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COMMENCEMENT
The meeting opened with Acknowledgement of Country and Prayer at 7.30pm.

IN ATTENDANCE
The Mayor Councillor Richard Quinn, Deputy Mayor Councillor Meredith Sheil, Councillors Peter
Astridge, Mark Bennett and Justine McLaughlin.

ALSO PRESENT
The General Manager Barry Smith, the Group Manager Corporate Governance Debra
McFadyen, the Group Manager Development and Regulatory Control Steve Kourepis and the
Group Manager Works and Services David Innes.

APOLOGIES
Apologies were received from Clr Miles and Clr Bird.
Item 8.7 bought forward.
8.7

REQUEST FOR LEAVE OF ABSENCE - COUNCILLOR ZAC MILES &
COUNCILLOR GARY BIRD

345/15

RESOLVED on the motion of Clr McLaughlin, seconded Clr Astridge
That Leave of Absence be granted to Councillor Zac Miles and Councillor Gary Bird
for Ordinary Meeting 4388 held 26 October 2015 and that their apology be recorded
in the Minutes.

DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST
The Mayor called for Declarations of Interest without response.

CONFIRMATION OF MINUTES
346/15

RESOLVED on the motion of Clr Astridge, seconded Clr Bennett
That the Minutes of Ordinary Meeting No. 4387 held 6 October 2015 be confirmed.

MAYORAL MINUTES & REPORTS
2.1

SAVE OUR COUNCILS CAMPAIGN - LAUNCH OF THE COLOURS OF HUNTERS
HILL

347/15

RESOLVED on the motion of Clr Bennett, seconded Clr Astridge
That the Convenors of the Save Hunters Hill Municipality Coalition be thanked for
their dedication and staunch support in launching the Colours Campaign on 9
October 2015.

Minutes of the Ordinary Meeting No. 4388 held on 26 October 2015.
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2.2

LGNSW 2016 CONFERENCE - OUTSTANDING SERVICE AWARDS COUNCILLOR PETER ASTRIDGE

348/15

RESOLVED on the motion of Clr McLaughlin, seconded Clr Sheil
That the sincere appreciation of Council and Staff be conveyed to Councillor Peter
Astridge for his dedicated service to Local Government and to the community of
Hunters Hill during the past 20 years.

2.3

THE HON. JOE HOCKEY MP - ACKNOWLEDGEMENT OF SERVICE

349/15

RESOLVED on the motion of Clr Sheil, seconded Clr Astridge
That the Mayor, on behalf of Hunter’s Hill Council, forward an expression of sincere
gratitude to the Hon. Joe Hockey for his loyal and committed service to the
community and to the Municipality of Hunters Hill and best wishes for his future
endeavours.

REPORTS FROM STAFF
OUR HERITAGE & BUILT ENVIRONMENT
4.1

35 LE VESINET DRIVE, HUNTERS HILL

350/15

RESOLVED on the motion of Clr Astridge, seconded Clr McLaughlin
A.

That the Council, as the consent authority, is satisfied that the objections
lodged under clause 4.6 of LEP 2012 to vary the height development
standard of clause 4.3 of LEP 2012 and the landscaped area
development standard of clause 6.9 of the LEP 2012, are well founded
under the circumstances of the case and are consistent with the aims of
the Policy.

B.

That Development Application No.2015/1112 for the extension and
modification of the roof and extension of the sunroom for the dwelling
house at No.35 le Vesinet Drive, Hunters Hill, be approved, subject to
the following conditions:

Special Conditions:
1.

Pursuant to the provisions of the Environment Planning & Assessment
Act 1979 this approval shall lapse and be void if the building work or use
to which it refers is not physically commenced within five (5) years after
the date of approval.

2.

The development consent No 2015/1112 relates to the plans prepared
by EMIAT Pty Ltd., numbered MK:01, 03 to 06, dated 25 June 2015 as
received by Council on 6 July 2015, except where modified by conditions
of this consent..

3.

The finished surface materials being used in accordance with “External
Colours & materials’ as received by Council on 6 July 2015.

4.

Compliance with the Basix Certificate No.A222766 dated 25 June 2015.

Minutes of the Ordinary Meeting No. 4388 held on 26 October 2015.
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Pursuant to section 80A(1) of the Environmental Planning and
Assessment Act 1979, and the Hunters Hill Section 94A Developer
Contributions Plan 2011, a contribution of $650.00 shall be paid to
council.
The amount to be paid is to be adjusted (if required) at the time of the
actual payment, in accordance with the provisions of Hunters Hill Section
94A Developer Contributions Plan 2011. The contribution must be paid
to Council:
(a)

in the case of Complying Development;


prior to the time notice is given to Council under
s86 of the Act of the applicant's intention to
subdivide, commence work or erect a building;



prior to the commencement of any work pursuant
to the complying development certificate;



prior to the issue of any subdivision certificate;



prior to the issue of any occupation certificate;

whichever occurs first.
(b)

in all other instances:


prior to the issue of any construction certificate;



prior to the issue of any subdivision certificate;



prior to the commencement of any work
pursuant to the development consent;



prior to the issue of any occupation certificate;

whichever occurs first.
6.

The landscaping of the site being maintained to Council’s satisfaction.

Standard Conditions:
A4 to A9, B1, B7 ($1,300), C1 to C5, C19, C35, C40, C44, C45, S1, W1.

RECORD OF VOTING
Yes

Against

Clr Richard Quinn
Clr Meredith Sheil
Clr Peter Astridge
Clr Mark Bennett
Clr Justine McLaughlin

Minutes of the Ordinary Meeting No. 4388 held on 26 October 2015.
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4.2

REPORT OF LEGAL MATTERS

351/15

RESOLVED on the motion of Clr Sheil, seconded Clr McLaughlin
That the report be received and noted.
RECORD OF VOTING
Yes

Against

Clr Richard Quinn
Clr Meredith Sheil
Clr Peter Astridge
Clr Mark Bennett
Clr Justine McLaughlin

OUR COMMUNITY & LIFESTYLE
5.1

2015 COMMUNITY GRANTS

352/15

RESOLVED on the motion of Clr Bennett, seconded Clr McLaughlin
That Council allocates the 2015 Community Services Grants as recommended in
the report.

5.2

COMMUNITY BUILDINGS LICENSING POLICY

353/15

RESOLVED on the motion of Clr Sheil, seconded Clr Astridge
That Council adopt the draft Community Buildings Licensing Policy and place it on
public exhibition for four weeks to seek public comments.

MOVING AROUND
7.1

COLLINGWOOD STREET, WOOLWICH - PARKING IMPROVEMENTS

354/15

RESOLVED on the motion of Clr Astridge, seconded Clr Sheil
1.

That the report be received and noted and Council include the works on a
future works program for consideration in the formulation of its Delivery
Plan.

2.

This matter is also referred for community consultation in conjunction with
the Woolwich Parking Scheme.

OUR COUNCIL
8.1

FINANCIAL REPORT FOR PERIOD ENDING 30 JUNE 2015

355/15

RESOLVED on the motion of Clr Bennett, seconded Clr Astridge
That the report be received and noted.

8.2

SUMMARY OF COUNCIL INVESTMENTS AS AT 31 JULY 2015, 31 AUGUST 2015
AND 30 SEPTEMBER 2015

356/15

RESOLVED on the motion of Clr Astridge, seconded Clr Sheil
That the report be received and noted.
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POLICY ON VOLUNTARY PLANNING AGREEMENTS

PROCEEDINGS IN BRIEF
Mr Justin Parry-Okeden addressed the Council on this matter.
357/15

RESOLVED on the motion of Clr Bennett, seconded Clr Sheil
That Council adopt and publish as its policy and procedures for Voluntary Planning
Agreements the information shown in this report under the heading “Draft Example
of VPA Webpage.

8.4

HUNTERS HILL DELIVERY PROGRAM AND OPERATIONAL PLAN

358/15

RESOLVED on the motion of Clr Astridge, seconded Clr McLaughlin
That the report be received and noted.

8.5

PUBLIC ART CLARKES POINT

PROCEEDINGS IN BRIEF
Ms Jenni Bonnitcha addressed Council on this matter
Mr Ian Hansen addressed Council on this matter.
Mr David Salter addressed Council on this matter.
359/15

RESOLVED on the motion of Clr McLaughlin, seconded Clr Bennett
That Mr Kaplan be granted permission to speak.

360/15

RESOLVED on the motion of Clr Sheil, seconded Clr Astridge
1.

That Council relocate the sculpture Chardin’s Table to an alternate location
within Clarkes Point Reserve as closely adjacent to Woolwich Dock as
recommended by the Working Party, or at Kelly’s Bush Reserve, within 1
month.

2.

That the impact of the installation on the landscape in the alternate location
is minimised by reducing the size and prominence of the base structure.

3.

That a small plaque be placed on the sculpture acknowledging its donation.

4.

That there be no further permanent installation of public art in Clarkes Point
without community consultation.

8.6

MONTHLY REPORT ON OUTSTANDING MATTERS

361/15

RESOLVED on the motion of Clr Astridge, seconded Clr Sheil
That the report be received and noted.

Item - 8.7 Request for Leave of Absence - Councillor Zac Miles - was dealt with earlier in the
meeting see Minute No.345/15.
8.8

RELEASE OF IPART ASESSMENT REPORT ON COUNCIL FIT FOR THE
FUTURE PROPOSALS

Minutes of the Ordinary Meeting No. 4388 held on 26 October 2015.
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PROCEEDINGS IN BRIEF
Mr Phil Jenkyn addressed the Council on this matter, advising that the Save Hunters
Hill Municipality Coalition continues to support Council in its efforts.
362/15

RESOLVED on the motion of Clr Bennett, seconded Clr Sheil
1.

That Council continues to work with its JRA partners Lane Cove and Ryde City
Councils and also investigate creating an enlarged JRA that produces greater
benefits.

2.

That Council further consider its options at an Extraordinary meeting on 16
November 2015.

3.

Council notes the timeline contained in the report.

4.

That Council provides funding of up to $50,000 for possible future legal action.

5.

That the Mayor and General Manager be delegated authority to obtain legal
advice or to instruct Counsel in this matter as required, subject to the budget
provision.
RECORD OF VOTING

Yes
Clr Richard Quinn
Clr Meredith Sheil
Clr Peter Astridge
Clr Mark Bennett
Clr Justine McLaughlin

Against

COMMITTEES
9.1

MINUTES OF THE CONSERVATION ADVISORY PANEL HELD ON 16
SEPTEMBER 2015

363/15

RESOLVED on the motion of Clr Astridge, seconded Clr McLaughlin
That the Minutes be received and noted.

9.2

MINUTES OF THE HUNTERS HILL ART EXHIBITION ADVISORY COMMITTEE
MEETING HELD WEDNESDAY 7 OCTOBER 2015

364/15

RESOLVED on the motion of Clr Astridge, seconded Clr Sheil
That the report be received and noted.

9.3

MINUTES OF THE HUNTERS HILL PUBLIC ART COMMITTEE.

365/15

RESOLVED on the motion of Clr Astridge, seconded Clr Sheil
That the Hunters Hill Village public art concept (and themes) be publicly exhibited
for comment for 28 days.
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9.4

MINUTES OF THE HUNTERS HILL SENIORS ADVISORY GROUP MEETING
HELD 12 OCTOBER 2015

366/15

RESOLVED on the motion of Clr Bennett, seconded Clr Sheil
That the report be received and noted.

9.5

MINUTES OF THE HUNTERS HILL VILLAGE MAIN STREET COMMITTEE HELD
ON 23 SEPTEMBER 2015

367/15

RESOLVED on the motion of Clr Sheil, seconded Clr Astridge
That the Minutes be received and noted.

9.6

REPORT ON COUNCILLOR BRIEFINGS HELD 6 OCTOBER 2015

368/15

RESOLVED on the motion of Clr McLaughlin, seconded Clr Astridge
That the report be received and noted.

GENERAL BUSINESS
12.1

MEETINGS - VARIOUS COMMITTEES OF COUNCIL

369/15

RESOLVED on the motion of Clr McLaughlin, seconded Clr Bennett
That the report be received and noted.

TERMINATION
The meeting terminated at 9.42pm.

I confirm that these Minutes are a true and accurate record of Ordinary Meeting No. 4388 held
on 26 October 2015.

.............................................
Councillor Richard Quinn
MAYOR

Minutes of the Ordinary Meeting No. 4388 held on 26 October 2015.

...................................
Barry Smith
GENERAL MANAGER
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ITEM NO

:

4.1

SUBJECT

:

1 FUTUNA STREET, HUNTERS HILL

CSP OUTCOME

:

THE HERITAGE, CHARACTER AND CONSERVATION OF
THE AREA IS RESPECTED, PRESERVED AND
ENHANCED

DELIVERY PLAN
STRATEGY

:

ASSESS ALL APPLICATIONS AGAINST THE NEW
LEP/DCP

REPORTING OFFICER

:

KERRY SMITH

DEVELOPMENT
APPLICATION NO

2015-1126

PROPOSAL

ALTERATIONS AND ADDITIONS INCLUDING NEW
SWIMMING POOL

APPLICANT

STEPHEN GRECH & ASSOC. ARCHITECTS

OWNER

A. & M.MCDONALD

DATE LODGED

3 AUGUST 2015
Ref:247241

INTRODUCTION
Reasons for Report
The proposal resulted in four (4) submissions being received in response to the neighbour
notification process.
REPORT
1.

SUMMARY

Issues


Loss of solar access



Long, unbroken wall



Noise from the pool



Inappropriate finished materials



Altered building pattern



Adverse visual impacts



Location of water tank

Item 4.1

Page 1

OUR HERITAGE & BUILT ENVIRONMENT


Excessive bulk



Pool location



Intrusive rainwater tank



Pool pump location



Excessive building bulk



Heritage impact

Meeting 4389 - 9 November 2015

Submissions
Four (4) submissions were received.
Recommendation
The application is recommended for ‘deferred commencement’ approval for reasons that it is
acceptable having regard to:
1.

is permissible under the zoning

2.

complies with the relevant planning objectives contained in Hunters Hill Local
Environmental Plan 2012 and Consolidated Development Control Plan 2013

3.

will not have adverse effects on the amenity of adjoining properties.

2.

DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSAL

It is proposed to carry out the following works - In light of the comments from the CAP and the
original D.C.U. (pre DA meeting), the proposal has been revised to incorporate:


Existing western side of the house to remain fundamentally intact other than a
refurbishment of the existing bathroom.



Reconfiguration of the eastern side of the house including “squaring up” of existing
stepped walls.



Shallow extension to the north and north east to accommodate depth for kitchen and
separate Living Space.



Swimming pool to the south eastern corner of the property towards Woolwich Road.



Demolition of the existing unsympathetic carport structure at the south east corner of
the site to accommodate pool and provide additional landscaping.



Amended roof design reflecting continuation of existing ridge and omission of any
projecting glazing to street elevations.

The dwelling will be used as follows:
Main entry, four (4) bedrooms (one with an ensuite and walk-in robe), bathroom, laundry,
kitchen, dining/family room, living room.

Item 4.1

Page 2

OUR HERITAGE & BUILT ENVIRONMENT

Meeting 4389 - 9 November 2015

An outdoor dining area will be constructed at the centre of the eastern elevation of the dwelling
as to be extended.
Accompanying the application were a Statement of Environmental Effects, a Heritage Impact
Assessment and a Basix Certificate.
3.

DESCRIPTION OF SITE AND LOCALITY

The site is known as No.1 Futuna Street, Hunters Hill and is legally described as Lot 3 in DP
940982. It is situated on the north eastern corner of Woolwich Road and Fortuna Street.
The site has an area of 708.2sqm with frontage of 30.175 metres to Woolwich Road and 24.245
metres to Futuna Street. It has a slope of 0.18 metres down to the west along the Woolwich
Road frontage and 1.65 metres down to the north along the Futuna Street frontage.
Existing on the site is a single storey brick dwelling with a side carport off Woolwich Road, a
side tandem carport off Futuna Street and a semi-detached shed at the rear (north) of the site.
Adjoining and surrounding development is mostly single-storey dwelling houses.
4.

PROPERTY HISTORY

No relevant DA or BA history.
5.

STATUTORY CONTROLS

Relevant Statutory Instruments
Environmental Planning and Assessment Act, 1979
Local Environmental Plan 2012
Zone:
Low Density Residential R2
Conservation Area:
Yes
River Front Area:
Yes
SREP (Sydney Harbour Catchment 2005):
Yes
Development Control Plan 2013:
Yes
Listed Heritage item:
Yes
Contributory Building:
No
Vicinity of Heritage Item:
Yes
6.

POLICY CONTROLS

Consolidated Development Control Plan 2013
7.

REFERRALS

7.1

External Approval Bodies

Not applicable.
7.2

Health & Building

The application and subsequent details as requested were referred to Council’s Environmental
Health and Building Surveyor who advised by memo that a number of conditions are to be
imposed to give compliance to the BCA and the Swimming pools Act.

Item 4.1
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Heritage

As stated within the body of the report, the property is a heritage item and/or is in a conservation
area under Hunters Hill Local Environmental Plan 2012. The proposal was referred to Council’s
Heritage Advisor who provided the following comments:
Heritage Status: within Hunters Hill Conservation Area C1 (‘The Peninsula’); within the
vicinity of heritage items at 28 & 30 Woolwich Road, 2,5,7,9 Futuna Street.
Proposal: Alterations and additions, including new swimming pool.
Statement of Heritage Impact: by Bridget Hawthorne - reference to superseded
Hunters Hill LEP No 1 Schedule 6. Passing references to conservation area only. No
demonstrated assessment of potential impact on character of the conservation area and
streetscape. Listed sandstone wall to the Woolwich Rd frontage and return to Futuna St
not acknowledged.
Note to Cl 2.4.6 of Hunters Hill DCP 2013:
Heritage management documents should be prepared by a qualified
heritage architect or heritage planner.
No consideration of the relevant provisions of Hunters Hill LEP 2012 or Hunters Hill DCP
2013, as required by the DCP at:
2.4.6 (c) All development proposals that would affect a heritage item or a
heritage conservation area (including any property that is located near a
heritage item or a heritage conservation area) must provide detailed
responses to matters for consideration and principles which are specified
by the Hunters Hill LEP 2012 and this Plan.
Comments: the proposal was considered by Council’s Conservation Advisory Panel
[CAP] at its meeting of 15 April 2015 as a preliminary item. The one matter raised was
the impact of the proposed second gable facing Woolwich Road and the potential for this
to compete with the original gable adjacent.
This element has been substantially reduced in size, but is detailed in what appears a
similar manner to the existing, which may lead to a confusion in interpretation of the
current house, and the fact of alterations to it.
In general terms, however, I find the proposal to be supportable.
Recommendation: Approval.

