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CONFIRMATION OF MINUTES

Meeting 4428 - 23 October 2017

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

IN ATTENDANCE
The Mayor Councillor Mark Bennett, Deputy Mayor Councillor Ross Williams, Councillors Ben
Collins, Elizabeth Krassoi, Justine McLaughlin, Zac Miles and Jim Sanderson.

ALSO PRESENT
The Acting General Manager and Group Manager Development and Regulatory Control Steve
Kourepis, the Acting Group Manager Works and Services Dhruba Bhowmik and the Human
Resource Manager Rosanna Guerra.

APOLOGIES
No apologies were received.

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

CONFIRMATION OF MINUTES
267/17

RESOLVED on the motion of Clr Miles, seconded Clr McLaughlin
That the Minutes of Ordinary Meeting No. 4425, held 14 August 2017 and
Extraordinary Meeting No. 4426, held 25 September 2017 be confirmed with a
correction to the Extraordinary Meeting Minutes on Page 2 as follows:
One nomination was received for Clr Ross Williams, nominated by Clr Jim
Sanderson and Clr Justine McLaughlin.

NOTICES OF MOTION INCLUDING RESCISSION MOTIONS
SUSPENSION OF STANDING ORDERS
268/17

RESOLVED on the motion of Clr Williams, seconded Clr McLaughlin
That at 7:33 PM Standing Orders be suspended to allow item 8.1 to be discussed in
conjunction with Item 3.1 ..

3.1

INDEPENDENT HEARING ASSESSMENT PANEL/LOCAL PLANNING PANEL
IMPACT ON HUNTERS HILL PLANNING

PROCEEDINGS IN BRIEF
Council’s Senior Strategic Planner, Ms Philippa Hayes, made a presentation to
Council on this matter.
Mr Phil Jenkyn addressed the Council on this matter
A MOTION was moved by Clr Williams
Minutes of the Ordinary Meeting No. 4427 held on 9 October 2017.
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1.

That Council write to the Hon. Minister for Planning Anthony Roberts to
express concerns over the Government removing planning
determination from the elected representative without adequate
consultation and consideration of the unique aspects of Hunters Hill’s
conservation areas. There by Council requests the Act be repealed as a
matter of urgency;

2.

That Council write to the Hon. Minister for Planning Anthony Roberts to
request he address Council to explain how the LPPs will improve
planning outcomes for Hunters Hill and protect our conservation areas
as opposed to the previous planning process that served and protected
Hunters Hill against overdevelopment for the last 156 years;

1.
3.

4.

That Council staff prepare for the next meeting a report detailing what
consultation was given (if any) with council concerning the new Act; and
That Council staff prepare for the next meeting as a matter of urgency a
report detailing how the new legislation will impact on;

2.

3.

4.


Hunters Hill planning processes,
Responsibilities of Councillors/ staff; and
Whether CAP is legally able to continue within the new LPP
process.

The MOTION was withdrawn by Clr Williams
8.1

INDEPENDENT HEARING AND ASSESSMENT PANELS (IHAPS)
A MOTION was moved by Clr Miles seconded by Clr Collins that
1.

That Council write to the Minister for Planning requesting Council be
provided discretion to establish the criteria used to refer matters to IHAP
and financial support to assist council transition to and maintain the new
system. The draft criteria published by the government can be used as
the “minimum required threshold” with council being able to refer
additional matters to address the particular issues of high priority to its
community.

2.

That Council’s review its delegations to align with the final IHAP criteria
established by the Minister for Planning and Environment.

3.

That an Expression of Interest (EOI) be placed in the local newspapers
requesting - community members from both the north and south ward to
apply as community members for the IHAPs. Notice of this will need to
be circulated no later than November 2017 so that members can be
confirmed in February 2018.

4.

That Council prepares a Code of Conduct for the Hunters Hill IHAP
panel.

5.

That dependent on the release of the final IHAP referral criteria by the
Minister a further report be put to Council to discuss staffing
resourcing/training and funding options.

