickworks and Environs Planning and Development Strategy  Page 3 

 

1. Introduction 

1.1 Background 

This report covers a telephone survey undertaken over the period 5 to 19 March 2015 to investigate 

community awareness and opinions concerning the revised Planning and Development Strategy for the 

Canberra Brickworks and Environs. 

1.2 The Research Approach 

A community information and feedback session was held on 28 February 2015 at Yarralumla public 

school by Land Development Agency as part of its community engagement strategy.  Other community 

engagement activities included briefings with key stakeholders (such as Yarralumla Residents 

Association, Brickworks tenants, Royal Canberra Golf Club, and local community groups), Canberra 

Times advertising, website and social media updates, and newsletter distribution.  Winton Sustainable 

Research Strategies Pty Limited (WSRS) was commissioned to conduct a telephone survey of the 

Canberra population to coincide with the community engagement activities.  

 

As with the 2011 and 2014 studies, people were given time to examine the proposed development option 

in some detail before being interviewed. After pilot-testing of the questionnaire, the telephone 

interviews proceeded as follows: 

1. An initial short interview was undertaken to secure agreement to participate, collect 

demographic data, and to ascertain which information to send.  This consisted of either a link to 

relevant information on the LDA website for those with internet access, or a mailed copy of the 

newsletter from the website for those few unable to access the website. 

2. A longer main interview shortly thereafter as arranged with each respondent, to seek their views 

on the revised development strategy. 

 

In terms of sampling, random digit dialling was used to develop two samples: 

 A sample of 500 interviews with people living in the local area, defined as the three adjacent 

suburbs of Yarralumla, Curtin and Deakin; and 

 A sample of 900 interviews with people living in the rest of Canberra. 

 

At each telephone number up to three calls were made to not at homes at different times on different 

days before sample replacement. At the analysis stage, the two samples were combined into a total 

sample of 1,400 people, with the data then being weighted to realign it with population proportions. 

1.3 A Note on Sampling Tolerances 

Regarding sample size, whenever a survey is based on a sample of the population, the results can vary 

from those that would have been obtained had everyone been included in the survey, as detailed in the 

table below: 

 With a sample size of 500 for the sample in the local area (the three adjacent suburbs or 

Yarralumla, Curtin and Deakin), the sampling tolerance is around ±4.4%, in other words, results 
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should be no more than 4.4% either way of the results that would have been obtained if the 

whole 18+ population in those suburbs had been interviewed. 

 With a sample size of 900 for the sample in the rest of Canberra, the sampling tolerance is around 

±3.3%, in other words, results should be no more than 3.3% either way of the results that would 

have been obtained if the whole 18+ population in those suburbs had been interviewed. 

 With the combined weighted sample of 1,400, the sampling tolerance is around ±3%, in other 

words, results should be no more than around 3% either way of the results that would have been 

obtained if the whole 18+ population of Canberra had been interviewed. 

 

Sampling Tolerances for Sample Surveys 
Size of Sample 

or Sub-Sample 

Sampling tolerance (plus or minus) for various response levels at the 95% confidence 

level – ‘infinite’ universe, where the proportion answering one way (eg, “yes”) 

approaches:  

n 10% or 90% 20% or 80% 30% or 70% 40% or 60% 50% 

100 ±5.9% ±7.8% ±9.0% ±9.6% ±9.8% 

125 ±5.3% ±7.0% ±8.0% ±8.6% ±8.8% 

150 ±4.8% ±6.4% ±7.3% ±7.8% ±8.0% 

175 ±4.4% ±5.9% ±6.8% ±7.3% ±7.4% 

200 ±4.2% ±5.5% ±6.4% ±6.8% ±6.9% 

250 ±3.7% ±4.9% ±5.7% ±6.1% ±6.2% 

300 ±3.4% ±4.5% ±5.2% ±5.5% ±5.7% 

325 ±3.3% ±4.4% ±5.0% ±5.3% ±5.5% 

400 ±2.9% ±3.9% ±4.5% ±4.8% ±4.9% 

450 ±2.8% ±3.7% ±4.2% ±4.5% ±4.6% 

500 ±2.6% ±3.5% ±4.0% ±4.3% ±4.4% 

600 ±2.4% ±3.2% ±3.7% ±3.9% ±4.0% 

700 ±2.2% ±3.0% ±3.4% ±3.6% ±3.7% 

800 ±2.1% ±2.8% ±3.2% ±3.4% ±3.5% 

900 ±2.0% ±2.6% ±3.0% ±3.2% ±3.3% 

1,000 ±1.9% ±2.5% ±2.8% ±3.0% ±3.1% 

1,200 ±1.7% ±2.3% ±2.6% ±2.8% ±2.8% 

1,400 ±1.6% ±2.1% ±2.4% ±2.6% ±2.6% 

1,500 ±1.5% ±2.0% ±2.3% ±2.5% ±2.5% 
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2. The Study Findings 