The application was forwarded to the Conservation Advisory Panel meeting of 16 September
2015. The minutes for this item are as follows:The Panel was addressed by the owner, Mrs McDonald, and architect, Stephen
Grech.
It is proposed to make alterations and additions to the existing house to the above,
including the installation of a swimming pool, reconfiguration of the rear of the house
to accommodate a kitchen, living, dining, family and ancillary rooms to the adjoining
bedrooms.

Item 4.1
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The property is within Hunters Hill Conservation Area C1 (“The Peninsula”), and is
within the vicinity of heritage items at the adjoining 30 Woolwich Rd (“Yandra”), 28
Woolwich Road, 2 Futuna Street. While it has a Futuna Lane address, the southern
flank of the house addresses Woolwich Road across an extensive yard area.
The Panel had considered the proposal as a preliminary consultation item at its
meeting of April 2015, the minutes for which are (in part):
the Panel was of the view that the proposed second gable (which is related
to a desired “cathedral” ceiling over the proposed family room has the
potential to compete with the existing gable which has a significant
streetscape presence to Woolwich Road. Several approaches to resolving
the roof to this area were discussed, and the architect agreed to revisit the
roof design to this area.
In general terms, the proposal met with the CAP’s approval
In examining the development application proposal, the Panel raised concerns that
the ridge and gambrel vent had been extended and relocated further to the east, and
would distort the interpretation of the existing house when viewed from Woolwich
Road.
It was recommended that the architect discuss this matter further with GP.
Committee Resolution: That the Manager, Development & Regulatory Control, be
advised of the CAP’s comments for consideration in the assessment of the
development application.
The draft amending plans as submitted recently (attached) by the applicant as a results of
discussions with Council’s Heritage Adviser effectively addresses the concerns of bulk and
scale of the roof form as expressed by CAP and the earlier responses from the Heritage
Adviser. That is, the proposed extension of the ridge with gambrel vent to the east has been
shown as being acceptable, substantially reduced and is reflected in Schedule 1 Condition No.1
in the recommendation.
7.4

Works & Services

The application was referred to Council’s Design and Development Engineer who advised by
memo that there are no engineering objections to the proposal.
7.5

Parks & Landscape

The application was referred to Council’s Tree Consultants who advised by memo that there are
no landscaping objections to the proposal subject to compliance with conditions of consent.
8.

ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT UNDER S.79C

The relevant matters for consideration under section 79C of the Environmental Planning and
Assessment Act 1979 are assessed under the following headings.
9.

STATE INSTRUMENTS / LEGISLATION

9.1

State Environmental Planning Policies (SEPPs)

Not applicable.
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Regional Environmental Plans (REPs) – Deemed SEPPs

Not applicable.
9.3

Other Legislation

Not Applicable.
10.

HUNTERS HILL LOCAL ENVIRONMENTAL PLAN 2012

10.1

Aims and Objectives of Hunters Hill Local Environmental Plan 2012 and Zone

The proposal is permissible with consent under Zone Loew density residential R2 and complies
with the relevant statutory controls of Hunters Hill Local Environmental Plan 2012.
10.2

Statutory Compliance Table

The following table illustrates whether or not the proposed development complies with the
relevant statutory controls of Hunters Hill Local Environmental Plan No.2012.
Compliance with Current
Statutory Controls
HEIGHT
STOREYS
LANDSCAPED AREA
10.3

Proposed

Control

Compliance

6.8 metres
1 storey
50.0%

8.5 metres
2 storeys
50%

Yes
Yes
Yes

Site Area Requirements

The proposal complies with these requirements.
10.4

Residential flat buildings and low-rise multi-unit housing-density and garden
area controls

Not Applicable.
10.5

Height of Buildings

The height of the proposal, being 6.8 metres and 1 storey in height is acceptable as it would
comply with the maximum of 8.5 metres/no more than two storeys height limit as prescribed by
Clause 4.3 of the Hunters Hill Local Environmental Plan 2012.
10.6

Landscaped Area

The proposed revised landscaped area of 50.0% would comply with the 50% minimum
permissible garden area as prescribed by the Hunters Hill Local Environmental Plan 2012.
10.7

Subdivision Lot Size

Not Applicable
10.8

Floor Space Ratio

Not Applicable

Item 4.1
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Street Frontage

Not Applicable
10.10

Dual Occupancy

Not Applicable
10.11

Foreshore Building Lines

Not Applicable
10.12

River Front Area

The subject site is also located with the River front Area and, as such, assessment is required in
accordance with Clause 6.7 of Hunters Hill Local Environmental Plan 2012. Clause 6.7 states:
6.7 (3) Development consent must not be granted for development on land to
which this clause applies unless the consent authority is satisfied that:
(a)

Measures will be taken, including in relation to the location, design
and appearance of the development and conservation of existing
trees, to minimize the visual impact of the development to and
from the nearest waterway, and

(b)

Any historic, scientific, cultural, social, archaeological,
architectural, natural or aesthetic significance of the land on which
the development is to be carried out, and of surrounding land, will
be maintained, and

(c)

Existing views towards waterways from public roads and reserves
would not be obstructed.

As the proposed modifications will be of a minor effect when compared to the development
approval, this will have no detrimental effect in relation to the views to or from the waterway.
10.13

Other Special Clauses / Development Standards

Not Applicable
11.

DRAFT AMENDMENTS TO STATUTORY CONTROLS

No relevant draft amendments pertaining to this application.
12.

DEVELOPMENT CONTROL PLANS (DCPs)

12.1

Compliance Table Consolidated Development Control Plan 2013 (DCP)

CONTROL
HEIGHT
Ridge
External walls
Storeys
Landscaped Area
BOUNDARY SETBACKS
Item 4.1

REQUIRED/
PERMISSIBLE

PROPOSED

COMPLIANCE

8.5 metres
7.2 metres
2
50% minimum

6.8 metres
3.6 metres
1
50.0%

Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
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Dwelling house
West (Front)
East (Rear)
North (Side)
South (Side)

Predom. Building line
6 metres
1.5 metres
1.5 metres

6.3 metres
1.3 metres
1.5 metres
8.5 metres

Yes
No
Yes
Yes

Pool
West (front)
East (rear)
North (side)
South (side)

Predom. Building Line
1 metre
1 metre
1 metre

25 metres
1 metre
10.3 metres
5.6 metres

Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes

Planning Policy – All Development
The proposal complies with the relevant objectives, design parameters and preferred design
elements under Parts 2 and 3 of Consolidated Development Control Plan 2013.
Heritage Conservation Areas
The proposal complies with the relevant objectives under Part 2 of Consolidated Development
Control Plan 2013.
River Front Area
Refer to section 10.12 of this report ‘River Front Area’.
Height
Refer to section 10.5 of this report ‘Height of Buildings’.
Front, Side & Rear Setbacks
With the front of the dwelling facing Futuna Street and being a corner lot, the rear setback
control of 6 metres has not been complied with, being 1.3 metres from the eastern boundary.
However, clause 3.3.3 of DCP 2013 permits single storey buildings to have a zero lot line
provided the structure is not in excess of 2.4 metres above natural ground level. Here, the
encroaching structure is approximately 3.3 metres above ground level and would not strictly
comply although, the applicant is not proposing a zero lot line. It is considered that the so long
as the rear setback is increased to 1.5 metres minimum, there are no objections to this part of
the proposal, as the adjoining heritage listed dwelling house to the east has a minimum side
setback of approximately 4.3 metres to the subject site’s eastern boundary.
Subject to the change as set out above, it is considered that there will be reasonable separation
between the subject development and the adjoining houses at No.3 Futuna Street, and No.30
Woolwich Road, especially that the proposal is for single storey additions. The subject site,
being a corner lot, has the greater part of the house set in towards the north western corner of
such block. Adjoining dwelling at No.3 Futuna Street is setback approximately 3 metres from
the northern boundary of the subject site and the adjoining dwelling at No.30 Woolwich Road,
which is, in part, 2 storeys at the rear (north), is setback a minimum of approximately 4.3 metres
from the eastern boundary of the subject site. Overall, with the changes recommended to the
subject development, it is considered on balance that there is reasonable separation between
the subject development and the two adjoining dwellings for an approval.

Item 4.1
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Landscaped Area
Refer to section 10.6 of this report ‘Landscaped Area’.
Solar Access
The proposed development would comply with the solar access provision of the DCP 2015.
Privacy
As the development is single storey in form, there will not be any undue loss of privacy for
adjoining residents.
Views
There will be no undue loss of shared water views as a result of this application.
Parking
Complies.
Garages and Carports
The existing carport off Woolwich Road will be demolished and the existing carport to the north
of the dwelling off Futuna Street will be retained.
Fences
The sandstone fencing with pickets on top on the Woolwich Road and Futuna Street frontages
is specifically heritage listed for the subject premises. It is not proposed to alter the existing
fencing on the site
12.2

Other DCPs, Codes and Policies



Hunter’s Hill Council S94A Developer Contributions Plan 2011

13.

THE LIKELY IMPACTS OF THE DEVELOPMENT

The likely impacts of the development are such that there will be no undue detrimental effects
on the amenity of the neighbourhood nor the Woolwich Road and Futuna Street streetscapes.
The proposed development gives compliance to the development standards of height and
landscape area of LEP 2012
It is considered that the minor non-compliance (1.3 metres instead of 1.5 metres) with the
eastern side boundary setback relative to clause 3.3.3 of DCP 2013 will have to be given
compliance as set out in Schedule 1. This increase in the setback (which is considered to be a
side setback due the subject site being a corner lot) along the eastern elevation is set out in
Schedule 1 Condition No. 11 as set out in the recommendation. This will allow some more
effective landscaping at that section of the site and slightly better separation.
It is considered that the development will be reasonably in scale and character with the likely
future development of this locality based on the controls of the LEP 2012 and DCP 2013.
There would be no undue impact upon the natural and built environment nor additional loss of
privacy within the vicinity of the subject site as a result of the proposed works. It is therefore
Item 4.1
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considered, on balance, that the finished building works will be of a form, height and character
that will complement its setting in this locality and not be out of character and scale with the
existing dwelling house on the site as well as adjoining and nearby dwelling houses.
Furthermore, there would be no undue social and economic impacts to the locality as a result of
the proposed development and subject to compliance with the Schedule 1 and Schedule 2
conditions as set out in the recommendation particularly in relation to the substantial reduction
in the roof form towards the eastern side of the development.
Discussions have taken place with the architect/applicant who has since produced some draft
plans which show a substantially reduced roof form to the eastern side which will be reflected in
the reduction in the visual form of the additions when viewed by the occupants of premises from
the north and the east. This set of building changes will also reflect the previous advice given by
the CAP and the Heritage as adviser.
14.

SUBMISSIONS

The proposed development was notified in accordance with Council’s Consolidated
Development Control Plan 2013 for a period of fourteen (14) days commencing on the 17
August 2015. Within the specified time period four (4) submissions were received. Copies of the
submissions are attached to the report.
NOTIFICATION REQUIRED
NUMBER NOTIFIED
SUBMISSIONS RECEIVED
Name & Address of Respondents
Denise Gribble
3 Futuna Street
HUNTERS HILL

Judy Smith
3 Futuna Street
HUNTERS HILL

Item 4.1

YES
6
SUMMARY OF SUBMISSIONS
 I am concerned about the closeness of the proposed
new full height wall on the northern elevation of No.1
 The potential for a substantial increase in traffic and
associated noise
 This long, continuously unbroken wall fascia is ugly
and offensive. It does not reflect the heritage of the
house or surrounds
 I am concerned about the noise that will come from
the swimming pool’s pumping house into my
backyard
 The ground floor level of the property at No.1 Futuna
Street is approximately one metre above that of 3
Futuna Street which further challenged the
implications of shadow and darkness
 The north facing wall appears to be composed of
some panelling, which is completely unacceptable
from a visual viewpoint
 The proposal to change the setback along the
northern boundary (No.3 Futuna street) to 1.5
metres in addition to the proximity of the extension
fundamentally changes the current and historical
aspect of the space between the three houses
concerned
 It is proposed to demolish a significant section of the
original brickwork and sandstone foundation on the
northern boundary, to be replaced and extended
with one solid wall
 I would also like to suggest that the proposed north
facing roof gable be deleted
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NUMBER NOTIFIED
SUBMISSIONS RECEIVED
Name & Address of Respondents

Robert & Jackie Bradshaw
3 Futuna Street
HUNTERS HILL

Phil Jenkyn
30 Woolwich Road
HUNTERS HILL

Item 4.1
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YES
6
SUMMARY OF SUBMISSIONS
 I am concerned about the level of noise that will
emanate from the swimming pool equipment
 I am aware that one of the proposals initially
discussed with Council was that the swimming pool
be positioned along Woolwich Road. I feel this
option should be reconsidered
 The proposed 1.5 metre setback from the adjoining
boundary to No.3 should be changed to the existing
3.0 metre distance. The overall house design
appears to be “compressed “ into the north-east
corner of the lot and appears cramped
 The location of the rainwater tank next to the
adjoining boundary with No.3, which again affects
the view from the kitchen of No.3 is intrusive
 The proposal to locate the pumping station for the
pool in the existing tool shed between No.1 and No.3
must be refused due to the inordinate noise intrusion
to No.3
 The proposed north facing very large gable with the
window above the kitchen of No.1 should be deleted,
due to the intrusion observed from the kitchen of
No.3 and the loss of the existing blue sky
 It (the pool) may be better located along Woolwich
Road boundary to achieve more sunlight and with
appropriate southern tree screening as required by
the owners of No.1
 1 Futuna Street has many original features. This
extension as presently proposed in my view will
adversely impact on the heritage of 1 Futuna Street
 At one point, the additions appear to be less than a
metre from the boundary of 30 Woolwich Road
 The second bedroom will be impacted upon by loss
of light and view of the sky, by the height of the
peaked roof and the proximity of the extension
 The use of the existing shed for pool equipment and
machinery is objected to on the basis of noise and
proximity to bedrooms in 30 Woolwich Road. There
is no reason in my view why the proposed pool
cannot be placed further south close to Woolwich
Road
 The extension is too close to both adjoining
properties
 At the moment there is no proper heritage
assessment as required that considers the impact of
this application on the heritage values of surrounding
heritage items and properties , and on the
conservation area, and on the property itself
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The main issues of concern outlining the objections are discussed below:


I am concerned about the closeness of the proposed new full height wall on
the northern elevation of No.1

Comment: The proposal being single storey and setback 1.5 metres from the northern
boundary for a section of the northern elevation, give compliance to the side boundary setback
provisions of clause 3.3.3 of DCP 2013. This point of objection is less critical as the new
development is single storey and the roof from at the point of the development is recommended
to be substantially reduced in height and scale. At this section of the site, there would be a
minimum separation of 4.5 metres between the houses which is generous and will not affect
solar access.


The potential for a substantial increase in traffic and associated noise

Comment: The dwelling will remain in use as a single dwelling house and traffic generation
would not be an issue for consideration of the development.


This long, continuously unbroken wall fascia is ugly and offensive. It does not
reflect the heritage of the house or surrounds

Comment: The northern elevation of the development will have the additions set in a different
plane to the front section of such elevation and as such would not create a design issue.


I am concerned about the noise that will come from the swimming pool’s
pumping house into my backyard

Comment: The recommendation is to delete the pump equipment from the existing tool shed
and relocate it elsewhere on the site such that noise emission will not create an amenity issue
for the neighbours.


The ground floor level of the property at No.1 Futuna Street is approximately
one metre above that of 3 Futuna Street which further challenged the
implications of shadow and darkness

Comment: As the subject development is single storey. It is considered that the difference in
existing floor levels of No.1 and No.3 Futuna Street does not create a design or solar access
amenity issue that could warrant a refusal.


The north facing wall appears to be composed of some panelling, which is
completely unacceptable from a visual viewpoint

Comment: It is considered that this point has been considered by the Conservation Advisory
Panel and the Heritage Adviser and no such issue has been raised by either party.


The proposal to change the setback along the northern boundary (No.3
Futuna street) to 1.5 metres in addition to the proximity of the extension
fundamentally changes the current and historical aspect of the space between
the three houses concerned

Comment: This statement is correct but does not alter the fact that the proposal complies with
the minimum side boundary setback of 1.5 metres under DCP 2013. There are currently more
generous setbacks from boundaries for the three premises but this does not dictate the
retention of such existing setbacks especially such that the subject site and No.3 Futuna Street
are not heritage listed items.

Item 4.1

Page 12

OUR HERITAGE & BUILT ENVIRONMENT


Meeting 4389 - 9 November 2015

It is proposed to demolish a significant section of the original brickwork and
sandstone foundation on the northern boundary, to be replaced and extended
with one solid wall

Comment: Not being a heritage item and the fact that the proposed north elevation will not be
easily visible from the street or from No.3 Futuna Street if a 1.8 metre high fence is erected on
the common boundary.


I would also like to suggest that the proposed north facing roof gable be
deleted

Comment: The need to provide for the north facing ‘roof gable’ has been brought about by the
provision of a cathedral ceiling over the kitchen/dining/family room which also features a similar
‘gable’ end on the southern side facing Woolwich Road. These ‘gable ends’ are glazed to provide
light for the area below which is relatively long at 11.8 metres. It is considered further that as the
‘gable ends’ are relatively minor in scale and do not compete with the front elevation to Woolwich
Road in particular, no objection is raised from an architectural or streetscape aspect.


I am concerned about the level of noise that will emanate from the swimming
pool equipment

Comment: The condition set out in Schedule 1 below requires the relocation of the pool
equipment away from the existing tool shed to ensure that noise emission will not become an
amenity problem for the adjoining neighbours.


I am aware that one of the proposals initially discussed with Council was that
the swimming pool be positioned along Woolwich Road. I feel this option
should be reconsidered

Comment: This matter was looked by Council officers during the early discussions concerning
the development and was not deemed acceptable as a matter of principle such that the present
location of the pool was deemed to be the best in the circumstances of being a corner lot with
no effective backyard and the front yard facing Woolwich Road having to serve that purpose.


The proposed 1.5 metre setback from the adjoining boundary to No.3 should
be changed to the existing 3.0 metre distance. The overall house design
appears to be “compressed “ into the north-east corner of the lot and appears
cramped

Comment: This statement does not alter the fact that the proposal complies with the minimum
side boundary setback of 1.5 metres under DCP 2013. There are currently more generous
setbacks from boundaries for the three premises but this does not dictate the retention of such
existing setbacks especially such that the subject site and No.3 Futuna Street are not heritage
listed items.


The location of the rainwater tank next to the adjoining boundary with No.3,
which again affects the view from the kitchen of No.3 is intrusive

Comment: The condition set out in Schedule 1 below requires the relocation of the rainwater
tank away from the existing location on or near the northern boundary of the site to ensure that
there will be no undesirable visual effects for the occupants of No.3 Futuna Street.


Item 4.1

The proposal to locate the pumping station for the pool in the existing tool
shed between No.1 and No.3 must be refused due to the inordinate noise
intrusion to No.3
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Comment: The condition set out in Schedule 1 below requires the relocation of the pool
equipment away from the existing tool shed to ensure that noise emission will not become an
amenity problem for the adjoining neighbours.