Minutes of the Ordinary Meeting No. 4427 held on 9 October 2017.
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The MOTION on being put to the meeting was LOST
A MOTION was moved by Clr Williams seconded by Clr McLaughlin that:
1. That Council write to the Hon. Minister for Planning, Anthony Roberts, to
express concerns over the Government removing planning determination
from the elected representatives without adequate consultation and
consideration of the unique aspects of Hunters Hill’s conservation areas.
There by Council requests amendments brought about by the Environmental
Planning and Assessment and Electoral Legislation Amendment (Planning
Panels and Enforcement) Act 2017 (‘Act’) be repealed as a matter of
urgency;
2. That Council write to the Hon Minister for Planning,. Anthony Roberts, to
request the Minister address Council to:
a.

Explain how the LPPs will improve planning outcomes for
Hunters Hill and protect our conservation areas as opposed to
the previous planning process that served and protected
Hunters Hill against overdevelopment for the last 156 years;

b.

Why was the Act rushed through Parliament in haste (two siting
days) just after the Court decisions preventing the merger
proposals, during Council caretaker mode and before council
elections in September 2017;

c.

Why are councils being forced to establish IHAPs without the
enabling regulations being in place and while there are
inconsistencies between the Act and the Planning Departments
Fact Sheet;

d.

How will LPPs be accountable to the local community;

3. That Council write to the Minister for Planning calling upon the NSW
Government to make provisions for Councils to recover costs for transition,
operation and supporting the IHAP/LPP process
4. That Council staff prepare for the next meeting a report detailing what
consultation was conducted (if any) by the NSW Government or Minister
Roberts with Council concerning the new proposed Act and or enabling
legislation or guidelines;
5. That Council endorse the motion approved by LGNSW for inclusion for this
year’s annual conference – “A call for the NSW Government to revoke
legislation that mandates IHAPs for all councils in Sydney and Wollongong”.
That Hunters Hill delegates to the conference be instructed to support the
revocation of the IHAP Act and any enabling regulation;
6. That Council staff prepare for the next meeting as a matter of urgency a
report detailing how the new legislation will impact on;
a.

How the decisions made under LPPs (including staff
determinations) are to be accountable for adherence to councils
planning objectives and controls;

b.

Resources required to service the LPP process;

Minutes of the Ordinary Meeting No. 4427 held on 9 October 2017.
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c.

Responsibilities of Councillors/ staff during the transition period;

d.

Whether Council can lawfully consider any planning matters
before council during the transition period;

e.

How do appeals to the Land & Environment Court operate and
who is responsible for costs with decisions made by LPPs;

f.

Report on criteria for appointment as a community member to
LPP – Proposal by the Northern Planners Group to limit
“representatives as independents and not be active members of
any progress association or community group that may have a
predetermined position on development” (Page 90) is
unacceptable in Hunters Hill context;

g.

Review of current delegation to align with the new scheme;

h.

Whether CAP is legally able to continue within the new LPP
process with Councillor representation; and

i.

Can council make submissions on issues to the LPP as it
currently does with the Joint Regional Panels.

7. That Council make it clear to the Minister in writing that any future concept of
Planning Panels should be on a voluntary basis and not one size fits all;
8. That staff provide separate reports to the next meeting of Council on the
attachments to Report 8.1 “Directions for a Greater Sydney 2017-2056” and
“NSW Biodiversity Reforms” as to their potential impact on Hunters Hill’s
planning outcomes.
9. That Council commence a review of its planning instruments and controls to
ensure they provide the greatest clarity as to what the Hunters Hill community
expects in development standards and for the protection of its heritage, built
and natural environment and prevent overdevelopment.
10. That Council conduct an education campaign to inform the community of
these changes and roles in the planning determination process..
Following discussion Clr Williams accepted AMENDMENTS to the MOTION.
The AMENDED MOTION was moved by Clr Williams seconded by Clr Sanderson that
1.