2.1 Response to the Revised Development Proposal 

 Clear majorities of the population in the local area and across the rest of Canberra are in favour of 

the revised proposal. [Table 1 and Chart 1] 

o In the local area, the result is around two to one in favour – 65.3% in favour versus 32.1% 

not in favour across Yarralumla, Curtin and Deakin. 

o Across the rest of Canberra the result is around four to one in favour – 78.8% in favour 

versus 19.5% not in favour 

 

Table 1: Opinions of the Overall Proposal 
Q. As you could see from the (LDA website/material we sent you), the revisions to the development proposal are as follows: 

(a) construction of a revised interchange near the Mint has been brought forward to provide direct access to Woden and 

Deakin, and to address future traffic management issues; (b) building heights have been lowered to improve overall 

dwelling diversity, and the 1,800 dwellings have been spread over a larger area with higher density developments located 

closer to main roads and away from existing homes; and (c) mixed use zones are provided in Yarralumla and Deakin to 

support visitors and an increased population; (d) conservation and adaptation of the historic Canberra Brickworks, and 

construction of Quarry Park and several other parks will proceed as planned.  Based on the detailed description on the 

website or in the information we sent you, overall are you in favour or not in favour of this revised proposal going ahead? 

Are you strongly or moderately in favour/not in favour? 

 Total  

% 

Local area 

% 

Rest of ACT 

% 

Strongly in favour 25.9 22.4 26.0 

Moderately in favour 52.5 42.9 52.8 

Neither/nor 1.0 1.1 1.0 

Moderately not in favour 10.2 15.2 10.1 

Strongly not in favour 9.6 16.9 9.4 

Unsure 0.8 1.5 0.7 

Total in favour 78.4 65.3 78.8 

Total not in favour 19.8 32.1 19.5 
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Chart 1: Opinions of the Overall Proposal 
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2.2 Comparison of Opinions of the 2015 Revised Proposal with the 2014 Proposal  

 The results in response to the revised (2015) proposal are more favourable in the local area and 

across the rest of Canberra than the results in response to the earlier (2014) proposal. [Table 3 and 

Chart 3] 

o In the local area, the proportion in favour has increased from 48.6% to 65.3%, with the 

proportion not in favour falling from 48.9% to 32.1%. 

o Across the rest of Canberra, the proportion in favour has increased from 66.0% to 78.8%, 

with the proportion not in favour falling from 32.6% to 19.5%. 

Table 3: Comparison 2015 versus 2014 

 Total 2014 Total 2015 Local area 

2014 

Local area 

2015 

Rest of ACT 

2014 

Rest of ACT 

2015 

Strongly in favour 19.7 25.9 13.5 22.4 19.9 26.0 

Moderately in favour 46.1 52.5 35.1 42.9 46.1 52.8 

Moderately not in favour 15.3 10.2 21.7 15.2 15.3 10.1 

Strongly not in favour 17.2 9.6 27.2 16.9 17.3 9.4 

Unsure + neither/nor 1.7 1.8 2.5 2.6 1.4 1.7 

Total in favour 65.8 78.4 48.6 65.3 66.0 78.8 

Total not in favour 32.5 19.8 48.9 32.1 32.6 19.5 

 

Chart 3: Comparison 2015 versus 2014 
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2.3 Perceived Positive Characteristics of the Revised Proposal  

 The five most positively perceived characteristics of the revised proposal are that it provides 

recreational facilities, opportunities and uses (34.7%), adds to open space and parklands 

(34.3%), protects the history and heritage of the site (22.3%), provides additional housing for 

Canberra (20.3%), and that it will provide more access for people to visit (19.4%). [See Table 

4]. 

Table 4: Perceived Positive Aspects of Revised Proposal 

Q. What (if anything) do you like about this proposal?  

Anything else you like?  

When the verbatim responses to this open-ended question are 

grouped, the following pattern emerges: 

Among the 

whole 

sample 

% 

Among all 

those 

in favour 

% 

Among 

those in 

favour 

in local area 

% 
Provide recreational facilities/opportunities/uses 34.7 39.2 29.8 

Adds to open space/parklands 34.3 39.6 38.7 

Protects/preserves heritage/historic value of site/buildings 22.3 28.4 37.3 

Provides new/additional housing for Canberra 20.3 31.2 29.3 

Provides more access for people; people can visit/use it 19.4 30.1 27.2 

Look more attractive; less eyesore 17.9 24.8 13.9 

Uses otherwise wasted land; replaces scrub with parkland 14.7 18.9 25.9 

Retains open space/parklands 12.9 16.8 17.1 

Provides retail/commercial opportunities/uses 12.6 19.8 16.3 

Create jobs; keep people employed; stimulate economy 7.9 12.1 17.4 

Interchange brought forward/will now go ahead 7.2 9.2 13.6 

Allows opportunities for residents to age in place 2.6 2.9 4.1 

Enhances onsite safety (brickworks); safer once stabilised 2.2 3.5 9.3 

No housing on brickworks site itself 1.7 2.1 6.2 

Discourage vandalism/looting/graffiti 0.4 0.5 0.5 

Other 4.1 7.2 7.4 

Nothing liked/unsure 8.1 1.8 1.9 

Table adds to more than 100% as some people mentioned two or more matters. 