The proposed north facing very large gable with the window above the kitchen
of No.1 should be deleted , due to the intrusion observed from the kitchen of
No.3 and the loss of the existing blue sky

Comment: The need to provide for the north facing ‘roof gable’ has been brought about by the
provision of a cathedral ceiling over the kitchen/dining/family room which also features a similar
‘gable’ end on the southern side facing Woolwich Road. These ‘gable ends’ are glazed to
provide light for the area below which is relatively long at 11.8 metres. It is considered further
that as the ‘gable ends’ are relatively minor in scale and do not compete with the front elevation
to Woolwich Road in particular, no objection is raised from an architectural or streetscape
aspect.


It (the pool) may be better located along Woolwich Road boundary to achieve
more sunlight and with appropriate southern tree screening as required by the
owners of No.1

Comment: This matter was looked by Council officers during the early discussions concerning
the development and was not deemed acceptable as a matter of principle such that the present
location of the pool was deemed to be the best in the circumstances of being a corner lot with
no effective backyard and the front yard facing Woolwich Road having to serve that purpose.


1 Futuna Street has many original features. This extension as presently
proposed in my view will adversely impact on the heritage of 1 Futuna Street

Comment: This matter has been assessed by the Conservation Advisory Panel and Council’s
heritage Adviser and no heritage issues were raised as a result of this part of the development.


At one point, the additions appear to be less than a metre from the boundary
of 30 Woolwich Road

Comment: This matter has been addressed in Schedule 1 Condition No.11 to require the
minimum setback of 1.5 metres from the eastern boundary of the site to give compliance to the
provisions of clause 3.3.3 of DCP 2013.


The second bedroom will be impacted upon by loss of light and view of the
sky, by the height of the peaked roof and the proximity of the extension

Comment: The height of the peaked roof has been required to be substantially reduced in size
with one feature being that the bulk of the development in the roof area will be substantially
reduced. This is provided for in Schedule 1 condition No.1 below.


The use of the existing shed for pool equipment and machinery is objected to
on the basis of noise and proximity to bedrooms in 30 Woolwich Road. There
is no reason in my view why the proposed pool cannot be placed further
south close to Woolwich Road

Comment: The condition set out in Schedule 1 below requires the relocation of the pool
equipment away from the existing tool shed to ensure that noise emission will not become an
amenity problem for the adjoining neighbours.


Item 4.1

The extension is too close to both adjoining properties
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Comment: This statement does not alter the fact that the proposal complies with the minimum
side boundary setback of 1.5 metres under DCP 2013. There are currently more generous
setbacks from boundaries for the three premises but this does not dictate the retention of such
existing setbacks especially such that the subject site and No.3 Futuna Street are not heritage
listed items.


At the moment there is no proper heritage assessment as required that
considers the impact of this application on the heritage values of surrounding
heritage items and properties, and on the conservation area, and on the
property itself

Comment: This is a matter for Council’s Heritage Adviser to consider and it is his role to make
a judgement as to the effect of the development on the heritage significance of the adjoining
listed heritage item and for that part of the local Conservation Area. No effective concern has
been raised in relation to this matter.
CONCLUSION
The proposal complies with the development standards of height and landscaped area of LEP
2012 and the external wall height control of DCP 2013.
It is considered that as the applicant has provided draft plans that can reflect the design
concerns of CAP and the Heritage Adviser. Under these circumstances, it is deemed acceptable
that a ‘deferred commencement’ approval can be issued for works that can be acceptably
placed into effect.
It is considered that the scale of the development, as to be modified, is satisfactory and would in
any case comply with the objectives of the LEP 2012 and DCP 2013. Also, the proposal’s
appearance in terms of height, scale and character of the development would remain
satisfactory and would not detrimentally affect the heritage significance of the Conservation
Area or the heritage significance of the adjoining and nearby listed heritage items under LEP
2012.
The proposal has been assessed having regard to the relevant matters for consideration under
s.79C of the Environmental Planning and Assessment Act 1979, Hunters Hill Local
Environmental Plan 2012, and Development Control Plan 2013. Subject to conditions, for the
reasons outlined in this report it is considered that the proposed development would not unduly
impact upon the adjoining residential properties and, accordingly, is recommended that the
application be granted a deferred commencement approval subject to Schedule 1 and 2
conditions as set out below. The Schedule 1 conditions are based on the applicant’s draft
amending plan, the requirements under the Swimming Pools Act, and setback compliances.
FINANCIAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT
There is no direct financial impact on Council’s adopted budget as a result of this report.
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT
There is no direct environmental impact on Council arising from Council consideration of this
matter.
SOCIAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT
There is no direct social impact on Council arising from Council consideration of this matter.

Item 4.1
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RISK ASSESSMENT
There are no direct or indirect risks impacting on Council arising from consideration of this
matter.
HUNTERS HILL 2030
This matter relates to ensuring that heritage and conservation of the area is respected,
preserved and enhanced including the preservation of the character, views to and from the
Municipality, and the preservation of the tree canopy.

Item 4.1

Page 16

OUR HERITAGE & BUILT ENVIRONMENT

Meeting 4389 - 9 November 2015

RECOMMENDATION
A.

That the development application relating to the construction of alterations and
additions to the house including new swimming pool at No.1 Futuna Street, Hunters
Hill be approved as a “Deferred commencement” consent No.DA2015-1126
pursuant to Section 80(3) of the Environmental Planning and Assessment Act, 1979.
The development consent provisions as contained in Schedule 2 shall not operate
(or be issued) until such time as the matters contained in Schedule 1 are finalised to
the satisfaction of Council.

Schedule 1
1.

The south, north and east elevations being altered so as to provide for a reduced
roof form over the family, dining and living rooms.

2.

The BASIX commitments being printed on the development plans to be released for
stamping and approval.

3.

The plans being amended to show the correct location of the swimming pool on the
south elevation.

4.

The gate to the swimming pool area being set clear of the proposed bi-fold doors of
the outdoor dining area.

5.

The external wall of the kitchen complying with the provisions of part 3.7 of the BCA.

6.

The masonry wall to the front of the pool facing Woolwich Road being properly
connected to the side boundary barrier for the pool.

7.

Details of the existing barrier for the proposed pool as well as the vegetation and
maturity heights of the trees and shrubs being submitted to Council.

8.

Details being submitted of window W02 being submitted to show that it is non
openable due to the proximity of the proposed swimming pool.

9.

The pool equipment being deleted from the existing tool shed and being relocated
elsewhere on the site so as not to emit noise to the residents of the adjoining
premises.

10.

The rainwater tank to be re-sited on the premises away from the northern boundary
of the site.

11.

The proposed living room not being sited closer than 1.5 metres to any boundary in
accordance with the provisions of clause 3.3.3 of DCP 2013.

B.

That on compliance with Schedule 1 conditions above, Development Application
No.2015-1126, be approved, subject to the following conditions:

Schedule 2
Special Conditions:
1.

Item 4.1

Pursuant to the provisions of the Environment Planning & Assessment Act 1979 this
approval shall lapse and be void if the building work or use to which it refers is not
physically commenced within five (5) years after the date of approval.
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2.

The development consent No. 2015-1126 relates to the plans prepared by Stephen
Grech & Assoc. Architects numbered 238/DA-01, DA-03 to DA-08 dated July 2015
as received by Council on 3 August 2015 except where amended by Schedule 1
and Schedule 2 conditions on this consent.

3.

Compliance with the BASIX Certificate No.A224247 dated 31 July 2015.

4.

The finished surface materials and colours being provided in accordance with the
‘proposed Selection of colours and finishes prepared by Stephen Grech & Assoc
Architects as received by Council on 3 August 2015.

5.

Pursuant to section 80A(1) of the Environmental Planning and Assessment Act
1979, and the Hunters Hill Section 94A Developer Contributions Plan 2011, a
contribution of $2,951.65 shall be paid to council.
The amount to be paid is to be adjusted (if required) at the time of the actual
payment, in accordance with the provisions of Hunters Hill Section 94A Developer
Contributions Plan 2011. The contribution must be paid to Council:
(a)

in the case of Complying Development:


prior to the time notice is given to Council under s86 of the Act of
the applicant's intention to subdivide, commence work or erect a
building;



prior to the commencement of any work pursuant to the complying
development certificate;



prior to the issue of any subdivision certificate;



prior to the issue of any occupation certificate;

whichever occurs first.
(b)

in all other instances:


prior to the issue of any construction certificate;



prior to the issue of any subdivision certificate;



prior to the commencement of any work pursuant to the
development consent;



prior to the issue of any occupation certificate;

whichever occurs first.
6.

Item 4.1

Dilapidation reports being prepared and certified by a practising structural engineer
on the current state of the dwelling at No.30 Woolwich Road, Hunters Hill. Such
reports shall be completed and submitted to Council and the adjoining neighbours
prior to the commencement of any excavation or construction work. Upon
completion of the approved building works, second dilapidation reports are to be
carried out on the buildings and a copy of such report submitted to Council and the
adjoining neighbours prior to the issue of the Occupation Certificate. The applicant is
to pay for the cost of the above-mentioned reports.
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7.

The provision of any pump for a rainwater tank and any air-conditioning equipment
to be installed on the outside of the building being acoustically treated to ensure that
noise does not exceed 5dBA above ambient noise levels on the boundaries at any
time.

8.

Any rainwater tank not being connected up to Sydney Water’s mains supply for its
topping up with water.

9.

Compliance with the following Tree Management Controls:
(a)

Trees covered under the provisions of Hunters Hill Council’s Tree
Management Controls shall be retained except where Council’s prior
written consent has been given.

Landscaping to Approved Plan
(a)

The landscaping shall be undertaken as per the Landscape Plans,
prepared by Stephen Grech, dwg no (238/DA-09), dated July 2015 and
these Conditions of Consent.

(b)

The landscaping shall be completed prior to the issue of the final
Occupation Certificate.

Tree Supply
(a)

The tree planting shall be undertaken using healthy and vigorous stock
grown accordance with Australian Standard AS2303-2015 Tree Stock f or
Landscape Use.

Tree Planting
(a)

The tree planting shall be completed prior to the issue of the final
Occupation Certificate.

(b)

The tree planting shall be undertaken by a qualified Horticulturalist or
Arborist (minimum AQF Level 2) and shall be undertaken at the completion
of the construction works.

(c)

New tree plantings will be covered by Council’s Tree Management
Controls, irrespective of size.

Compliance with Landscape Plan

Item 4.1

(a)

A Landscape Architect/Horticulturalist (minimum AQF Level 5) shall inspect
the site following the completion of the landscape works to determine that
works have been completed in accordance with the approved Landscape
Plan and Conditions of Consent.

(b)

Compliance Certification shall be prepared by the Landscape
Architect/Horticulturalist (minimum AQF Level 5) for review by the Principal
Certifying Authority prior to the release of the Occupational Certificate.
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Landscape Maintenance

10.

(a)

All new landscape plantings must be in a healthy condition for an
establishment period of 2 years. Maintenance includes watering, weeding,
pest and disease control and any other operations required to maintain the
plantings in a healthy condition.

(b)

Any landscape planting which fails to establish within the 2 year
establishment period must be replaced with the same size and species as
outlined on the approved plans or Conditions of Consent.

Compliance with the following landscape management conditions:
Compliance With AS 1926.1-2012 Part 1
(a)

All new planting shall be installed to ensure compliance with the Swimming
Pools Amendment Act 2012 and AS 1926. No existing and/or proposed
climbable plantings shall be installed within the non-climbable zone (NCZ).

Retention of Existing Screening and Amenity Plantings
(a)

The existing screen and/or amenity plantings and small trees located along
in the southern garden area shall be retained and protected.

Standard Conditions:
A4 to A9, B1, B7 ($1,300), C1 to C5, C19, C34, C35, C40, C44, S1, W1.
ATTACHMENTS
1.
2.
3.
4.

Item 4.1

Map
Plans
Submissions
Responses to Submissions
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ITEM NO

:

4.2

SUBJECT

:

RECOMMENDATION TO ADOPT DRAFT CHAPTER 4.4
GLADESVILLE VILLAGE CENTRE

CSP OUTCOME

:

PROVISION AND MAINTENANCE OF HIGH QUALITY
PUBLIC SPACES

DELIVERY PLAN
STRATEGY

:

MAINTAIN AND ENHANCE THE PUBLIC DOMAIN

REPORTING OFFICER

:

PHILIPPA HAYES
Ref:248460

INTRODUCTION
At Council’s ordinary meeting held on 7 April 2014 it was resolved as follows:
Minute No.87/14
1.

Council endorse the commencement of the Strategic Review of its Consolidated
Development Control Plan (DCP) 2013 with stage one being:The review of Part 4 of the Consolidated DCP 2013 – Villages and Non-Residential
Developments. The review will address controls that apply to development in the B4
Mixed Use zone and particular focus will be given to developing controls for the
Gladesville Village area that encourage a high standard of architectural and
landscape design. The review may identify complementary changes that are
required to be made in other parts of the DCP especially Part 2 Character and
Heritage of the Hunters Hill Municipality.

In response to the above resolution the “Future Gladesville” project was implemented to
establish the community’s aspirations for the changing built environment of Gladesville. This
input was to be used to direct amendments to Chapter 4.4 (Gladesville Village Centre) of the
Consolidated DCP 2013 and to develop public domain controls.
After a comprehensive public engagement program carried out in the latter part of 2014, Place
Partners the consultancy assisting Council with the “Future Gladesville” project chose to re-write
rather than amend Chapter 4.4 Gladesville Village Centre. A draft of the new Chapter 4.4 was
placed on public exhibition from 15 July to 11 August 2015.
Notice of the exhibition was given in the local newspaper, on Council’s webpage and two
information sessions were provided for the public. Additionally 1450 exhibition notification
letters were sent out to the residents of the Gladesville area who live on both sides of Victoria
Road; this mail out replicated the original mail-out that occurred to notify residents of the
commencement of the “Future Gladesville” project.
This report:


Item 4.2

Provides a summary of the submissions received due to exhibition.
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Discusses the changes made to the draft document to address concerns raised in
the submissions. These changes are incorporated into the draft document attached
to this report (refer Attachment No. 2)

The purpose of this report is seeking Council’s endorsement to adopt the attached Draft
Chapter 4.4, subject to one additional change identified at a Councillor briefing. This additional
change relates to the protection of heritage items and is addressed in the body of the report and
included in the recommendation.
REPORT
Information Sessions
Two public information sessions were held to present and explain the main provisions of the
exhibited Draft Chapter 4.4 Gladesville Village Centre. The information sessions were held from
2-3pm on Saturday 25 July 2015 and from 7-8pm on Tuesday 28 July 2015. Twenty people
attended the Saturday information session and nineteen attended the Tuesday night session.
Kylie Legge from Place Partners provided a thirty minute presentation at each session followed
by 30 minutes of question time. The minutes from these sessions are attached (refer
Attachment No. 3 & No. 4)
Submissions
A total of twenty submissions were received in response to the exhibition of the Draft Chapter
4.4 Gladesville Village Centre. The list of submissions and a high level overview of the topics
they covered is provided below. A detailed analysis of the issues raised in the submissions and
Council’s response is provided in a table attached to this report (refer Attachment No. 1):
High Level Overview of Submissions Received
Date
Received
16/07/2015

#
1

Submitter
Douglas Paul
Ritchie

2

Greg Joblin
Sydney Water
Brendon
Steward
Carmelina and
Tetella De
Lorenzo

22/07/2015

Comments
Supports document. Issues include mapping of heritage items,
maintenance and servicing of buildings (awnings, vehicle
crossovers and garbage removal)
Supports document

30/07/2015

Supports document

31/07/2015

Justin Loe
Bayview Design
Group
Louise Shiell

04/08/2015

Concerned about setbacks, project process/method, disappointed
about lack of integration across council areas, concerned heritage
provisions will restrict contemporary design and the ability of
owners to adapt to future residents/shoppers needs.
Supports classifying Massey Lane as secondary street, however
questions feasibility without offering concessions or incentives.

Hunters Hill
Trust

05/08/2015

3
4

5

6
7

Item 4.2

04/08/2015

Commends the objective to achieve a pleasant, light, green
Gladesville. Concerned about traffic.
States the draft DCP goes a long way towards laying out a
framework for the soft interfaces that a pedestrian may feel while
interacting with the area. However, lists objections to the draft DCP
as:

Removes protection afforded to local heritage items

Removes the stipulated requirement for parking

Fails to codify the intentions of height transitions
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8

06/08/2015

9

Betty Johnston
and Dianne van
Sommers
(Friends of the
Gladesville
Library)
Sarina Marchi

10
11

Jacqui Vollmer
Gulliver Coote

07/08/2015
09/08/2015

12

Gladesville
Community
Group

09/08/2015

13

Guiwen Wang

10/08/2015

14

Christine
Hannan

11/08/2015

15

Phill Jenkyn

11/08/2015

16

Richard Li

11/08/2015

17

Dfp Planning
Consultants on
behalf of Moch
Pty Ltd (Key
Site)
Deborah Slack

11/08/2015

19

Dr Paul Van
Sommers

12/08/2015

20

Mark Rothwell

/08/15

18

07/08/2015

11/08/2015
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Does little to encourage activity of Primary Streetscape

Proposed open green space is far too small
Supports the document and encourages others to do so.

Support the draft amendments, except for concerns about the
Shareway, active frontages, basement connections and setbacks
Supports the document.
Was “unimpressed” by the draft document. Concerned there was
no linear connection linking Cowell and Massey Street parallel to
Victoria Road. Suggests that to achieve this connection Council
could relax Floor Space Ratio controls to ensure no landowner is
adversely affected.
Expressed thanks for process. Supportive of activated edges and
classification of streets and progressive height patterns. .
Concerned about traffic, parking, heritage protection, codification
(desire for more prescriptive controls)
Appreciates aspirations of the process. Welcomes some setback
clauses. Also concerned about some setback clauses, connections,
parking, traffic management, heritage protection, lack of allocated
green space, corrections required to some aspired designs.
Welcomes the process, however, expresses concern that the
process was required to achieve fundamental principles of high
quality urban design.
Supports the approach. Concerned about heritage protection,
location of public open space, safety in the Shareway, setbacks,
traffic and parking
Welcomes classification of streets, progressive setbacks and
activation. Concerned about traffic, parking, heritage protection,
size of public green space, connections, setbacks, transitions to
residential areas, codification and amalgamation
Concerned about structure of DCP, basement connections, parking,
open space location, definitions, Shareway alignment, amount of
active frontages required, setbacks particularly the 4m deep soil
setback along Flagstaff Street, awnings, solar access
specifications, ceiling heights, recessed balconies, paving.
Welcomes greenery, activated street frontages, classification of
streets, progressive setback and height patterns. Concerned about
heritage protection, traffic and that applicable building heights for
the area are not repeated in the DCP.
In full support of the Draft DCP Amendments, as it gives the right to
evaluate and control projects based on what the community
advocates.
Owner’s property has been given two street classifications he
believes it should only have one.