That Council write to the Hon. Minister for Planning, Anthony Roberts, to
express concerns over the Government removing planning
determination from the elected representatives without adequate
consultation and consideration of the unique aspects of Hunters Hill’s
conservation areas. There by Council requests amendments brought
about by the Environmental Planning and Assessment and Electoral
Legislation Amendment (Planning Panels and Enforcement) Act 2017
(‘Act’) be repealed as a matter of urgency;

2.

That Council write to the Hon Minister for Planning,. Anthony Roberts, to
request the Minister address Council to:
a.

Explain how the LPPs will improve planning outcomes for

Minutes of the Ordinary Meeting No. 4427 held on 9 October 2017.
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Hunters Hill and protect our conservation areas as opposed to
the previous planning process that served and protected
Hunters Hill against overdevelopment for the last 156 years;
b.

Why was the Act rushed through Parliament in haste (two siting
days) just after the Court decisions preventing the merger
proposals, during Council caretaker mode and before council
elections in September 2017;

c.

Why are councils being forced to establish IHAPs without the
enabling regulations being in place and while there are
inconsistencies between the Act and the Planning Departments
Fact Sheet;

d.

How will LPPs be accountable to the local community;

3.

That Council write to the Minister for Planning requesting Council be
provided discretion to establish the criteria used to refer matters to IHAP
and financial support to assist council transition to and maintain the new
system. The draft criteria published by the government can be used as
the “minimum required threshold” with council being able to refer
additional matters to address the particular issues of high priority to its
community.

4.

That Council staff prepare a report detailing what consultation was
conducted (if any) by the NSW Government or Minister Roberts with
Council concerning the new proposed Act and or enabling legislation or
guidelines;

5.

That Council endorse the motion approved by LGNSW for inclusion for
this year’s annual conference – “A call for the NSW Government to
revoke legislation that mandates IHAPs for all councils in Sydney and
Wollongong”. That Hunters Hill delegates to the conference be
instructed to support the revocation of the IHAP Act and any enabling
regulation;

6.

That Council staff prepare a report to Council detailing how the new
legislation will impact on;
a.

How the decisions made under LPPs (including staff
determinations) are to be accountable for adherence to councils
planning objectives and controls;

b.

Resources required to service the LPP process;

c.

Responsibilities of Councillors/ staff during the transition period;

d.

Whether Council can lawfully consider any planning matters
before council during the transition period;

e.

How do appeals to the Land & Environment Court operate and
who is responsible for costs with decisions made by LPPs;

f.

Report on criteria for appointment as a community member to
LPP – Proposal by the Northern Planners Group to limit
“representatives as independents and not be active members of
any progress association or community group that may have a

Minutes of the Ordinary Meeting No. 4427 held on 9 October 2017.
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predetermined position on development” (Page 90) is
unacceptable in Hunters Hill context;

269/17

g.

Review of current delegation to align with the new scheme;

h.

Whether CAP is legally able to continue within the new LPP
process with Councillor representation; and

i.

Can council make submissions on issues to the LPP as it
currently does with the Joint Regional Panels.

7.

That Council make it clear to the Minister in writing that any future
concept of Planning Panels should be on a voluntary basis and not one
size fits all;

8.

That staff provide separate reports to Council on the attachments to
Report 8.1 “Directions for a Greater Sydney 2017-2056” and “NSW
Biodiversity Reforms” as to their potential impact on Hunters Hill’s
planning outcomes.

9.

That Council commence a review of its planning instruments and
controls to ensure they provide the greatest clarity as to what the
Hunters Hill community expects in development standards and for the
protection of its heritage, built and natural environment and prevent
overdevelopment.

10.

That Council conduct an information campaign utilising public forums,
Council’s newsletter , website etc. to inform the community of these
changes and roles in the planning determination process.

RESOLVED on the motion of Clr McLaughlin, seconded Clr Krassoi
That the AMENDED MOTION be further amended by the addition of the following
paragraph:
11.