 

  



 

Research for the 2015 Revised Canberra Brickworks and Environs Planning and Development Strategy  Page 9 

 

2.4 Perceived Negative Characteristics of the Revised Proposal  

 The five most negatively perceived characteristics of the overall proposal are that there are 

too many dwellings proposed (29.7%), too much medium to high density (24.7%), the 

commercial component raises objections (23.1%), it will bring too many people to and 

through the area (17.1%), and that it will increase traffic congestion (16.8%). [See Table 4] 

Table 5: Perceived Negative Aspects of the Revised Proposal  

Q. What (if anything) don’t you like about this proposal?  

Anything else you don’t like?   

When the verbatim responses to this open-ended question are 

grouped, the following pattern emerges: 

Among the 

whole 

sample 

% 

Among all 

those 

not in 

favour 

% 

Among 

those not in 

favour in 

local area 

% 
Overpopulation; too many dwellings; too many neighbours 29.7 44.5 49.2 

Overdevelopment; too much medium to high density 24.7 46.6 48.9 

Disagree with commercial elements/development 23.1 31.8 41.2 

Will bring too many people to/through area; rat running 17.1 20.3 27.2 

Increase traffic congestion; too many cars; encouraging traffic 16.8 21.7 29.8 

Threatens look/exclusivity/quietness/safety of area 7.5 8.2 15.2 

Destroy rural outlook/loss of bushland/damage landscape 6.1 6.3 8.7 

Inadequate existing infrastructure (roads, water, sewerage, etc) 5.6 7.4 18.2 

Doesn’t do enough to protect/preserve heritage/historic value of 

site/buildings 

4.8 3.5 4.9 

Damage/compromise heritage/historic value of site/buildings; should 

leave it alone 

3.5 17.3 14.8 

Inadequate existing shopping centre(s)/services 3.1 5.2 17.5 

Doesn’t provide access for people/too hard to get to 1.5 0.9 0.8 

Doesn’t provide (enough) new/additional housing for Canberra 1.3 1.4 1.1 

Inadequate provision of recreational facilities/opportunities 0.8 0.7 0.5 

Other 4.8 4.3 4.7 

Nothing disliked/unsure 16.9 10.2 10.3 

Table adds to more than 100% as some people mentioned two or more matters. 

 

 

  



 

Research for the 2015 Revised Canberra Brickworks and Environs Planning and Development Strategy  Page 10 

 

2.5 Comments and Suggestions for Improving the Revised Proposal 

 Those 19.8% of people who were not in favour of the revised proposal were asked how the 

revised proposal could be improved.  Just over half the suggestions related to housing 

aspects (55.6%), around two in five related to the bushland and another two in five 

concerned the brickworks site itself, with a further two in five referring to other matters. [See 

Table 6]. 

Table 6: Suggestions for Improving the Revised Proposal 
Q. In general, how (else) could the revised proposal be improved? Any other improvements?  

When the verbatim responses to this open-ended question from the 19.8% who are not in 

favour of the revised proposal are grouped, the following pattern emerges: 

 % 

Housing: [55.6%]  

Reduce density/height of housing 21.7 

Include (more) provision for ageing in place, assisted housing/low income 

housing 
13.8 

Reduce quantity of dwellings/more houses not needed in Canberra/need 

infill development rather than new housing estates 
12.3 

Prefer housing more suited to area/retain character 7.8 

Bushland: [21.5%]  

Housing should not replace bushland/parkland/open space 14.2 

Preference for nature/native areas, retain rural character/less ‘groomed’ 

areas 
7.3 

Brickworks site: [18.0%]  

Encourage something new, not more of the same/Canberra has enough arts 

and culture centres 
6.1 

Replace brickworks with more housing/sacrifice brickworks rather than 

bushland 
5.9 

Preserve/augment existing businesses/keep Thors Hammer/more of the 

same 
3.2 

Should reopen brickworks/use bricks for the new housing 2.8 

Other Matters: [20.4%]  

Expand Yarralumla shops/elevate to group centre status/more retail 9.2 

Reduce commercial component/restrict commercial development to 

commercial areas 
6.3 

Improve infrastructure/sewerage/road widening 4.9 

Table adds to more than 100% as some people mentioned two or more matters. 

 

 