Analysis of the above table shows there are concerns that are repeated in a number of
submissions and these were identified as the main issues for further examination post
exhibition. These main concerns are listed below and the way Council has addressed them is
discussed in the following section of this report.



Item 4.2

Protection of Heritage Items
Prescriptive Numeric Controls (Codification) vs Objective Based Controls
Traffic Management
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Carparking
Key Site - Underground Basement Connections
Key Site - Publicly Accessible Open Space
Setbacks
Active Frontages

Changes made to address Main Concerns Raised in Submissions
Protection of Heritage Items
In the exhibition document the focus of heritage controls was the heritage conservation areas.
A number of those lodging submissions identified that the controls needed to be extended to
clearly address requirements for heritage items located in the Gladesville Village Centre. It was
also stated in submissions that all provisions for protection of heritage items that were in the
existing Chapter 4.4 must be brought forward into the draft document. Additionally it was
mentioned that a control addressing required curtilage around heritage items was necessary.
These concerns were considered valid and the following review measures and changes have
been implemented:


A review was made of the entire draft document and wherever a reference was
made to heritage main street or heritage conservation areas the term heritage item
was also inserted.



In the exhibition document the main grouping of conservation controls was included
in Section 4.4 Heritage Conservation Areas. This now has been altered to read 4.4
Heritage Conservation and in this section “heritage item” follows every reference to
heritage conservation areas. Accordingly the controls for the conservation areas
also explicitly apply to heritage items.



A further review was undertaken of the existing Chapter 4.4 to establish if any
heritage controls had not been carried forward into the Draft Chapter 4.4. One
control was identified on P119 Key Site controls - Clause 6. Building lines &
Setbacks:
(e.)

Note that maximum envelopes might not be achievable in some situations:
(iii)



A control was added in Section 4.4 of the attached draft document to address the
required curtilage around heritage items located on a development site and to
incorporate the above missing control. However, as was pointed out in a Councillor
Briefing this control needed to be extended further to address curtilage for heritage
items on or adjacent to a site being developed. Additionally, the wording with regard
to the inclusion of the above control needed further clarification. The following
control is recommended to replace control b. on page 38 of the draft document
Section 4.4 Heritage Conservation (refer attachment No. 2)
b.

Item 4.2

Where identified values of any heritage item demand special
consideration.

For a heritage item on, or adjacent to a development site the curtilage
required around the heritage item is to be established through the
preparation of a heritage management document prepared at the cost of
the developer. Maximum building envelopes may not be achievable in
some situations where identified values of a heritage item demand special
consideration.

Page 45

OUR HERITAGE & BUILT ENVIRONMENT

Meeting 4389 - 9 November 2015

A number of submissions also raised the concern that while heritage conservation areas were
mapped in Chapter 4.4 individual heritage items were not shown. Conservation areas and
heritage items are shown on the maps accompanying the Hunters Hill Local Environmental Plan
2012 which is published on the NSW legislation website. Council’s across NSW avoid
replicating data from LEPs into the DCPs as each document has their own specific function and
duplication of data leads to additional administrative work and or cross-referencing errors when
either document is altered. The boundaries of Heritage Conservation Areas are more static than
individual heritage items as is witnessed by the recent listing of the timber cottage at 10 Cowell
Street and therefore the mapping of items was not included in the DCP.
Prescriptive Numeric Controls Vs Objective Based Controls
Two submissions raised the concern that there was not enough prescriptive numeric controls in
the Draft Chapter 4.4 and that relying on objective based controls did not provide enough
certainty to safeguard the community.
The submissions referred to section 79c (3A) of the Environmental Planning and Assessment
Act 1979 (EP&A Act 1979) as justification for their concerns. This section of the EP&Act 1979
reads as follows:

(3A)

Development control plans

If a development control plan contains provisions that relate to the
development that is the subject of a development application, the consent
authority:
(a)

if those provisions set standards with respect to an aspect
of the development and the development application
complies with those standards—is not to require more
onerous standards with respect to that aspect of the
development, and

(b)

if those provisions set standards with respect to an aspect
of the development and the development application does
not comply with those standards—is to be flexible in
applying those provisions and allow reasonable
alternative solutions that achieve the objects of those
standards for dealing with that aspect of the development,
and

(c)

may consider those provisions only in connection with the
assessment of that development application.

In this subsection, standards include performance criteria.
As stated above if prescriptive numeric controls or performance criteria are included in a DCP
and a developer meets them the Council cannot require more onerous standards. Additionally if
they do not meet the prescriptive standards Council must be flexible in applying the provisions.
Prescriptive numeric controls or performance criteria do not address amenity issues such as
character, aesthetics, compatibility, public interest. It is for this reason and due to the black and
white approach set out in section 79c (3A) section of the EP&A Act 1979 that
Council has opted for a combination of numeric and objective based controls in the draft
Chapter 4.4.
Item 4.2
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It is considered objective based controls developed in conjunction with the community provide
those assessing applications which much more negotiating power to achieve the communities
overall aspirations.
Traffic
Increased traffic is connected to the higher densities being encouraged by the State
Government across Sydney. Height and floor space controls that dictate density are included in
the Local Environmental Plans (LEPs). To amend this document requires State Government
approval. The State Government is currently seeking to increase housing targets for Councils
not reduce them and therefore seeking to decrease the height and floor space controls for the
Gladesville Village Centre to address traffic concerns was not a feasible option.
This information was published on Council’s Future Gladesville webpage and announced at the
commencement of all the Future Gladesville workshops. Despite this, in many of the
submissions, disappointment was expressed that Council had not through the Future
Gladesville project tackled the traffic issues the residents consider exist in Gladesville and which
will only be worsened by increasing densities.
The nature of Gladesville is changing and the main aim of the Future Gladesville project was to
establish the community’s aspirations for the look and feel they wanted in a changing Gladesville
and encapsulate this into a development control plan for the Gladesville Village Centre.
This is significant as while traffic is an issue facing Gladesville so is poor aesthetics, lack of
identity, lack of open space, greenery and public amenity. While developers in Gladesville can
be asked to provide comprehensive traffic and carparking studies they cannot be asked to define
what overall character a community wants for an area such as Gladesville. This had to be led by
Council and accordingly Council chose to focus on the area it considered it could be most
effective and provide the most useful outcome for the community in the long term.
Carparking
The issue of carparking in Gladesville was also raised in many submissions. Council’s
carparking rates are included in Chapter 5.3 (Carparking and Vehicle Access) of the Hunters Hill
Development Control Plan (DCP) 2013. The future Gladesville project commenced in 2014 when
the Councillors resolved to undertake a comprehensive review of the Consolidated DCP 2013
with stage one being a review of Chapter 4.4 Gladesville Village Centre. Given the communities
concern about carparking rates in Gladesville it is recommended Chapter 5.3. be the next chapter
reviewed as part of Council’s ongoing commitment to updating the Consolidated DCP 2013.
This will involve a review of Council’s current budget to allocate $30,000 for this purpose.
Underground Basement Connections
In the exhibition draft a control was introduced that stated the following:
The development of the Key Site should provide an extended basement underneath
the shareway to allow future basement access to the basements of Victoria Road
developments adjacent.
The reasoning behind this control is that if it could be achieved, it would minimize vehicular
entry/exit points onto the shareway. The owner of a Victoria Road property and the owner of the
Key Site responded to this control both stating that while the idea had merit it would be
complicated to execute given the numbers of owners of land who would have to be involved and
who may all be developing at different times. The owner of the Key Site suggested the control be
maintained but the word “should” replaced with “investigate”. This change was considered
Item 4.2
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reasonable and has been incorporated in the document attached to this report (refer attachment
No. 2)
Key Site – Publicly Accessible Primary Open Space
In the submissions a number of concerns were expressed about the publicly accessible primary
open space to be provided on the Key Site. The concerns included:


Given the size of the Key Site the size specified for the publicly accessible primary
open space (minimum of 600sqm) is too small



The need for more flexibility with regard to the location of this space.

The developer of the Key Site is required to provide communal open space under the provisions
of SEPP 65 for the residents of apartment buildings proposed for the site. The publicly
accessible “primary open space” was envisaged as separate to this space and was seen as a
public benefit to provide a community heart for the Gladesville Village Centre (refer existing
Chapter 4.4 Gladesville Village Centre). While this was not stated explicitly in the exhibition
draft it has been made clearer in the attached document (refer P41). Accordingly specifying a
minimum size of 600sqm is considered appropriate as it is envisaged the publicly accessible
“primary open space” will only be one in a series of open spaces provided on the Key Site.
With regard to the location of the publicly accessible primary open space two urban designers
with experience in shopping centre developments have advised that the preferred location for
this space be onto Cowell Street. As this location has been questioned the reasoning behind
this preference has now been included in the attached document:
P 41 “The preferred location for this primary open space is facing onto Cowell
Street….in the southwestern corner of the Key Site. This is to maximize its visibility,
on-grade accessibility, connectivity to the Council car park and economic activity
along Cowell Street and the shareway.”
Setbacks
A number of submissions included concerns about setback controls, including the following:
a.

A Victoria Road property owner objected to the control on P41 of the Draft
Document which required 2% of sites over 600sqm to be provided as publicly
accessible open space. The resident stated that if this control were to be
maintained Council would need to provide incentives.

b.

The planner representing the owner or the Key Site wrote that the requirement for
4m setback along Flagstaff Street above and below ground will have a significant
impact on the basement design for the Key Site. He argued that a soil depth of
600mm would be sufficient to accommodate trees of a height to perform the function
of landscape screen and pedestrian amenity.

c.

Concern was expressed in a number of submissions that the street setbacks
provisions for the Key Site onto Massey Street did not take into consideration the
street setback of the townhouses to the east.
A number of those lodging submissions misapplied or misinterpreted the applicable
setback controls leading to the false view that the proposed controls reduced
setback provisions or that there was conflicting setback provisions. This problem
arose for the following reasons:

d.

Item 4.2
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The assumption was made that the boundaries of the Key Site formed a
zone boundary adjacent to a residential zone. However under Hunters Hill
LEP 2012 the roads around the Key Site are zoned B4 mixed use
residential and therefore the zone boundary lies at the road boundary.
Additionally, it appeared some residents thought the Massey Street
townhouses were zoned residential when they are zoned B4 mixed use.



The assumption was made that development on the Key Site would be
classed as multi-unit residential development and the setback controls from
Chapter 3.4 of the existing Consolidated DCP 2013 were applied. However
development on the Key Site will be classed as Shop Top housing and
therefore the setback provisions in Chapter 4.3 of the Consolidated DCP
2013 apply.



In the exhibition draft there were setback provisions for buildings adjoining
a residential site (Key Site and Massey Street Townhouses) and setbacks
for buildings adjoining a residential zone (largely for Victoria Road
properties in south Gladesville that back onto residential zoned properties).
There was confusion in the submissions with regard to the application of
these different controls.

In response to the issues raised in the above points (a. – d.) Council has taken the following
actions.
a.

Council deleted the subject control from P 41 as can be seen in the document
attached to this report.

b.

Council staff made no change to the 4m setback control required along Flagstaff
Street as this came about through a Council resolution. This setback provision was
subsequently exhibited and received public support.

c.

The street setback provisions for the Key Site at No. 1 Massey Street have not been
altered based on the advice of urban designers who maintained the setback
provisions were appropriate for the proposed use and location. The development on
the Key Site will be substantially different to the Massey Street Townhouses and
therefore different street setbacks are considered appropriate.

d.

The setback provisions in the attached document either replicate applicable setback
provisions in the existing Hunters Hill Consolidated DCP 2013 or are additional
provisions to fill gaps identified during an analysis of setback controls carried out
during the Future Gladesville project. The majority of issues raised in the
submissions regarding setbacks were due to a misinterpretation of the controls and
therefore no changes to the actual controls were required. However, it was
identified that to assist with clarity section 4.3.2 Transitions would be renamed Zone
Transitions. A detailed analysis of all setback concerns and Council’s response are
included in Attachment No. 1.

Active Frontages and Active Uses
Active Frontage controls are used to encourage lively, interesting environments in areas
frequented by pedestrians. An active frontage is associated with an active use such as a retail
shop or café which have open and inviting frontages to the street. In the attached document the
street level frontages of buildings in the Commercial Core Precinct are encouraged to include
active uses and active frontages.

Item 4.2
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In two submissions concerns were voiced that:


the controls in the draft document required too much active frontage;



defining active frontage in terms of site width was problematic; and,



the definition of active use was too limited.

These comments were reviewed and the decision was made to significantly broaden the
definition provided for Active Use in the glossary (refer page 49 of attached document).
Additionally reference to site width was removed and images of what is meant by an active
frontage and an inactive frontage were incorporated into the glossary. However, due to the
decision to broaden the definition of active use no alteration was made to the areas where
active frontages are required.
Councillor Briefings
The Councillors have been briefed on the results of public engagement carried out for the
Future Gladesville Project and the developing content of the Draft Chapter 4.4 on five
occasions:


7 February 2015



23 March 2015



20 April 2015



22 June 2015



26 October 2015

At the final briefing the Councillors were advised of the results of the exhibition period, including
the number and contents of submissions and the changes made to the Draft Chapter 4.4 to
address concerns expressed in the submissions.
To increase protection for heritage items (a concern raised in a number of submissions) the new
control about providing curtilage around an item was discussed. The Councillors identified that
this control needed to be broadened to address required curtilage on, or adjacent to a
development site. This requirement has been included into an amended control – refer
protection of heritage items at the beginning of this report and the recommendation.
CONCLUSION
The current Gladesville Village Centre lacks a strong identity, open green space and public
amenity. However, the built environment is changing and the opportunity exists for
improvements to be realized. The attached draft document Chapter 4.4 Gladesville Village
Centre, incorporates the communities voice about the character they want for a “Future
Gladesville.”
If the document is adopted and implemented positively and cooperatively by the community,
assessment officers and developers the opportunity does exist for Gladesville to be a green,
engaged and social place in the future.
It is recommended that Council proceed to adopt the Draft Chapter 4.4 for inclusion into the
Consolidated DCP 2013 subject to the change discussed in the body of this report concerning
curtilage around a heritage item (refer to recommendation).

Item 4.2
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Additionally, to address the community’s ongoing concern about carparking in Gladesville it is
recommended that Council make the revision of Chapter 5.3 (Carparking and Vehicle Access)
its next priority in the update of the Consolidated DCP 2013. This will involve a review of
Council’s current budget to allocate $30,000 for completion of this task.
FINANCIAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT
If Council adopts the recommendation to review Chapter 5.3 (Carparking and Vehicle Access) a
review of Council’s current budget will be required to allocate $30,000 for the completion of this
task.
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT
There is no direct environmental impact on Council arising from Council consideration of this
matter.
SOCIAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT
There is no direct social impact on Council arising from Council consideration of this matter.
RISK ASSESSMENT
There are no direct or indirect risks impacting on Council arising from consideration of this
matter.
HUNTERS HILL 2030
The strategic objectives for Heritage and Built Environment include a requirement for Council’s
planning documents to be reviewed on a regular basis. The Draft Chapter 4.4 represents the
first step in the strategic review of the Consolidated DCP 2013.
RECOMMENDATION
1.

That Council resolve to adopt the Draft Chapter 4.4 Gladesville Village Centre,
attached to this report subject to control b. on page 38 being replaced with the
following:
b.

2.

For a heritage item on, or adjacent to a development site the curtilage
required around the heritage item is to be established through the
preparation of a heritage management document prepared at the cost of
the developer. Maximum building envelopes may not be achievable in
some situations where identified values of a heritage item demand special
consideration.

That Council continue its review of the Consolidated Development Control Plan
2013 with the next priority being the revision of Chapter 5.3 Carparking and Vehicle
Access. This will involve the review of Council’s current budget to allocate $30,000
for this purpose.

ATTACHMENTS
1.
2.
3.
4.

Item 4.2

Detailed analysis of submissions
Draft Chapter 4.4 Gladesville Village Centre
Minutes Information Session Saturday 25 July 2015
Minutes Information Session Tuesday 28 July 2015
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ITEM NO

:

4.3

SUBJECT

:

DELEGATED AUTHORITY REPORT

CSP THEME

:

THE HERITAGE, CHARACTER AND CONSERVATION OF
THE AREA IS RESPECTED, PRESERVED AND
ENHANCED

DELIVERY PLAN
STRATEGY

:

ASSESS ALL APPLICATIONS AGAINST THE NEW
LEP/DCP

REPORTING OFFICER

:

STEVE KOUREPIS
Ref: 247248

INTRODUCTION
In accordance with Section 327 of the Local Government Act 1993, authority is hereby
delegated to the Group Manager, Development and Regulatory Control to exercise and perform
those powers, duties and functions in line with the authority and limitations of that position.
These include approval and refusal of Development Applications as per Section 10 of Hunter's
Hill Council Delegations of Authority.
REPORT
Development Application No.
Construction Certificate No.
Applicant
Premises
Classification (BCA)

DA 2012-1011-1
CC 130252
Edgely Pty Ltd
28 Sherwin Street
Henley
1a & 10a

Assessing Officer

Kerry Smith

Proposal

Determination
Development Application No.
Construction Certificate No.
Applicant
Premises
Classification (BCA)
Assessing Officer
Proposal
Determination

Item 4.3

Zone
Notification
Value
Landscaped
Area
Date lodged

Res R2
Yes
$1,050,000
60%
27 Mar 2015 &
14 Aug 2015
1 Oct 2015

Determination
Date
Demolition of existing dwelling and construction of new two
storey dwelling and in-ground pool – s.96 – alterations to
dwelling and refurbished garage
Withdrawn

Zone
DA 2014-1164
R2
Notification
N/A
Yes
Value
Wayne Vaughan
N/A
Landscaped
5 Woodward Road
N/A
Area
Hunters Hill
Date lodged
N/A
14 Sept 2015
Determination
Anna Hopwood
23 Sept 2015
Date
Martin Peacock
Removal of one (1) tree.
Approve removal of one (1) tree with one (1) replacement tree.
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Development Application No.
Construction Certificate No.
Applicant
Premises
Classification (BCA)
Assessing Officer
Proposal
Determination
Development Application No.
Construction Certificate No.
Applicant
Premises
Classification (BCA)
Assessing Officer
Proposal
Determination
Development Application No.
Construction Certificate No.
Applicant
Premises

Meeting 4389 - 9 November 2015

Zone
R2
Notification
Yes
Value
$467,500
Landscape
62.8%
Area
Date lodged
13 April 2015
Determination
29 Sept 2015
Date
Rear extension to existing residence and landscaping works
including swimming pool
Deferred Commencement Approval
DA2015-1054
N/A
Jeffery Curnow
60 High Street, Hunters
Hill
1a, 10b
Shahram Zadgan

Zone
Notification
Value
Landscaped
area
Date lodged
Determination
Date
New front fence, gate & landscaping
Deferred Commencement Approval
DA 2015-1119
N/A
Craig & Fiona Juergens
2 Muirbank Ave
HUNTERS HILL
10b
Kerry Smith

Zone
Notification
Value
Landscaped
Area
Date lodged
Determination
Date

R2
Yes
$47,575
50.96%
17 July 2015
24 Sept 2015

Classification (BCA)
Assessing Officer

DA 2015-1153
N/A
Gordon Hoskins
3 Woolwich Road
Hunters Hill
N/A
Anna Hopwood

Proposal
Determination

Removal of one (1) tree.
Approve removal of one (1) tree with one (1) replacement tree.