That Council seek advice from the Department of Planning and
Environment and other Councils as to suitable criteria for appointment of
Community LPP members so council can advertise as soon as possible
to enable selection and confirmation of members so as to meet the
March 2018 Government deadline;

This AMENDMENT was accepted by Clr Williams .
270/17

RESOLVED on the motion of Clr Williams, seconded Clr Sanderson
1. That Council write to the Hon. Minister for Planning, Anthony Roberts, to
express concerns over the Government removing planning determination
from the elected representatives without adequate consultation and
consideration of the unique aspects of Hunters Hill’s conservation areas.
There by Council requests amendments brought about by the Environmental
Planning and Assessment and Electoral Legislation Amendment (Planning
Panels and Enforcement) Act 2017 (‘Act’) be repealed as a matter of
urgency;
2. That Council write to the Hon Minister for Planning,. Anthony Roberts, to
request the Minister address Council to:

Minutes of the Ordinary Meeting No. 4427 held on 9 October 2017.
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a.

Explain how the LPPs will improve planning outcomes for
Hunters Hill and protect our conservation areas as opposed to
the previous planning process that served and protected
Hunters Hill against overdevelopment for the last 156 years;

b.

Why was the Act rushed through Parliament in haste (two siting
days) just after the Court decisions preventing the merger
proposals, during Council caretaker mode and before council
elections in September 2017;

c.

Why are Councils being forced to establish IHAPs without the
enabling regulations being in place and while there are
inconsistencies between the Act and the Planning Departments
Fact Sheet;

d.

How will LPPs be accountable to the local community;

3. That Council write to the Minister for Planning requesting Council be provided
discretion to establish the criteria used to refer matters to IHAP and financial
support to assist council transition to and maintain the new system. The draft
criteria published by the government can be used as the “minimum required
threshold” with council being able to refer additional matters to address the
particular issues of high priority to its community.
4. That Council staff prepare a report detailing what consultation was conducted
(if any) by the NSW Government or Minister Roberts with Council concerning
the new proposed Act and or enabling legislation or guidelines;
5. That Council endorse the motion approved by LGNSW for inclusion for this
year’s annual conference – “A call for the NSW Government to revoke
legislation that mandates IHAPs for all councils in Sydney and Wollongong”.
That Hunters Hill delegates to the conference be instructed to support the
revocation of the IHAP Act and any enabling regulation;
6. That Council staff prepare a report to Council detailing how the new
legislation will impact on;
a.

How the decisions made under LPPs (including staff
determinations) are to be accountable for adherence to councils
planning objectives and controls;

b.

Resources required to service the LPP process;

c.

Responsibilities of Councillors/ staff during the transition period;

d.

Whether Council can lawfully consider any planning matters
before council during the transition period;

e.

How do appeals to the Land & Environment Court operate and
who is responsible for costs with decisions made by LPPs;

f.

Report on criteria for appointment as a community member to
LPP – Proposal by the Northern Planners Group to limit
“representatives as independents and not be active members of
any progress association or community group that may have a
predetermined position on development” (Page 90) is

Minutes of the Ordinary Meeting No. 4427 held on 9 October 2017.
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unacceptable in Hunters Hill context;
g.

Review of current delegation to align with the new scheme;

h.

Whether CAP is legally able to continue within the new LPP
process with Councillor representation; and

i.

Can Council make submissions on issues to the LPP as it
currently does with the Joint Regional Panels.

7. That Council make it clear to the Minister in writing that any future concept of
Planning Panels should be on a voluntary basis and not one size fits all;
8. That staff provide separate reports to Council on the attachments to Report
8.1 “Directions for a Greater Sydney 2017-2056” and “NSW Biodiversity
Reforms” as to their potential impact on Hunters Hill’s planning outcomes.
9. That Council commence a review of its planning instruments and controls to
ensure they provide the greatest clarity as to what the Hunters Hill community
expects in development standards and for the protection of its heritage, built
and natural environment and prevent overdevelopment.
10. That Council conduct an information campaign utilising public forums,
Council’s newsletter , website etc. to inform the community of these changes
and roles in the planning determination process.
11. That Council seek advice from the Department of Planning and Environment
and other Councils as to suitable criteria for appointment of Community LPP
members so council can advertise as soon as possible to enable selection
and confirmation of members so as to meet the March 2018 Government
deadline.