Development Application No. DA2015-1149
Construction Certificate No. N/A
Applicant
Hunters Hill RSL SubBranch
Premises
56 Alexandra Street,
Hunters Hill
Classification (BCA)
9b
Assessing Officer
Shahram Zadgan
Proposal
Determination

Item 4.3

Zone
Notification
Value

R2
Yes
N/A
N/A
7 Sept 2015
6 Oct 2015

B1
Yes
$15,000

Landscaped
N/A
Area
Date lodged
1 Sept 2015
Determination
8 Oct 2015
Date
Construction of a concave sandstone faced blockwork wall in
the front yard of the hall
Approval
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Applicant
Premises
Classification (BCA)
Assessing Officer
Proposal
Determination
Development Application No.
Construction Certificate No.
Applicant
Premises
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Zone
R2
Notification
Yes
Value
N/A
Landscaped
52%
Area
Date lodged
29 July 2015
Determination
8 Oct 2015
Date
Alterations & additions– s96 – Internal reconfiguration
Approval
DA2007-1201-2
N/A
Anthony Cahill
42 Blaxland Street,
Hunters Hill
1a
Shahram Zadgan

Proposal
Determination

Zone
DA 2015-1157
Notification
N/A
Value
Benjamin Kaye
Landscaped
61 Alexandra Street
Area
Hunters Hill
Date lodged
N/A
Determination
Anna Hopwood
Date
Martin Peacock
Removal of one (1) tree.
Approve removal of one (1) tree.

Development Application No.
Construction Certificate No.
Applicant
Premises
Classification (BCA)
Assessing Officer

DA 2015-1110
N/A
Les Rapolti
2 Lot Lane, Hunters Hill
N/A
Anna Hopwood

Proposal
Determination

Removal of one (1) tree.
Approve removal of one (1) tree with one (1) replacement tree.

Development Application No.
Construction Certificate No.
Applicant
Premises

DA 2015-1117
N/A
Sherocon Pty Ltd
11 Ernest Street,
Hunters Hill
1a, 10a, 10b
Shahram Zadgan

Classification (BCA)
Assessing Officer

Classification (BCA)
Assessing Officer
Proposal
Determination
Development Application No.
Construction Certificate No.
Applicant
Premises
Classification (BCA)
Assessing Officer
Proposal
Determination
Item 4.3

Zone
Notification
Value
Garden Area
Date lodged
Determination
Date

R2
Yes
N/A
N/A
8 Sept 2015
12 Oct 2015

R2
Yes
N/A
N/A
2 July 2015
19 Oct 2015

Zone
R2
Notification
Yes
Value
$35,000
Landscaped
60%
Area
Date lodged
14 July 2015
Determination
16 Oct 2015
Date
Demolish existing awning and conservatorium and replace with
new sunroom
Approval
Zone
Res R2
Notification
Yes
Value
$657,800
Landscaped
45.2%
Area
Date lodged
23 Jun 2015
Determination
20 Oct 2015
Date
New attached dual occupancy plus attached garages
Deferred commencement Approval
DA 2015-1101
N/A
Nelfra Pty Ltd
17 Barons Crescent
Hunters Hill
1a & 10a
Kerry Smith
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Development Application No.
Construction Certificate No.
Applicant
Premises

DA 2015-1168
N/A
Joseph Chung
23B Mount Street

Classification (BCA)
Assessing Officer

N/A
Anna Hopwood

Proposal
Determination

Date
Removal of one (1) tree.
Approve removal, with one (1) replacement tree.

Development Application No.
Construction Certificate No.
Applicant
Premises

Zone
Notification
Value
Landscaped
Area
Date lodged
Determination

R2
Yes
N/A
N/A
16 Sept 2015
21 Oct 2015

DA 2015/1133
N/A
William Ryan
52 Ryde Road
Hunters Hill
10b
Kerry Smith

Zone
Notification
Value
Landscaped Area

Classification (BCA)
Assessing Officer

DA 2015-1167
N/A
Cecilia Flynn
51-53 The Point Road
Woolwich
N/A
Anna Hopwood

Zone
Notification
Value
Landscaped
Area
Date lodged
Determination
Date

Proposal
Determination

Removal of one (1) tree.
Approve removal of one (1) tree with one (1) replacement tree.

Development Application No.
Construction Certificate No.
Applicant
Premises

DA 2015-1166
N/A
Colin Hunt
11 Hillcrest Avenue
Gladesville
N/A
Anna Hopwood

Classification (BCA)
Assessing Officer
Proposal
Determination
Development Application No.
Construction Certificate No.
Applicant
Premises

Classification (BCA)
Assessing Officer
Proposal
Determination

Item 4.3

Res R2
Yes
$80,000
71.8%

Date lodged
7 Aug 2015
Determination
20 Oct 2015
Date
New rear wall, swimming pool, cabana (converted from
garage), landscaping and tree removal
‘Deferred commencement’ Approval

Zone
Notification
Value
Garden Area

R2
Yes
N/A
N/A
16 Sept 2015
21 Oct 2015

R2
Yes
N/A
N/A

Date lodged
15 Sept 2015
Determination 21 Oct 2015
Date
Pruning of one (1) tree and removal of four (4) trees.
Approve pruning of one (1) tree with conditions to limit the
extent of the pruning works. Approve removal of four (4) trees
with four (4) replacement trees.
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Assessing Officer
Proposal
Determination
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Zone
DA 2015-1158
R2
Notification
N/A
Yes
Value
Annabel Bencsik
N/A
8 Prince Edward Parade Garden Area
N/A
Hunters Hill
Date lodged
N/A
8 Sept 2015
Determination 21 Oct 2015
Anna Hopwood
Date
Martin Peacock
Pruning of three (3) trees. Removal of one (1) tree.
Approve pruning of (3) trees with conditions to limit the extent
of the pruning works. Approve removal of one (1) tree with one
(1) replacement tree.

Development Application No. DA 2015-1146
Construction Certificate No. N/A
Applicant
Ralph & Jennifer
Pickering
Premises
4 Rooke Lane
Hunters Hill
Classification (BCA)
N/A
Assessing Officer
Anna Hopwood

Zone
Notification
Value

R2
Yes
N/A

Garden Area

N/A

Date lodged
Determination
Date

28 Aug 2015
22 Oct 2015

Proposal
Determination

Removal of six (6) trees.
Approve removal of six (6) trees with no replacement trees.

Development Application No.
Construction Certificate No.
Applicant
Premises

DA 2007-1103-4
CC2009-00507
Marc Samuel De Angelis
12 The Point Road
Woolwich
1a, 10a & 10b
Kerry Smith

Classification (BCA)
Assessing Officer
Proposal
Determination

Zone
Notification
Value
Landscaped
Area
Date lodged
Determination
Date
To change external colour of dwelling – s.96
Approval

Development Application No. DA2015-1145
Construction Certificate No. N/A
Applicant
Outside Concepts
Sydney
North
Premises
30 Milling Street, Hunters
Hill
Classification (BCA)
10a
Assessing Officer
Shahram Zadgan
Proposal
Determination

Item 4.3

Zone
Notification
Value

Res R2
Yes
$5,000

24 Jun 2015
29 Oct 2015

R2
Yes
$19,000

Landscaped
51%
Area
Date lodged
25 Aug 2015
Determination 23 Oct 2015
Date
Construction of a metal carport to the side of the existing
dwelling
Approval
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Development Application No.
Construction Certificate No.
Applicant
Premises
Classification (BCA)
Assessing Officer
Proposal

Determination
Development Application No.
Construction Certificate No.
Applicant
Premises
Classification (BCA)
Assessing Officer
Proposal
Determination
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Zone
Res R2
Notification
Yes
Value
$6,500
Landscaped
53%
Area
Date lodged
13 Jul 2015
Determination 26 Oct 2015
Date
Conversion of existing building into integrated housing
development, includes alterations & additions plus Strata
subdivision – s.96 – addition of window to western elevation
and convert a wine cellar into a bathroom
Approval
DA 2006-1140 - 4
CC 2007/1015
Windesea Build Pty Ltd
20 Wybalena Road
Hunters Hill
1a
Kerry Smith

Zone
Notification
Value
Landscaped
Area
Date lodged
Determination
Date
Alterations and additions to rear of dwelling
Approval
DA2015-1115
CC2015/7046
Ross Page Springer
29 St Malo Avenue,
Hunters Hill
1a
Shahram Zadgan

R2
Yes
$80,000
52%
8 July 2015
25 Oct 2015

FINANCIAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT
There is no direct financial impact on Council’s adopted budget as a result of this report.
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT
There is no direct environmental impact on Council arising from Council consideration of this
matter.
SOCIAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT
There is no direct social impact on Council arising from Council consideration of this matter.
RISK ASSESSMENT
There are no direct or indirect risks impacting on Council arising from consideration of this matter.
HUNTERS HILL 2030
This matter relates to ensuring that heritage and conservation of the area is respected,
preserved and enhanced including the preservation of the character, views to and from the
Municipality, and the preservation of the tree canopy.
RECOMMENDATION
That the report be received and noted.
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ATTACHMENTS
There were no attachments to this report.
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ITEM NO

:

4.4

SUBJECT

:

REPORT OF LEGAL MATTERS

CSP OUTCOME

:

THE HERITAGE, CHARACTER AND CONSERVATION OF
THE AREA IS RESPECTED, PRESERVED AND
ENHANCED

DELIVERY PLAN
STRATEGY

:

ASSESS ALL APPLICATIONS AGAINST THE NEW
LEP/DCP

REPORTING OFFICER

:

STEVE KOUREPIS
Ref:248506

INTRODUCTION
The purpose of this report is to keep Council informed of legal matters currently being dealt with.
These matters are generally with the Land and Environment Court.
REPORT
APPEALS - Status report in relation to recent or pending appeals is attached.
FINANCIAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT
There is no direct financial impact on Council’s adopted budget as a result of this report.
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT
There is no direct environmental impact on Council arising from Council consideration of this
matter.
SOCIAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT
There is no direct social impact on Council arising from Council consideration of this matter.
RISK ASSESSMENT
There are no direct or indirect risks impacting on Council arising from consideration of this
matter.
HUNTERS HILL 2030
This matter relates to ensuring that heritage and conservation of the area is respected, preserved
and enhanced including the preservation of the character, views to and from the Municipality, and
the preservation of the tree canopy.
RECOMMENDATION
That the report be received and noted.
ATTACHMENTS
1.

Item 4.4

Status Report - Pending Appeals
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ITEM NO

:

7.1

SUBJECT

:

WOOLWICH VILLAGE RESIDENTIAL PARKING SCHEME

CSP OUTCOME

:

IMPLEMENTATION OF LOCAL AREA TRAFFIC
MANAGEMENT PLANS AND RESIDENT PARKING
SCHEMES WHICH MANAGE TRAFFIC FLOW AND SPEED

DELIVERY PLAN
STRATEGY

:

DELIVER ROAD SAFETY PROGRAMS IN CONJUNCTION
WITH THE RELEVANT AUTHORITIES EG, RTA, POLICE

REPORTING OFFICER

:

DAVID INNES
Ref:248441

INTRODUCTION
At the Public Transport and Traffic Advisory Committee (PTTA) on 21 April 2015, The Mayor
requested that a review of the Woolwich Village Residential Parking Scheme (WVRPS) be
carried out. This request was subsequently endorsed by Council at its meeting on 11 May 2015.
As Council would be aware, the WVRPS has been in place for some time, and it is of interest to
see if the introduction of paid parking in Clarkes Point Reserve (Council and Sydney Harbour
Federation Trust) and the new carpark in the Horse Paddock off Margaret Street (SHFT) has
had any effect on the WVRPS. It is also opportune to see if there are any other issues that have
arisen with the scheme.
REPORT
To this end the consultation was undertaken in 2 stages. The first consultation letter in June
was a simple questionnaire to seek general comments and also particular comments on the
paid parking.
A second consultation letter forwarded in October included a suggestion of 3 minor alterations
to the scheme. The suggested alterations, which originated in the PTTA, were not put in the first
survey to ensure residents were given “clean air” for their suggestions/comments without a
focus on what could have been seen as contentious suggestions.
RESULTS OF THE CONSULTATIONS
June consultation/questionnaire
A copy of the consultation letter and questionnaire are included as attachment 1 of this report.
At the end of the consultation period 24 responses had been received. A summary of the
responses to each of the first 6 questions is attached (Attachment 2) for information.
Also attached (Attachment 3) is a list of comments received in responses to Question 7 and
other general comments.
The following is a summary of the survey results:


All respondents resided in the zone at the time of the introduction of the scheme.



Boat Trailer parking is an issue.

Item 7.1
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The Sydney Harbour Federation Trust carpark in the Horse Paddock (off Margaret
Street) has resulted in extra parking in adjoining streets (due to the fees) and
antisocial behavior at night.



Extra policing (by Council Rangers) has been requested.



Some respondents suggest making the scheme 24/7 while others want the current
scheme abolished.



Parking (by restaurant staff) in Hunter Street (which has no time restrictions) is an
issue.



2 respondents suggested that the 1 hour time restriction be reduced to ½ hour.

Council’s Rangers have also been consulted. Their comments are as follows:


Generally they receive favourable/supportive comments from residents.



Other comments regarding traffic and parking issues are passed on to Works &
Services for investigation.



After hours patrolling is an issue due to Work Health and Safety
concerns/requirements.



NSW Police patrol the area, but do not mark tyres for time checks. Their policing is
limited to general parking issues such as “No Stopping” infringements.

October consultation
A copy of the consultation letter is included as attachment 4 of this report.
It will be noted that the 3 suggested alterations to the scheme were:
1.

That the existing 3 hours limits in Gale Street and Woolwich Road frontages of the
Woolwich Pier Hotel be changed to 4 hours.

2.

That the existing 3 hours limit on the Woolwich Road frontage of the Woolwich
Lookout be changed to 4 hours.

3.

The resident exemption be removed from these 3 locations.

Attached (attachment 5) to this report is a location plan of the suggestions alterations.
At the end of the consultation period 30 responses had been received. A summary of the
responses is included as attachment 6.
Copies of the 30 submission have been provided under a separate cover for the information of
Councillors.
Quite clearly, residents were not in favour of the PTTA suggested alterations. It should be noted
that there were no responses to the survey from any commercial properties.
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Reasons for the residents’ objections included:


Perceived unfairness: the suggestions were seen to favour the businesses (and
their customers) over residents.



It would make finding a parking space more difficult.



The suggestions appear to be an unnecessary change to a scheme that has been
operating reasonably successfully.



Residents were more concerned with adequate policing than any change to the
scheme.

In the general issue of parking in the Woolwich Village, it must be realised that there are limited
opportunities to increase the number of parking spaces. It will be recalled that at its meeting on
26 October 2015, Council considered a report on possible road widening works in Collingwood
Street and resolved:
Minute No. 354/15
1.

“That the report be received and noted and Council include the works on a
future works program for consideration in the formulation of its Delivery
Plan.

2.

This matter is also referred for community consultation in conjunction with
the Woolwich Parking Scheme.”

The proposed changes to the road configuration in Collingwood Street would provide an
additional 7 parking spaces. Council may consider funding the proposed works in its 2016/17
roads program as a way of improving parking opportunities in Woolwich Village. The time
restrictions/designations of the spaces would need to be thought through in relation to the
needs of Collingwood Street residents and their competing needs.
CONCLUSION
Following the 2 stages of the review, it is reasonable to conclude that:
1.

There is no groundswell of opposition to the residential parking scheme.

2.

The introduction of the paid parking in Clarkes Point Reserve does not appear to
have affected the operation of the residential parking scheme.

3.

There are issues related to the operation of the carpark in the Horse Paddock which
need to be discussed with the Sydney Harbour Federation Trust.

4.

Council will review the policing of the scheme to ensure compliance.

5.

Boat trailer parking continues to be an issue. The proposed State Government
legislation may be of assistance in this matter and will be reviewed as part of
Council’s management of boat trailer parking, not only in Woolwich but throughout
the Municipality.

6.

Residents clearly rejected the PTTA’s 3 suggested alterations in the October
consultation letter.
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FINANCIAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT
There is no direct financial impact on Council’s adopted budget as a result of this report.
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT
There is no direct environmental impact on Council arising from Council consideration of this
matter.
SOCIAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT
There is no direct social impact on Council arising from Council consideration of this matter.
RISK ASSESSMENT
There are no direct or indirect risks impacting on Council arising from consideration of this
matter.
HUNTERS HILL 2030
This report addresses CPS Outcome 2.1 Implementation of local area traffic management and
parking schemes which manage traffic flow and speed.
RECOMMENDATION
1.

That Council receive and note the results of the 2 consultations regarding the
Woolwich Village Residential Parking Scheme.

2.

That Council make no changes to the scheme as it currently stands.

3.

That Council improve the policing of the scheme.

4.

That Council liaise with Sydney Harbour Federation Trust to manage behaviour in
the new carpark in the Horse Paddock (off Margaret Street).

5.

That Council issue new resident permit stickers as a matter of urgency.

6.

That Council advise residents and businesses of its decision.

7.

That Council implement management of on-street boat/trailer parking when the new
state laws are finalised.

ATTACHMENTS
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.

Item 7.1

June Consultation Letter and Questionaire
Summary of Responses
Comments Received from June Letter
October Consultation Letter
Plan of Suggested Changes in October Letter
Summary of Responses to October Letter
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Woolwich Village Residential Parking Scheme (RPS)
Responses to questionnaire
Yes

No

Were you a resident in Woolwich when
the RPS was introduced?

24

0

In your opinion, has the RPS improved
parking opportunities for you in relation
to your residence?

6

18

Has the RPS operated as you had
expected?

13

Are the times / hours / days
appropriate?
In your opinion, has the introduction of
the pay & display parking in Clarkes
Point Reserve made a difference, good
or otherwise, to parking in Woolwich.
Has the new Sydney Harbour
Federation Trust carpark in the Horse
Paddock / Margaret Street had any
effect on parking?
:
Do you have any suggested changes /
improvement to the RPS?
See Attachment 3
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Attachment 2

Other

No
response

6

1

4

12

5

3

4

11

6

5

2

9
(3
negative
5 neutral)

4

1

10
(9 negative)
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QUESTION 7 – SUGGESTED IMPROVEMENTS



No paid parking in Clarkes Point reserve.



Horse Paddock to be free for residents – 2b Margaret Street.



Another visitor permit.



Better parking.



Make RPS area a boat trailer free zone.



Remove trust carpark fee/separate fee for Margaret Street.



Remove 3 hour zones – detrimental to residents/workers.



Introduce paid parking in Franki Ave.



Make Elgin parking on one side only.



Remove paid parking or make it free for certain time.



Do away with parking scheme.



Horse Paddock Free to local residents- clogging local streets.



Better policing after hours.



Abolish scheme.



More ranger patrols.



More ranger patrols.



Make scheme 24/7



Get rid of restaurants.



Stop pandering to the businesses over the interests of residents.



Reduce 1 hour to ½ hour.



More policing.



Ban trailer parking in streets.



Trailer street parking in Alfred street West – access.



Change 1 hour to ½ hour.



Employee parking in Hunter Street.



Gale Street parked out.

Item 7.1
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Change parking in Hunter street to west side.
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Summary of responses

Total responses 30
Proposition

Support

Against

Neutral/No Comment

1

3

23

4

2

3

23

4

3

1

25

4

General Comments:
Similar to first consultation
Main comment is regarding policing
Some wanted variation to time restrictions.
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ITEM NO

:

7.2

SUBJECT

:

GLADESVILLE TRAFFIC STUDY

CSP OUTCOME

:

IMPLEMENTATION OF LOCAL AREA TRAFFIC
MANAGEMENT PLANS AND RESIDENT PARKING
SCHEMES WHICH MANAGE TRAFFIC FLOW AND SPEED

DELIVERY PLAN
STRATEGY

:

IMPLEMENT LOCAL AREA TRAFFIC MANAGEMENT
PLANS TO MANAGE TRAFFIC FLOW AND SPEED

REPORTING OFFICER

:

DAVID INNES
Ref:248655

INTRODUCTION
As part of the development process in Gladesville shopping precinct, Council engaged TAR
Technologies to conduct a traffic study.
REPORT
The study was an update of the previously carried out “Gladesville and Victoria Road Corridor
Traffic Impact Study” which was prepared by the same company in 2007.
The current report, dated April 2014, took into account the DCPs at the time and updates the
changes to land use developments, includes key developments and assesses the impact of
these developments on local roads within the Hunters Hill Municipality.
A copy of the report is included as Attachment 1 to this report.
The key findings of the updated report are:
1.

The majority of the generated traffic from future developments is expected to use
Victoria road during peak periods. The cumulative increase in traffic volumes from
future developments has the potential to reduce the performance of intersections
located along Victoria Road.

2.

As the majority of the traffic generated from future developments is likely to use
Victoria Road, the likely increase in traffic on local roads located within the hunters
Hill Local Government Area (other than access road sections connecting the
proposed developments to Victoria Road) is expected to be marginal.

CONCLUSION
The information in this report provides updated information to assist Council’s assessment of
any development in the Gladesville commercial precinct.
FINANCIAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT
There is no direct financial impact on Council’s adopted budget as a result of this report.
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT
There is no direct environmental impact on Council arising from Council consideration of this
matter.
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SOCIAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT
There is no direct social impact on Council arising from Council consideration of this matter.
RISK ASSESSMENT
There are no direct or indirect risks impacting on Council arising from consideration of this
matter.
HUNTERS HILL 2030
This matter relates to CSP Outcome 2.1 Implementation of local area traffic management plans
and resident parking schemes which manage traffic flow and speed.
RECOMMENDATION
1.

That the report be received and noted.

2.

That the updated “Gladesville and Victoria Road corridor Traffic Impact Study” be
taken into account with development assessment in the Gladesville commercial
precinct.

ATTACHMENTS
1.

Item 7.2

Gladesville and Victoria Road Corridor Traffic Impact Assessment Update
Study 2014
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ITEM NO

:

8.1

SUBJECT

:

FIT FOR THE FUTURE UPDATE

CSP OUTCOME

:

COUNCIL IS RECOGNISED AND RESPECTED AS AN
OPEN AND TRANSPARENT ORGANISATION

DELIVERY PLAN
STRATEGY

:

COUNCILLORS ARE WELL-INFORMED ABOUT
ISSUES/PROJECTS

REPORTING OFFICER

:

BARRY SMITH
Ref:248432

INTRODUCTION
At the Ordinary Meeting held on 26 October 2015, Council considered a report on the release of
the IPART report on Council submissions to the Fit for the Future process.
The report also contained information regarding a briefing by the Premier and Minister for Local
Government to all Mayors advising that Council has ‘one last chance’ to submit voluntary
merger proposals by 18 November 2015.
REPORT
Subsequent to the meeting a number of events have occurred that may well impact on not only
this Council, but many other Councils decision-making processes. Not the least of these is the
Upper House General Purposes Committee No. 6 Inquiry into Local Government.
1.

Upper House Inquiry Report

On Tuesday 27 October, 2015 the report of the Upper House General Purposes Committee No.
6 Inquiry into Local Government was handed down and its findings and recommendations can
be summarised in the following extract from the report.
“Chair’s foreword
The committee was troubled by the apparent failure of the NSW Government to build on the consultative
approach that had been established during Destination 2036. A key principle for successful reform is
building partnerships and bringing people with you on the road to change. Many of this inquiry’s
participants would argue that the Fit for the Future program did not do this.
An alternative and simpler approach to addressing the challenges facing local government could be to ‘fix
the funding first’. Fixing the sector’s major funding shortfalls, such as billion dollar infrastructure backlogs,
would strengthen the financial sustainability of councils and get the sector on the right track. However,
attempting to fix all of the sector’s funding issues at once would be folly; it’d be like trying to take a drink
from a firehose.
Another key issue for local councils is cost shifting. Tackling cost shifting is like fixing a rust spot on the
family car – you can patch it, paint it, cut it out or replace the car, but if it is not addressed it may
endanger your family’s safety. Councils told us that cost shifting is hurting their bottom line and that the
state government needs to bring an end to this practice which is corroding council finances.
Lessons from a previous era have taught us that local government is not one size fits all – every
community sees itself as unique and its needs have to be addressed through this filter. History has shown
that when the State Government doesn’t acknowledge the unique needs of communities or listen to its
local government counterparts its days in government are numbered.
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It is my hope that the NSW Government considers the findings and recommendations of this report before
pressing ahead with any further structural reforms to the local government sector in New South Wales.
The Hon Paul Green MLC
Chair” (GPSC no. 6 Report 1 - October 2015 pages xiii and xiv)

Our submission to IPART and our appearance at the Upper House Inquiry highlighted our
commitment to the Joint Regional Authority (JRA) model as a superior alternative to
amalgamations.
The recommendations of the Upper House Committee include the following two (2) unanimous
recommendations:
16.

That the NSW Government make Joint Organisations available to all Councils in
New South Wales

17.

That the NSW Government work with local government on a statutory model for
Joint Organisations based on the Hunters Hill, Ryde and Lane Cove Council model
as a cooperative and consensus model for local council reform in Metropolitan
Sydney.

(GPSC no. 6 Report 1 - October 2015 page xxi)

This is a very clear endorsement of our model and our approach and both Council and the
community who have supported it should be well pleased.
At this time we are awaiting the government response to the Upper House Inquiry report,
notwithstanding that the government is not compelled to implement any of its recommendations.
“A recurring criticism from inquiry participants was that the Governments reform package was too focused
on amalgamations and structural reform, rather than addressing the entire set of recommendations made
by the IGLRP”. (GPSC no. 6 Report 1 - October 2015 page xv)

Experience to date suggests that this recurring theme may continue.
A copy of the report recommendations and findings are attached to this report, a full copy of the
report is available on Councils web site and a hard copy has been provided to all Councillors
under separate cover.
2.

FAQs arising from General Manager Briefing – 23 October 2015

Subsequent to the Mayors briefing on 20 October and GM’s briefing on 21 October two (2) FAQ
sheets have been released by the Department of Premier & cabinet.
There has been some speculation in the media and ill-informed comment as to the process that
will apply for the response required by 18 November 2015.
The two FAQ sheets questions and answers are largely self-explanatory and the more pertinent
FAQ’s have been highlighted.
These FAQs are based on the questions commonly asked at the General Manager briefings held over the
last three days. There are a number of additional questions that require further consideration. These will
be provided to General Managers as soon as they are available.
What if we don’t agree with IPART’s findings?


IPART have completed their report to Government.



IPART is available to provide feedback on its assessment of individual councils.
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Councils are invited to provide comment on IPART’s findings through the Department of
Premier and Cabinet’s website portal.

What if we put forward our preferences but one or more of the councils we nominate do not want
to merge?

Councils should identify merger preferences in the fields contained in the feedback form.
Funding is only available for council mergers where all councils agree, the government
agrees and the preference is lodged by 18 November 2015.


The Government’s final position on local government reform will be informed by the feedback
and merger preferences provided to the Department and Premier and Cabinet by 18
November 2015.

Why are we using the web form and not allowing written submissions?

The feedback form allows for standard responses to be received, minimising error and
misunderstanding. It also enables more efficient collation and analysis of the submissions.
What is DPC going to actually do with their submission on mergers – i.e. how binding is it?

All councils have the opportunity to present merger preferences to Government. Council
preferences in the feedback form indicate that the council is agreeing to merge with the
councils listed as their preferences.


The Government’s response will be informed by the feedback from councils during this 30
day period and it will finalise its position on local government reform by the end of the year.

What should our council ‘resolve’ to satisfy what the Government is asking for?

Councils should submit merger preferences that are supported through the internal decisionmaking processes of each council.
What about a council that had a recommendation in the ILGRP report, but recent media
speculation puts forward a different merger group?

The Government will consider all merger preferences, including those that are different to the
ILGRP report.
What is the Government's position should a council found not fit decline to put forward a merger
preference?

Councils are able to put submit a nil response to merger preference in the feedback form.


The Government’s response will be informed by the feedback from councils during the 30
day period and it will finalise its position on local government reform by the end of the year.

We meet scale and capacity criteria – or are fit – should we put forward a merger preference?

All councils may express a merger preference if they so choose
Should we submit minor boundary adjustments through this process?

The Government is asking for merger preferences. It will consider boundary adjustments as
part of a merger preference. These should be noted in the comment box on the website
portal.
Is there any consultancy funding help to facilitate potential mergers in the next 30 days?

It is a matter for each council to determine how it consults with its neighbours on this issue.


The funding arrangements in place prior to 30 June 2015 ceased at that time.



If you require support, please contact the DPC or OLG contacts identified at the end of these
FAQs.

Is access to the Stronger Community Fund only available to mergers?

Yes, the Stronger Communities Fund is available for council mergers that are supported by
merging partners, supported by the Government and submitted to the Department of Premier
and Cabinet by 18 November 2015.

Item 8.1

Page 179

OUR COUNCIL

Meeting 4389 - 9 November 2015

Will resources be made available within OLG and DPC to assist councils to progress mergers
once agreed?

The Government will outline its implementation support for merging councils by the end
2015.
If Councils do not put in for voluntary merger and are then forced, will there still be funding made
available to them?

The Stronger Communities Fund is available for council mergers that are supported by
merging partners, supported by the Government and submitted to the Department of Premier
and Cabinet by 18 November 2015.
What happens if Councils do nothing in the 30 day period?

Councils can choose not to submit merger preferences during the 30 day period.


The Government’s response will be informed by the feedback from councils during this 30
day period and it will finalise its position on local government reform by the end of the year.

What are the next steps and timing?

Councils are encouraged to review IPART’s assessment of their Fit for the Future
submission and respond. Councils should provide feedback using the online portal on the
Department of Premier and Cabinet’s website.


For councils that are assessed as being not fit due to scale and capacity, or who neighbour a
council that was not fit due to scale and capacity, the Government would also like to know,
through the online portal, the merger preferences of these councils.



Councils have up to 18 November to submit their merger preferences to Government.



The Government will consider responses from councils, decide on next steps and inform
councils and the community by the end of 2015.

Can two councils that have been deemed fit by IPART put forward their preference to merge?

The Government will consider all merger preferences, regardless of council fit for the future
status.


As a priority, Government is most interested in hearing the merger preferences of those
councils that did not satisfy scale and capacity, or neighbour a council who did not satisfy
scale and capacity.



Councils that are not fit because they failed the financial criteria may also wish to express
merger preferences

How do we know if the Government will agree to a council’s merger preferences?

The Government will finalise its position on local government reform by the end of the year.


This will be informed by the feedback from councils during the 30 day consultation period,
IPARTs report and other reform initiatives over the last four years.



There is no specific guidance on what mergers the Government will agree to. When all
council preferences are received they will be reviewed by Government.

Will mergers be implemented with transition committees, administrators or other arrangements?

The Government will finalise its position on local government reform by the end of the year.


This will include details on how any mergers will be implemented.

What is the time that feedback needs to be provided on the DPC website?

Feedback must be submitted by 23:59 on 18 November 2015.


There will be no extensions to the deadline.

How will councils be supported and assessed as fit in future years?

The Government will finalise its position on local government reform by the end of the year.
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This will include details on how the Government will work with all councils to improve their
capability and performance. It will also describe how councils’ fit/not fit status can be
changed, monitored and assessed in the future.

3.

Local government reform 30 day consultation period
Additional FAQs - 30 October 2015

These FAQs are based on the questions commonly asked since the commencement of the consultation
period.
These FAQs supplement the initial FAQs, dated 23 October 2015, arising from General Manager’s
briefings. Further FAQs will be provided as necessary.
Merger preferences
Do we have to ensure that our merger preference combines to achieve a specific population
threshold or match the Independent Panel’s proposal?

No, the Government will consider all merger preferences submitted by councils.
Our Fit for the Future submission proposed a merger which has been deemed fit by IPART. Can
we submit new or additional merger preferences?

Councils with new or additional preferences can submit these.
What are the community consultation requirements of councils in relation to submitting merger
preferences?

It is a matter for councils if they wish to undertake any further community consultation during
this 30 day period.
What level of detail is required in relation to stating merger preferences? e.g. does a merger
business case need to be included?

Councils are required to submit their merger preferences through the online DPC portal.


There is no requirement to submit a merger business case or provide additional information
on merger preferences.

Stronger Communities Fund
Which councils will have access to the Stronger Community Fund and how much is available?

The Stronger Communities Fund will be available for council mergers that are supported by
merging partners, supported by the Government and submitted to the Department of Premier
and Cabinet through the online portal by 23:59 on 18 November 2015.


For metropolitan mergers that meet the criteria, $10 million will be available for priority
community projects where the merger is of two councils and $15million will be available for a
merger of three or more councils. A merger implementation grant of $10 million will be
available to meet the up-front costs of the merger.



For regional mergers that meet the criteria, $5 million will be available to the new council for
priority community projects where the merger is of two councils and $10million will be
available for a merger of three or more councils. A merger implementation grant of $5 million
will be available to meet the up-front costs of the merger.

Can the Stronger Communities Fund be used for infrastructure such as roads and bridges?

Yes. The projects on which Stronger Communities Funding can be spent will be a matter for
the new council to determine in line with guidelines to be provided by Government.
Merger implementation
Are there any legislative amendments being proposed to enable mergers?

Item 8.1
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Will mergers be implemented with Local Transition Committees?

Information on the process to implement a merger will be provided by the end of the year.
If our merger preferences are accepted by the Government, will the new council be deemed “Fit”,
and if so, will it have access to the TCorp borrowing facility?

Newly merged councils will be eligible to apply to access the TCorp borrowing facility.
Other Fit for the Future reforms
What is the status of other aspects of the local government reform program, such as the
Innovation Fund, FAGs review and Joint Organisations?

The current 30 day consultation is primarily focussed on councils providing feedback on the
IPART assessment of their fit for the future submissions and advising government of their
merger preferences.


The broader Fit for the Future local government reform program continues as previously
announced.

How will the status of councils be assessed in future years?

Further details about the ongoing assessment of whether a council is ‘fit’ or not will be
provided by the end of the year.

At the Ordinary meeting held on 26 October the following table was included and it outlined a
number of options that Council could consider. The options contained some brief comments and
the risks that may be associated with them if followed.
The table has been re-visited following the release of the two FAQ sheets and no additional
information has been forthcoming, therefore the basic parameters remain relatively unchanged.
These are:


In considering the options it is known that upfront merger costs in the Morrison Lowe
report for the mega council option are estimated at $120m



Other possible voluntary merger options would have up front merger costs likely to
exceed $50m.



Therefore the $10m incentive offered is only 20% of a total that can only be met by
slashing staff (which is shackled by employment protections), reducing services,
asset sales or borrowings.



Special Rate Variations (SRV’s) are an option that will probably be blocked by the
government.



The majority of these upfront merger costs will be incurred in the first two years
potentially creating a cash flow problem for any new entity.



There is no known implementation plan for voluntary or forced amalgamations.

OPTION
A Do not submit any proposal
as it is not compulsory

Item 8.1

COMMENT
Comments could be provided
to Government as to why a
proposal is not being
submitted
State Government could force
amalgamations.

RISK ANALYSIS
Amalgamations forced.
No opportunity to participate
in process.
Up front merger costs still
have to be funded.
May result in legal action
being necessary.
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B Pursue the JRA model in its
present form

C Pursue an enlarged JRA
model by including
additional member Councils

D Submit a voluntary merger
proposal based on JRA
(Hunters Hill, Lane Cove
and Ryde City Councils)

E

Submit a voluntary merger
proposal based on some
other option(s)
(State Government option
and Councils may submit
up to three proposals)
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Judged fit, but not supported
as a merger would provide
significantly greater benefits.
Indications that the Upper
House Inquiry report will
contain a recommendation
that the JRA should be
trialled.
Would be judged fit but
unless benefits can be
demonstrated as significantly
closer to that of the proposed
merger then also not likely to
be supported.
Business case and CBA
would be required as
supporting evidence

Option still not accepted by
State Government.

1. All participant Councils
must pass resolutions of
support.
2. State Government must
agree.
3. $20.0m funding available
if above conditions are
met ($10.0m for merger
costs and $10.0m for local
infrastructure).
4. $5.0m additional funding
available for local
infrastructure if proposal is
based on three councils.
5. No business case of
supporting evidence
required.
1. All participant Councils
must pass resolutions of
support.
2. State Government must
agree.
3. $20.0m funding available
if above conditions are
met ($10.0m for merger
costs and $10.0m for local
infrastructure).
4. $5.0m additional funding
available for local
infrastructure if proposal is
based on three councils.
5. No business case of
supporting evidence
required.

Option to participate in
process and have some say
or control in creation of new
entity.

Option strongly supported by
Upper House Inquiry

Insufficient response to
create enlarged model.
Business case and CBA do
provide sufficient evidence
State Government still will
not support
Business case and CBA do
not provide sufficient
supporting evidence
Option strongly supported by
Upper House Inquiry

Other Councils could submit
a proposal without our
agreement.
Up front merger costs likely
to be more than $50.0m.
Lack of implementation plan.