RESUMPTION OF STANDING ORDERS
271/17

RESOLVED on the motion of Clr Miles, seconded Clr McLaughlin
That at 9:35 PM Standing Orders be resumed.

Minutes of the Ordinary Meeting No. 4427 held on 9 October 2017.
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REPORTS FROM STAFF
OUR HERITAGE & BUILT ENVIRONMENT
4.1

DELEGATED AUTHORITY REPORT

272/17

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

RECORD OF VOTING
Yes
Clr Mark Bennett
Clr Ben Collins
Clr Elizabeth Krassoi
Clr Justine McLaughlin
Clr Zac Miles
Clr Jim Sanderson
Clr Ross Williams

4.2

Against

3 SEA STREET, HUNTERS HILL

PROCEEDINGS IN BRIEF
Mr David White (Architect) addressed the Council on this matter.
273/17

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

That the Council, as the consent authority, is satisfied that the objection
lodged under clause 4.6 of LEP 2012 to vary Clause 6.9 Landscaped
Area under the Hunters Hill Local Environmental Plan 2012, is well
founded under the circumstances of the case and is consistent with the
aims of the Policy.

B.

That Development Application No.17/1094 for alterations and additions
to existing dwelling including replacement of swimming pool and new lift
at No.3 Sea Street, Hunters Hill, be approved, subject to the following
conditions:

Special Conditions:
(GEN)
1.

Delete glazed pool fence and feature wall in lieu of a simple recessive
coloured palisade-type pool fence. Amended plans are to be submitted to
Principal Certifying Authority prior to the issue of the Construction Certificate.

Minutes of the Ordinary Meeting No. 4427 held on 9 October 2017.
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Standard Conditions:
GEN0 GEN1 GEN3 GEN5 GEN6 GEN7 GEN20 PCC0 PCC1 ($3850) PCC2
($3000) PCC3 ($2600) PCC4 ($2000) PCC5 ($11,000) PCC11 PCC12 PCC13
PCC16 PCC17 PCC18 PCC20 PCC21 PCC40 PCC41 PCCW0 PCW1 PCW2
PCW3 PCW4 PCW5 PCW6 CSI0 CSI3 CSI7 DEM0 DEM1 DEM3 DEM6 DEM7
DEM8 DEM9 DEM11 CON0 CON1 CON2 CON3 CON5 CON10 CON13 CON17
CON18 CON19 CON20 CON211 CON28 CON41 CON42 CON43CON44 CON45
CON47 POC0 POC1 POC2 POC3 POC4 POC8 POC13 POC14 POC24 POC28

RECORD OF VOTING
Yes

Against

Clr Mark Bennett
Clr Ben Collins
Clr Elizabeth Krassoi
Clr Justine McLaughlin
Clr Zac Miles
Clr Jim Sanderson
Clr Ross Williams

MOVING AROUND
7.1

DROP OFF ZONE FOR BORONIA PARK PUBLIC SCHOOL

PROCEEDINGS IN BRIEF
Professor Amanda Barnier addressed Council on this matter.
274/17

RESOLVED on the motion of Clr Collins, seconded Clr Miles
1. That Council establish a Working Party chaired by Clr Ben Collins to address
this matter. The issues to be dealt with by the Working Party are:

Pedestrian Safety;

Illegal parking;

Precinct Wide solution;

School Crossing Supervisor.
5.
2. That Council write a letter to Boronia Park Public School in support of their
application to the RMS for a School Crossing Supervisor.
6.
3. That Council write to the Local Member the Hon. Anthony Roberts, MP
seeking his support for the school’s application for a School Crossing
Supervisor

OUR COUNCIL
Item - 8.1 Independent Hearing and Assessment Panels (IHAPS) - has been moved to another
part of the document.

8.2

COUNCIL MEETING DATES 2018

Minutes of the Ordinary Meeting No. 4427 held on 9 October 2017.
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RESOLVED on the motion of Clr Miles, seconded Clr Williams
1.

That the Meeting Schedule for Ordinary Meetings of Council 2018 be
adopted.