Option to participate in
process and have some say
or control in creation of new
entity
Other Councils could submit
a proposal without our
agreement
If ILGRP option is chosen M
& L report estimates up front
merger costs of $120.0m.
Lack of implementation plan
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NOTES: If all Councils nominated in a
merger proposal do not agree
then NO funding is available.

Merger proposals should be for
whole Council mergers.
Boundary adjustment comments
may be included.

The human cost of a merger are
not included, nor is the impact
of career path dislocation on
senior managers who are the
most at risk staff in a merger.
Assumptions are based on the
best case scenario, which is
unlikely to happen.

In terms of the reactions or actions of adjoining or nearby Councils we are able to advise
Council as follows:
COUNCIL

CURRENT PROPOSED ACTION as at 06.11.15*

Hunters Hill Council

Support JRA and its expansion

Ryde City Council

Support JRA and its expansion

Lane Cove Council

Support JRA and its expansion

North Sydney Council

No action, stand alone

Mosman Council

No action, stand alone

Ku-ring-gai Council

No action, stand alone

Willoughby Council

Propose merger options with Mosman, North Sydney & Lane
Cove Councils & variations thereof.

*All Councils will have another meeting before 18.11.15 where their final actions will be resolved.

Timeline
A timeline included in the previous report was noted and has been updated to include current
status.
DATE

ACTION

STATUS

26.10.15

Councillor briefing on IPART Assessment report

Completed

26.10.15

Ordinary Meeting (report on IPART Assessment & options)

Completed

27.10.15

Sydney Metropolitan Mayors meeting

Cancelled

27.10.15

Upper House Inquiry Report Released

Completed

09.11.15

Councillor briefing – F4F Update

09.11.15

Ordinary Meeting

16.11.15

Extraordinary meeting to determine Councils
position/approach

18.11.15

Deadline for submission of proposals

CONCLUSION
It should be noted that the State Government is suggesting that mergers could save Councils
$2.0 billion over the next twenty years, which equates to about $13 dollars for every resident.
But the question remains – how much will it cost to achieve these savings and how do you
distribute the potential $15.0 million ‘incentive’ payment across three or more merging partners.
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If the population of the merged entity is for example 150,000 that equates to $100 dollars for
every resident!
So you can receive an upfront payment of $100.00 and a dividend of $13.00 over twenty years?
Is this a sound investment?
A serious concern also arises when the FAQ’s advise us that these ‘new’ voluntary merger
proposals do not need to meet any scale or capacity test nor do they need to be supported by a
business case. The complete opposite to the supposed Fit for the Future criteria.
Council has clearly proven with a strong evidence-based approach that a Joint Regional
Authority (JRA) will achieve economies of scale without the costs and disruption associated with
mergers.
In conclusion one must say it is difficulty to recommend the government proposal when it is
linked to an almost certain diminution of local representation and any gains to the community
are largely unknown.
FINANCIAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT
There is no direct financial impact on Council’s adopted budget as a result of this report.
On the basis of the available information the best estimate that this community could expect
financially from a merger is:
1.

An upfront payment of $1.5 million ($100.00 ahead)

2.

A dividend payment of $195,000 over twenty years ($13.00 a head)

3.

No guarantee that rates will not increase, and almost certainly they will not decrease
(evidence from Victorian and QLD amalgamations).

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT
There is no direct environmental impact on Council arising from Council consideration of this
matter.
SOCIAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT
There is no direct social impact on Council arising from Council consideration of this matter.
RISK ASSESSMENT
“Meanwhile, should the financial performance of the merged council be less than projected, this could
result in the need to reduce services, find further efficiency gains or increase rates to address the
operating deficit. In addition, developing a governance model that represents the communities of interest
across the proposed merger area could also prove to be challenging”. (Page 52 E & Y Report)

HUNTERS HILL 2030
This matter is reported to ensure that the Council and community are well-informed about
issues.
RECOMMENDATION
That the report be received and noted.

Item 8.1

Page 185

OUR COUNCIL

Meeting 4389 - 9 November 2015

ATTACHMENTS
1.
2.
3.

Item 8.1

Recommendations and Findings - Upper House Inquiry - Local Government in
NSW
FAQ Sheet 1
FAQ Sheet 2
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ITEM NO

:

8.2

SUBJECT

:

EEO PLAN

CSP OUTCOME

:

COUNCIL IS 100% COMPLIANT WITH STATUTORY
REPORTING REQUIREMENTS

DELIVERY PLAN
STRATEGY

:

ENSURE STAFF ARE AWARE OF STATUTORY
REPORTING REQUIREMENTS

REPORTING OFFICER

:

ROSANNA GUERRA
Ref:248234

INTRODUCTION
EEO or Equal Employment Opportunity means that all people, regardless of gender, race,
colour, age, marital or parental status, sexual preference, disability or religious belief, have the
right to be given fair consideration for a job or other job related benefits such as staff training
and development.
REPORT
To ensure that equal opportunity is achieved, it is Hunter's Hill Council’s policy to conduct all of
its business activities without regard to matters such as gender, race, colour, age, marital or
parental status, sexual preference, disability or religious belief or any other factors which are not
related to job performance or the ability to perform or develop in the workplace.
Hunter's Hill Council will positively seek to identify and eliminate all discriminatory practices in
the workplace.
All employees have a legal and moral obligation to treat each other fairly and encourage a
workplace free of harassment and discrimination. Employees are expected to meet these
obligations as a condition of employment.
CONCLUSION
Hunter's Hill Council aims to implement an EEO policy and plan which ensures that all
employees are entitled to access employment, promotion, training, transfers and benefits of
employment on the basis of merit. They will be assessed on their skills, qualifications, abilities,
prior work experience and aptitude.
The EEO policy and plan are directly aligned to legislative requirements. They enhance the
promotion of best practice in the workplace to ensure Hunter's Hill Council is an employer of
choice.
FINANCIAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT
There is no direct financial impact on Council’s adopted budget as a result of this report.
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT
There is no direct environmental impact on Council arising from Council consideration of this
matter.
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SOCIAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT
There is no direct social impact on Council arising from Council consideration of this matter.
RISK ASSESSMENT
There are no direct or indirect risks impacting on Council arising from consideration of this
matter.
HUNTERS HILL 2030
RECOMMENDATION
That the report be received and noted.
ATTACHMENTS
1.
2.

Item 8.2

EEO Policy
EEO Plan 2016-20
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ITEM NO

:

8.3

SUBJECT

:

A RENEWED EXPRESSION OF INTEREST PROCESS
FOR THE PRIORY

CSP OUTCOME

:

IMPLEMENTATION OF A RANGE OF ARTS AND
CULTURAL PROGRAMS AND ACTIVELY SUPPORT
LOCAL CULTURAL ORGANISATIONS AND EVENTS

DELIVERY PLAN
STRATEGY

:

PROVIDE CULTURAL SERVICES, PROGRAMS AND
FACILITIES

REPORTING OFFICER

:

ANNIE GOODMAN
Ref:248576

INTRODUCTION
The Expression of Interest (EOI) process between Hunter’s Hill Council and Tranter Vass Pty
Ltd has expired with nil result.
Hunter’s Hill Council will renew and invite Expressions of Interest (EOI’s) from interested
organisations or individuals interested in taking up a lease/s at The Priory, 10-12 Salter Street,
Gladesville, NSW, 2111. The reinvigorated EOI process will determine the level of interest in the
site and understand how interested organisations intend to adaptively reuse the property.
The benefits of this process will be:
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

the greatest likelihood of achieving the best value for money
appropriate for the level of risk
timely
avoids creating unnecessary costs for it and/or tenderers; and
safeguards the security and confidentiality of applicants
works as a first elimination process, and
can allow for innovative concepts and new technologies to be considered.

Council will also use documentation developed from the previous EOI process and negotiations
with Tranter Vass Pty Ltd as a guide for prospective lessees. This may include (but not be
limited to) The Priory Draft Terms and Conditions for Agreement to Lease.
REPORT
The Priory is a State Heritage Listed property and possible tenant/s will need to preserve the
natural, historic, scenic, cultural and recreational resources of the building and its surrounds.
Sympathetic use of the building will assist in the preservation of the site and ensure that the
community is amenable to the possibility of The Priory being partly or wholly leased.
Potential uses that may be appropriate for the scale and significance of the site could include,
but are not limited to; commercial operations, such as office accommodation,
cultural/arts/exhibition organisations, education based organisations, conference venue and
restaurant or similar. Applicants will need to consider that retaining community use, whether
through commercial trade or open days will be important and highly regarded.
Applications will need to consider The Priory Conservation Management Plan as The Priory is a
State Heritage Listed item, and address the selection criteria outlined in The Priory EOI
information and application document.
Item 8.3
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Approvals for any adaptive reuse will need to be vetted through Crown Lands, The NSW Office
of Environment & Heritage and Hunter’s Hill Council.
The EOI process will include:
1.

Hunter’s Hill Council will advertise for interested parties to submit a response to a request
of EOI for The Priory.

2.

An EOI information park will be forwarded to interested parties via post and email upon
request.

3.

Hunter’s Hill Council or its representative/s will evaluate all submissions received against
the selection criteria to identify preferred users and prepare a summary for the panel to
consider. Proposals by community groups will be assessed together with business, trade,
private and institutional proposals against all supporting documentation. Potential lessees
not shortlisted will be notified.

4.

Shortlisted applicants will be asked for further information if required and/or interviewed.

5.

A recommendation to Hunter’s Hill Council for final authority will be made outlining the
preferred applicant/s.

6.

Approvals through various State Government departments in addition to a Development
Application through Hunter’s Hill Council (if required) will be sought before Hunter’s Hill
Council enters into a lease with the preferred applicant/s.

Supporting documentation, application forms and inspections will need to be arranged through
Hunter’s Hill Council in the first instance.
CONCLUSION
The Priory is subject to a number of adaptive reuse constraints.
•
•
•
•

retention of the setting of The Priory
retention of views to and from Riverglade Reserve and Tarban Creek
conservation of the significant fabric and spaces of The Priory and its outbuildings
interpretation of the phases of development and historical use of the site.

In addition, some of the areas that Hunter’s Hill Council will consider in determining appropriate
use of the site are:
•
•
•
•

financial capacity of the tenant
contribution of the tenant to the community
compatibility of the tenant to the site
traffic/noise impact and mitigation measures.

Identification of potential future uses for The Priory that are compatible with its significance will
be highly regarded by Council.
FINANCIAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT
There is no direct financial impact on Council’s adopted budget as a result of this report.
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT
There is no direct environmental impact on Council arising from Council consideration of this
matter.
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SOCIAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT
There is no direct social impact on Council arising from Council consideration of this matter.
RISK ASSESSMENT
There are no direct or indirect risks impacting on Council arising from consideration of this
matter.
HUNTERS HILL 2030
CSP Outcome - Implementation of a range of arts and cultural programs and actively support
local cultural organisations and events. Delivery Plan Strategy - Provide cultural services,
programs and facilities. Operational Plan Action - Restoration of The Priory.
RECOMMENDATION
1.

That Hunter’s Hill Council readvertise the Expression of Interest (EOI) for The Priory
for a period of not less than 28 days.

2.

That all relevant documentation and guidelines be attached to the EOI package.

3.

That The Priory Advisory Panel considers the feasibility of appointing a Project
Manager to assist/oversee/negotiate the targeting and selection of prospective
lessees.

ATTACHMENTS
There are no attachments to this report.
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ITEM NO

:

8.4

SUBJECT

:

CAPITAL WORKS AND CARRY OVER PROJECTS

CSP OUTCOME

:

COUNCIL IS 100% COMPLIANT WITH STATUTORY
REPORTING REQUIREMENTS

DELIVERY PLAN
STRATEGY

:

ACCOUNTING MANAGEMENT AND POLICIES THAT
COMPLY WITH CURRENT LEGISLATION

REPORTING OFFICER

:

MAY VILAYTHONG
Ref:248570

INTRODUCTION
At 30 June 2015 there remained some incomplete projects, which are listed as carry over
projects on the attached report.
Reasons for carry over works may include notification of approval of grant projects and receipt
of grant funds late in the financial year.
REPORT
This report deals only with items budgeted or advised, in the case of grants, in the 2014-2015
year.
The following breakdown represents the function of the carried over projects.
Project
Grant Funded
Community Facilities Special Rate
Infrastructure Special Rate
Environmental Special Rate
S94A Contributions
General Revenue
TOTAL

Amount
$213,230
$605,340
$254,106
$199,623
$395,578
$317,896
$1,985,772

CONCLUSION
The majority of carried over projects are Grants or Special Rate funded and S94A contributions
and can only be used for the purpose of the grants or projects identified in the Special Rate
Programs and the S94A plan.
FINANCIAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT
As a result of the consideration of this report, budgeted expenditure will be increased by
$1,985,772.
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT
There is no direct environmental impact on Council arising from Council consideration of this
matter.
SOCIAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT
There is no direct social impact on Council arising from Council consideration of this matter.
Item 8.4
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RISK ASSESSMENT
There are no direct or indirect risks impacting on Council arising from consideration of this
matter.
HUNTERS HILL 2030
Council is compliant with statutory reporting requirements.
RECOMMENDATION
That the report be received and noted.
ATTACHMENTS
1.

Item 8.4

Capital Works Carry Overs 2014-2015
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ITEM NO

:

8.5

SUBJECT

:

QUARTERLY BUDGET REVIEW AS AT 30 SEPTEMBER
2015

CSP OUTCOME

:

COUNCIL IS 100% COMPLIANT WITH STATUTORY
REPORTING REQUIREMENTS

DELIVERY PLAN
STRATEGY

:

ACCOUNTING MANAGEMENT AND POLICIES THAT
COMPLY WITH CURRENT LEGISLATION

REPORTING OFFICER

:

MAY VILAYTHONG
Ref:248588

INTRODUCTION
Under Integrated Planning and Reporting, the Responsible Accounting Officer must prepare a
Quarterly Budget Review Statement for Council by reference to the Operational Plan estimates
for that year.
This is mandated by Clause 203(1) of the Local Government (General) Regulation 2005.
REPORT
After allowing for the carryover of incomplete projects of $158,248 which are the subject of a
separate report, the September Variations are an increase to deficit of $13,400.
Adjustments have been made for Actual now known costs such as changes in existing and new
grants and their corresponding expenditures.
Other items include an increase in Council Rate expenses for Buildings and Gladesville Spring
Festival.
CONCLUSION
Expenditures will continue to be examined for further savings.
FINANCIAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT
In summary, the estimated operating surplus has decreased from the original budget of $23,323
to a deficit of $148,325.
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT
There is no direct environmental impact on Council arising from Council consideration of this
matter.
SOCIAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT
There is no direct social impact on Council arising from Council consideration of this matter.
RISK ASSESSMENT
There are no direct or indirect risks impacting on Council arising from consideration of this
matter.
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HUNTERS HILL 2030
Council is compliant with statutory reporting requirements.
RECOMMENDATION
That the report be received and noted.
ATTACHMENTS
1.

Item 8.5

Quarterly Budget Review Statement as at 30 September 2015
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ITEM NO

:

9.1

SUBJECT

:

MINUTES OF THE HUNTERS HILL CHILDREN'S
SERVICES ADVISORY COMMITTEE HELD 22 OCTOBER
2015

CSP OUTCOME

:

THE NEEDS OF THE MOST DISADVANTAGED AND
VULNERABLE IN THE COMMUNITY ARE MET, EG FOR
THE YOUNG AND AGED

DELIVERY PLAN
STRATEGY

:

IMPROVED ACCESS TO CHILDREN’S AND FAMILY
SERVICES

REPORTING OFFICER

:

MARGARET KELLY
Ref:248010

REPORT
The Meeting opened at 12.30pm.
PRESENT
Clr Justine McLaughlin
Lynda Sillock
Janet Carpenter
Kate Barnes
Badrennesa Begum
Elizabeth Stevens
Margaret Kelly

Deputy Mayor
Riverside Preschool
Boronia Park OOSHC
Hunters Hill Preschool
Gladesville Occasional Care Centre
Henley Long Day Care
Community Services Manager, Hunter’s Hill Council

APOLOGIES
Janice Francis

1.

Family Day Care

CONFIRMATION OF MINUTES
Moved Lynda Sillock, seconded Janet Carpenter that the minutes of the previous
meeting held 26 March 2015 be confirmed.

2.

DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST
There were no declarations of interest.

3.

BUSINESS ARISING FROM THE MINUTES

3.1

Playgrounds in Hunters Hill
Upgrading softfall has been a priority for this year with Harry Shelley Reserve and &
Boronia Park South playground completed. Buffalo Creek Reserve is scheduled for
upgrade in 2016. New swings will be installed at Tarban Creek Reserve.
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Leases
Margaret explained the draft Community Buildings Licensing policy which will be
presented to Council at the next meeting. The policy uses the cost of providing the
buildings and capacity of non-profit groups to pay to determine the rental.
Commercial leases are negotiated based on market rentals. The policy, if adopted
by Council will be used as a basis for lease renewal with Hunters Hill Preschool and
Riverside Preschool.

3.3

Fit For the Future
Justine provided an update on the Fit For the Future program and resolutions of
Council.

3.4

NDIS
FACS provided a briefing about NDIS which will be rolled out in northern Sydney in
July 2016. The briefing was for primary schools and the funding available for early
childhood services unclear at this stage.

4.

GENERAL BUSINESS

4.1

Council Events
Young In Art exhibition currently on in Hunters Hill Town Hall. Carols in Park will be
held on Sunday 13 Dec and Gladesville Spring Fair on Sunday 8 Nov. Community
Group network meeting to be held on Wednesday 28 October.

5.

INFORMATION SHARE

5.1

Boronia Park Out of School Hours Care.
Janet spoke of the increase in demand for after school care with 108 next year.
Difficult to meet demand as hard to find staff and there is a problem servicing the
growing number of children requiring after school care. Parents expect that it is
available. All schools are in a similar situation.

5.2

Riverside Preschool
Lynda reported that the centre has vacancies for next year with no waiting list.
Government subsidy changes aimed at encouraging 4 year olds has meant
increased/higher fees for 3 year olds which has had major impact. Additional
marketing and advertising required.

5.4

Hunters Hill Preschool
The preschool is full for next year but also has struggled to fill all places due to
changes relating to 4 year olds. Preschool is relatively expensive in NSW compared
to other states and state subsidies are now only for 4 year olds.

5.5

Gladesville Occasional Care Centre
Very busy, especially for younger children. The centre picks up children mid-year so
not worried if slightly quieter start to year. The flexibility to have shorter hours/half
days is good.
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Henley Long Day Care
The centre celebrated its 20th birthday and enrolments completed for next year.
Waiting list tends to be younger children.

6.

NEXT MEETING
The next meeting of the Hunters Hill Children’s Services Advisory Committee will be
held Thursday 24 March 2016 at 12.30pm in the Hunters Hill Town Hall.