2.

That the Meeting Schedule once adopted be advertised.

8.3

CHRISTMAS CLOSURE 2017

276/17

RESOLVED on the motion of Clr Miles, seconded Clr Williams
1.

That Council approves the closure of operations and its office from
4.30pm Friday 22 December 2017 to Monday 1 January 2018 inclusive.

2.

That Council approve a Bonus Day for all staff with (6) months
continuous service prior to Christmas, in lieu of a Christmas gratuity
payment.

8.4

MONTHLY REPORT ON OUTSTANDING MATTERS

277/17

RESOLVED on the motion of Clr Williams, seconded Clr Sanderson
That the report be received and noted.

COMMITTEES
9.1

REPORT ON COUNCILLOR BRIEFINGS HELD 14 AUGUST 2017

278/17

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

9.2

MINUTES OF THE BUSHLAND MANAGEMENT WORKING PARTY HELD ON 21
AUGUST 2017

279/17

RESOLVED on the motion of Clr McLaughlin, seconded Clr Sanderson
1.

That the Minutes be received and noted.

2.

That Jacqui Vollmer be thanked for a comprehensive report.

CORRESPONDENCE
10.1

CORRESPONDENCE
1. THE HON. ALEX HAWKE - CITIZENSHIP CEREMONIES
2. COUNCILLOR PETER ABELSAON - END OF FORCED AMALGAMATIONS
3. COUNCILLOR MARY LALIOS - PREVENTION OF VIOLENCE AGAINST
WOMEN

280/17

RESOLVED on the motion of Clr Williams, seconded Clr Miles
That the report be received and noted.

Minutes of the Ordinary Meeting No. 4427 held on 9 October 2017.
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GENERAL BUSINESS
12.1

LOCAL GOVERNMENT SYDNEY CONFERENCE TO BE HELD 4-6 DECEMBER
2017 - ATTENDANCE BY DELEGATES AND SUBMISSION OF MOTIONS

281/17

RESOLVED on the motion of Clr Sanderson, seconded Clr McLaughlin
1.

That Council nominates the Mayor, Clr Bennett and Deputy Mayor, Clr
Williams and the General Manager, to attend the LGNSW Conference
from 4-6 December 2017:and

2.

That Clr Bennett and Clr Williams are to be the voting delegates at the
LGNSW Conference.

12.2

MEETINGS - VARIOUS COMMITTEES OF COUNCIL

282/17

RESOLVED on the motion of Clr Miles, seconded Clr Williams
That the report be received and noted.

QUESTIONS WITH OR WITHOUT NOTICE
13.1

NELSON PARADE LEGAL ACTION
Clr Justine McLaughlin asked the following question without notice:
Could Council please provide an update on the legal action for the remediation of
Nelson Parade.
ANSWER
Council’s lawyer will provide an update at the briefing prior to OM4428.
A further report will be prepared for Council.

13.2

WOOLWICH BATHS RESERVE
Clr Justine McLaughlin asked the following question without notice:
Could Council please clean up the bushland reserve directly above and leading to the
Woolwich baths and advise how often this site is on the schedule for bushland
maintenance.
I have been advised that the area is a haven for vermin and rubbish dumping and is
currently infested with rats.
ANSWER
Council staff have been undertaking bushland maintenance work in this area over the
last few days and expect to be finished within 1-2 days. Bushland reserves are
checked on a six monthly basis and maintenance work is undertaken as required.
Council’s Pest Controllers – Rentokil – will be contracted to provide rat baits to this

Minutes of the Ordinary Meeting No. 4427 held on 9 October 2017.
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area every six months.

TERMINATION
The meeting terminated at 10:32 PM

I confirm that these Minutes are a true and accurate record of Ordinary Meeting No. 4427 held
on 9 October 2017.

.............................................
Councillor Mark Bennett
MAYOR

Minutes of the Ordinary Meeting No. 4427 held on 9 October 2017.