The meeting closed at 2.00pm
FINANCIAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT
There is no direct financial impact on Council’s adopted budget as a result of this report.
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT
There is no direct environmental impact on Council arising from Council consideration of this
matter.
SOCIAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT
There is no direct social impact on Council arising from Council consideration of this matter.
RISK ASSESSMENT
There are no direct or indirect risks impacting on Council arising from consideration of this
matter.
HUNTERS HILL 2030
A key outcome in the Community and Lifestyle section of Council’s Community strategic Plan is
for Council to help meet the needs of vulnerable groups in the community including children.
RECOMMENDATION
That the Minutes be received and noted.
ATTACHMENTS
There are no attachments to this report.
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ITEM NO

:

9.2

SUBJECT

:

REPORT ON COUNCILLORS BRIEFINGS HELD 26
OCTOBER 2015

CSP OUTCOME

:

COUNCIL IS RECOGNISED AND RESPECTED AS AN
OPEN AND TRANSPARENT ORGANISATION

DELIVERY PLAN
STRATEGY

:

COUNCILLORS ARE WELL-INFORMED ABOUT
ISSUES/PROJECTS

REPORTING OFFICER

:

WENDY MCGUIRK
Ref:248136

PRESENT
Clr Richard Quinn
Clr Justine McLaughlin
Clr Peter Astridge
Clr Mark Bennett
Clr Meredith Sheil

Mayor
Deputy Mayor

Barry Smith
David Innes
Steve Kourepis
Debra McFadyen
Philippa Hayes
Kylie Legge

General Manager
Group Manager Works & Services
Group Manager Development and Regulatory Control
Group Manager Corporate Governance
Strategic Planner
Place Partners

APOLOGIES
Clr Gary Bird
Clr Zac Miles
BRIEFING
Information was presented to Councillors on:


Future Gladesville DCP
A briefing was provided to Councillors on the status of the project.



Fit for the Future
A briefing was provided to Councillors on the current status of the State
Government’s reform program relative to a report on the Ordinary Meeting agenda.

FINANCIAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT
There is no direct financial impact on Council’s adopted budget as a result of this report.
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT
There is no direct environmental impact on Council arising from Council consideration of this
matter.
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SOCIAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT
There is no direct social impact on Council arising from Council consideration of this matter.
RISK ASSESSMENT
There are no direct or indirect risks impacting on Council arising from consideration of this
matter.
HUNTERS HILL 2030
Councillors are well informed of issues and projects.
RECOMMENDATION
That the report be received and noted.
ATTACHMENTS
There are no attachments to this report.
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ITEM NO

:

9.3

SUBJECT

:

MINUTES OF THE CONSERVATION ADVISORY PANEL
HELD ON 21 OCTOBER 2015

CSP OUTCOME

:

THE HERITAGE, CHARACTER AND CONSERVATION OF
THE AREA IS RESPECTED, PRESERVED AND
ENHANCED

DELIVERY PLAN
STRATEGY

:

ASSESS ALL APPLICATIONS AGAINST THE NEW
LEP/DCP

REPORTING OFFICER

:

GREG PATCH
Ref:248617

COMMENCEMENT
The meeting commenced at approx. 5.15 pm at the Council Chambers, Hunters Hill after the
following site inspections:
1.

4.00pm - 66 Mary Street, Hunters Hill

2.

4.30pm - 26 The Point Road, Woolwich

IN ATTENDANCE
Clr Justine McLaughlin
Clr Meredith Sheil
Tony Coote
Bronwyn Doutreband
Michael Lehany
Brian McDonald

Deputy Mayor
Hunters Hill Council
Hunters Hill Trust Representative
Community Representative
Landscape Advisor
AIA Representative

ALSO PRESENT
Greg Patch

Heritage Advisor

APOLOGIES
Helen Temple Berry
Helen Wilson
Steve Kourepis

Community Representative
National Trust Representative
Group Manager, Development & Regulatory Control

DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST
Clr Justine McLaughlin – 74 Alexandra Street, Hunters Hill
CONFIRMATION OF MINUTES
RECOMMENDATION
That the Minutes of Conservation Advisory Panel of previous Meeting held on
16/09/2015 were read and accepted
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BUSINESS ARISING
2.1

SITE INSPECTIONS

PROCEEDINGS IN BRIEF
66 Mary Street, Hunters Hill
See notes in Item 3.1
26 The Point Road, Woolwich
Panel members (JM, MS, BD, TC, BM, ML and GP) attended the site of the above
to assess the probable impact of the proposed “rooms-in-the roof” of “Sierra Lucina”.
The place is listed as a heritage item at Schedule 5 of Hunters Hill LEP 2012, is
within Hunters Hill Conservation Area C1 (“The Peninsula”), and is within the vicinity
of items at 24, 25, and 29 The Point Road. The rear of the property is visible from
the Lane Cove River, though with intervening development.
In considering the proposal, the panel members were of the view that the extent of
modification to the roof is excessive. The original portion of the house has a
relatively simple roof form, and the introduction of dormers to the extent proposed is
excessive, and seemingly a function of an attempt to shoe-horn the amount of
accommodation proposed.
The junction between the previous upper level/rear addition will also distort the
legibility of the original roof, and the transitional accommodation should be either
relocated or revisited in the design to reduce the impacts on the volume and form of
the transition.
It was also noted that there are various seemingly gratuitous changes to the existing
original room layout to “Sierra Lucina”.
It is considered that the proposal will have to undergo extensive design modification
before it will attract the support of the Panel.
2.2

DISCUSSIONS AND BRIEFINGS

PROCEEDINGS IN BRIEF
Nil
REPORTS
3.1

6.00 PM - 66 MARY STREET, HUNTERS HILL

PROCEEDINGS IN BRIEF
The meeting was addressed by the owner, Kathryn Leary, Kristi Neou of Sydesign
and Heritage Consultant, John Oultram.
Panel members (JM, MS, BD, TC, BM, ML and GP) had attended a site inspection
prior to the meeting at 4.00 pm.
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It is proposed to demolish the existing post WWII cottage on the subject property
and erect a new two-storey house. The land is within Hunters Hill Conservation Area
C1 (“The Peninsula”).
In discussing the proposal, the Panel advised:
Landscaping: the Norfolk Island pine to the rear yard is considered a relatively
significant tree and somewhat juvenile and should be retained. The streetscape
presentation of the proposal would also benefit from foliage specimen trees/large
shrubs within the setback, with a possible narrowing of the proposed driveway to
accommodate such planting.
Roof geometry: the current configuration of the roof due to the level split is
considered awkward and would be better resolved if the internal planes of the roofs
were hipped and a “link” roof introduced to accommodate the change of levels.
Window to Master Bedroom: would be more appropriate if the sill level is raised to a
more conventional height and the triple sash proportions maintained.
External Cladding: it was advised that the exterior is to be clad in “weatherboards”details to be provided.
RECOMMENDATION
That the Panel advise its preliminary comments to the Group Manager,
Development and Regulatory Control for consideration in the process of a future
development application.
3.2

6.20 PM - 1A WERAMBIE STREET, WOOLWICH

PROCEEDINGS IN BRIEF
The Panel was addressed by Renata Ratcliffe, architect and Sean Williams, heritage
consultant of TKD Architects.
It is proposed to make substantial alterations and additions to “Arden lea” and its
grounds. The property is listed as a heritage item at Schedule 5 of Hunters Hill LEP
2012, is within Hunters Hill Conservation Area C1 (“The Peninsula”) and is on the
shore of the Lane Cove River.
The proposal entails considerable change to the heritage item, the introduction of
additional pavilion like structures and extensive landscaping works.
Given the complexity of the proposal and to gain a better understanding of the
current situation, the Panel requests a site visit.
RECOMMENDATION
That the Panel advise its comments to the Group Manager Development and
Regulatory Control for consideration in the process of a future development
application.
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6.40 PM - 74 ALEXANDRA STREET, HUNTERS HILL

PROCEEDINGS IN BRIEF
The meeting was addressed by the owner, Warwick Hutton.
The property is listed as a heritage item at Schedule 5 of Hunters Hill LEP 2012, is
located within Hunters Hill Conservation Area C1 (“The Peninsula”) and is within the
vicinity of a number of heritage items.
The works envisaged to “Kurrowah” include some relatively minor alterations to the
interior to adapt rooms to ensuite use, and an extension to the rear, essentially to
replace the current garage and provide an outdoor deck area off the kitchen. It is
also proposed to fit shutters/louvres to the eastward-facing verandahs to provide
shade in the summer months.
In discussing the proposal, the Panel considered it beneficial to have a site
inspection to more fully understand the implications of the proposed works.
RECOMMENDATION
That the Panel advise its preliminary comments to the Group Manager
Development and Regulatory Control for consideration in the process of a future
development application.
3.4

7.00 PM - 32 MARTIN STREET, HUNTERS HILL

PROCEEDINGS IN BRIEF
The meeting was addressed by the owners, Mr & Mrs Conomos.
The property is within Hunters Hill Conservation Area C1 (“The Peninsula”), adjoins
a heritage item at 34 Joubert St (“Cliff Cottage”) and is within the vicinity of items at
28 and 28A Joubert Street.
It is proposed to erect a fence to the Joubert Street frontage of the property in a
“Pier and Panel” style, with the piers 1.8 metres in height and the panels in powdercoated aluminium slat above a rendered masonry sub-wall.
The Panel advised that this style of fence is inappropriate in the context of the
Hunters Hill Conservation Area, and that the height is excessive.
It was recommended that a plain masonry wall to match the existing wall to the
Martin Street frontage is a preferable solution, with the height at a maximum of 121500mm.
The fence to the northern portion of the Joubert Street frontage was noted as being
more or less a dividing fence with a sliver of land belonging to “Cliff Cottage”, but will
nonetheless have impacts on the Joubert Street streetscape if built as proposed.
RECOMMENDATION
That the Panel advise its comments to the Group Manager Development and
Regulatory Control for consideration in the process of a future development
application.
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7.20 PM - 6 VERNON STREET, HUNTERS HILL

PROCEEDINGS IN BRIEF
The meeting was addressed by the owner, David Sidoti, architect Paul Mazra, and
heritage consultant, Bruce Lay.
The property (“The Gunyah”) is listed as a heritage item at Schedule 5 of Hunters
Hill LEP 2012, is within Hunters Hill Conservation Area C1 (“The Peninsula”), is
within the vicinity of a number of heritage items, including Mornington Reserve and
10 Vernon Street, and in effect fronts the Lane Cove River.
It is proposed to erect shade and circulation structures along the Vernon Street
frontage with a view to providing a sheltered access between the house and garage,
and to replace a structure over the outdoor dining area.
In considering the proposal, the CAP was of the view that the proposed vaulted
entry structure is overstated, and the use of “vergola” like roofing will be intrusive.
It was recommended that the design be revisited with further consideration given to
simplifying the structures, making the elements more slender/thinner, and better
resolving the junction with the roof of the western addition to the house.
RECOMMENDATION
That the Panel advise its comments to the Group Manager Development and
Regulatory Control for consideration in the process of a future development
application.
OTHER BUSINESS
4.1

GENERAL BUSINESS

PROCEEDINGS IN BRIEF
Matters to be considered by CAP
Questions were raised in relation to the items to be considered by CAP including the
exclusion of:
“minor additions and alterations to heritage items”; alterations and additions
to dwellings within conservation areas”.
NEXT MEETING
The next meeting of the CAP will be held on Wednesday, 18 November
commencing at 4.00pm on site at 1A Werambie Street Woolwich, followed by an
inspection of 74 Alexandra Street at 4.30pm and discussion of agenda items at the
Council Chambers at 5.00pm.
FINANCIAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT
There is no direct financial impact on Council’s adopted budget as a result of this report.
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ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT
There is no direct environmental impact on Council arising from Council consideration of this
matter.
SOCIAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT
There is no direct social impact on Council arising from Council consideration of this matter.
RISK ASSESSMENT
There are no direct or indirect risks impacting on Council arising from consideration of this
matter.
HUNTERS HILL 2030
This matter relates to ensuring that heritage and conservation of the area is respected,
preserved and enhanced including the preservation of the character, views to and from the
Municipality, and the preservation of the tree canopy.
RECOMMENDATION
That the Minutes be received and noted.
ATTACHMENTS
There are no attachments to this report.
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ITEM NO

:

11.1

SUBJECT

:

COMMUNITY PRECINCT COMMITTEE (CSPC)

CSP OUTCOME

:

COUNCIL IS RECOGNISED AND RESPECTED AS AN
OPEN AND TRANSPARENT ORGANISATION

DELIVERY PLAN
STRATEGY

:

COUNCILLORS ARE WELL-INFORMED ABOUT
ISSUES/PROJECTS

REPORTING OFFICER

:

CLR PETER ASTRIDGE
Ref:248531

INTRODUCTION
As part of our commitment to deliver customer service and safety to our community I attended
the Ryde Area Command Community Safety Precinct Committee meeting. The meeting was
held on Wednesday 28 October 2015 at Gladesville Police Station, Punt Rd, Gladesville
Hospital. It was well attended by about fourteen members of the community, schools, business,
chambers and local identities.
REPORT
The meeting began with an Introduction by Inspector Duty Officer Anthony Boyd followed by a
welcome by the Detective Acting Superintendent Michelle Ledden, Acting Commander Ryde
Local Area Command, who also gave Superintendent John Duncan’s apologies.
Community Safety Precinct Committees (CSPCs) provide a great opportunity for local business
leaders, councils and community members to meet with Police Local Area Commanders and
share their perspective on local crime and safety issues. It provides the opportunity for
community members and business owners to get involved in strategies designed to address
local crime concerns. It also provides an opportunity for Local Area Commanders to promote
accurate local crime information and raise awareness of crime prevention approaches.
Crime Review
Detective Chief Inspector Gary Bailey gave a rundown on hot spot areas throughout the
Ryde/Hunters Hill Local Area Command and the results of police operations to combat trouble
spots. The Ryde/Hunters Hill areas have less than half the average state crime rate for their
Local Area Command areas. The worst days for crime are Wednesday and Thursday followed
by the weekend. Items discussed were Break and Entry and what areas in Hunters Hill and
Gladesville residential and commercial have been affected. The amount of break and entering
in residential has decreased over the last five years but non-residential remains the same.
Steal from Motor Vehicles is down over the last five years and most of the time the criminals are
mainly after credit cards. Steal from Retail there has been no change. Vehicles Stolen, due to
the security in most cars these days, the numbers are low. Most of the time thieves have broken
into houses and stolen car keys and driven off with the vehicle. Malicious Damage (e.g. Graffiti
etc.) - West Ryde is the worst hit area and Hunters Hill has two hot spots. Vehicle Search and
Person Search - ongoing police operations with police having to move on groups of younger
youths. Groups of youths up to ten and aged around 17 years old in Pennant Hills were involved
with alcohol or drugs, loitering, threatening the public, nuisance and surrounding police trying to
carry out duties.
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General Business
I discussed the availability of parking around the police station. There is no parking available for
people who need to do urgent business at the police station. It was suggested that there should
be parking available for the public in Punt Road outside the police station. Most of the spaces
are taken up by all day parkers commuting to the CBD or Ryde. Inspector Boyd suggested that
they would like to see possibly four-five one hour parking spaces implemented on a 12 month
trial. I agreed to recommend that this matter be discussed at the next Public Transport Traffic
Advisory Committee meeting.
CONCLUSION
Community Safety Precinct Committees (CSPCs) provide the opportunity for community
members and business owners to get involved in strategies designed to address local crime
concerns and public awareness in our areas.
FINANCIAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT
There is no direct financial impact on Council’s adopted budget as a result of this report.
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT
There is no direct environmental impact on Council arising from Council consideration of this
matter.
SOCIAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT
There is no direct social impact on Council arising from Council consideration of this matter.
RISK ASSESSMENT
There are no direct or indirect risks impacting on Council arising from consideration of this
matter.
HUNTERS HILL 2030
This matter relates to CSP Outcome 4.3 Council collaborates with other tiers of government and
agencies, such as NSROC and Delivery program Strategy 4.3.1 Create alliances and networks
with others.
RECOMMENDATION
1.

That the report be received and noted.

2.

That timed restricted parking outside the police station in Punt Road, Gladesville is
listed on the Public Transport and Traffic Advisory Committee for review.

ATTACHMENTS
There are no attachments to this report.
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ITEM NO

:

12.1

SUBJECT

:

MEETINGS - VARIOUS COMMITTEES OF COUNCIL

CSP THEME

:

COUNCIL IS RECOGNISED AND RESPECTED AS AN
OPEN AND TRANSPARENT ORGANISATION

DELIVERY PLAN
STRATEGY

:

COUNCILLORS ARE WELL-INFORMED ABOUT
ISSUES/PROJECTS

REPORTING OFFICER

:

SHARON MURDOCH
Ref: 248535

INTRODUCTION
Council has adopted a Committee and Working Party structure.
REPORT
The following meetings are updated for the information of Council.
PURPOSE

DATE

Bushland Management Working Group

16.11.15

2.30pm

Chamber

Public Transport & Traffic Advisory Committee (PT&T)

17.11.15

6.00pm

Chamber

Conservation Advisory Panel (CAP) (Third Wed of Month)

18.11.15

5.00pm

Chamber

Hunters Hill Access Advisory Committee

19.11.15

12.30pm

Chamber

Gladesville Mainstreet Committee

19.11.15

6.00pm

Gladesville Library

Environment Projects & Advisory Group (EPAAG)

02.12.15

6.00pm

Small Hall

Hunters Hill Village Mainstreet Committee

02.12.15

5.30pm

44 Gladesville Road

Hunters Hill Seniors Advisory Group

07.12.15

11.30am

Hunters Hill Hotel

Joint Library Service Advisory Committee

24.02.16

5.30pm

Gladesville Library

Children’s Services Advisory Committee

24.03.16

12.30pm

Chamber

Schools Principals’ Liaison Committee (Twice per year)

TBA

12.30pm

Small Hall

Finance & Strategic Planning Advisory Committee

TBA

5.30pm

Chamber

Hunters Hill Le Vesinet Friendship Committee

TBA

7.00pm

Chamber

Hunters Hill Local Traffic Advisory Committee

TBA

9.30am

Chamber

Hunters Hill Property Advisory Committee

TBA

6.00pm

Museum

Moocooboola Festival Committee

TBA

6.00pm

Chamber

Precinct Forums

TBA

Priory Advisory Panel (As required)

TBA

6.00pm

The Priory

Public Art Committee

TBA

Young in Art Committee Meeting

TBA

3.45pm

Chamber

Hunters Hill Art Exhibition Advisory Committee

TBA

6.00pm

Small Hall
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FINANCIAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT
There is no direct financial impact on Council’s adopted budget as a result of this report.
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT
There is no direct environmental impact on Council arising from Council consideration of this
matter.
SOCIAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT
There is no direct social impact on Council arising from Council consideration of this matter.
RISK ASSESSMENT
There are no direct or indirect risks impacting on Council arising from consideration of this
matter.
HUNTERS HILL 2030
This matter complies with the Council operational plan.
RECOMMENDATION
That the report be received and noted.
ATTACHMENTS
1.
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