...................................
Steve Kourepis
ACTING GENERAL MANAGER
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ITEM NO

:

3.1

SUBJECT

:

LIVE STREAMING OF COUNCIL MEETINGS

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 ZAC MILES
Ref:338501

We the undersigned Councillors wish to move the following Notice of Motion at Ordinary
Meeting 4428 on 23 October 2017:
1.

That Hunters Hill Council amend the policy pertaining to the recording of meetings in
order to allow:


The live streaming (via webcast ) all Ordinary and Extraordinary Meetings
of Council;



The live streaming of Public Committees of Council held in the Chamber;



The Live Streaming of major Community Meetings.

2.

That all Ordinary and Extraordinary Meetings of council be steamed live on the
Councils official Facebook page.

3.

That the budget for the installation of the necessary infrastructure be allocated in the
existing Upgrade of the Town Hall budget.

4.

That the live streaming of Council Meetings commence from the second Ordinary
Meeting in November onwards

Clr Clr Zac Miles

Item 3.1
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RECOMMENDATION
1.

That Hunters Hill Council amend the policy pertaining to the recording of meetings in
order to allow:


The live streaming (via webcast ) all Ordinary and Extraordinary Meetings
of Council;



The live streaming of Public Committees of Council held in the Chamber;



The Live Streaming of major Community Meetings.

2.

That all Ordinary and Extraordinary Meetings of council be steamed live on the
Councils official Facebook page.

3.

That the budget for the installation of the necessary infrastructure be allocated in the
existing Upgrade of the Town Hall budget.

4.

That the live streaming of Council Meetings commence from the second Ordinary
Meeting in November onwards

ATTACHMENTS
There are no attachments to this report.
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ITEM NO

:

4.1

SUBJECT

:

8 WILLIAM STREET, HENLEY

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

:

SHAHRAM MEHDIZADGAN

DEVELOPMENT
APPLICATION NO

2017/1087

PROPOSAL

DEMOLITION OF EXISTING DWELLING AND
CONSTRUCTION OF NEW DWELLING, IN-GROUND
SWIMMING POOL AND LANDSCAPING

APPLICANT

DOUGLAS DESIGN

OWNER

ZUBAIDA POTRES

DATE LODGED

19 JUNE 2017
Ref:338042

INTRODUCTION
Reasons for Report
The proposal results in three (3) submissions received in response to the neighbour notification
process.
REPORT
1.

SUMMARY

Objectors Issues
Peter Holt
5 William Street
Henley


Potential view loss impacts

Oliver Klein Planning Consultant
On behalf of the owners of No.5 William Street


Item 4.1

Potential view loss impacts
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P & L Adolphe
4 William Street
Henley


Privacy impacts to our lounge area and rear garden area, as a result of removal of a
mature tree

Submissions
Three (3) submissions were received.
Recommendation
The application is recommended for a 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

The subject application seeks consent for demolition of the existing dwelling, carport and
outhouse toilet within Foreshore area, and construction of a two storey new dwelling, swimming
pool and landscaping.
The proposal would consist of the following:
Semi Basement level






Rumpus
Bar
Powder room
Lobby
Lift

Ground Floor comprising











Porch
Foyer
Open plan kitchen (with walk in pantry), dining, and living area
Study
Guest bedroom
Powder room
Laundry
Lift
Covered outdoor terrace area
Double garage

Upper Floor comprising





Item 4.1

Four (4) bedrooms
Two (2) ensuites
Bathroom
Lift
Balconies
Page 4

OUR HERITAGE & BUILT ENVIRONMENT

Meeting 4428 - 23 October 2017

On 6 July 2017, Council received an amended landscape plan outlining the selection of nonclimbable plants within the non-climbable zone of the proposed pool barrier. Amended schedule
of colours and finishes and photomontage were submitted.
On 13 October 2017, Council received amended landscape plan outlining the selection of nonclimbable plants within the non-climbable zone of the proposed pool barrier.
3.

DESCRIPTION OF SITE AND LOCALITY

The subject site is known as No.8 William Street, Henley, located on the eastern side of William
Street. The site comprises of two (2) Torrens title lots providing a total lot size of 1,278 sqm. The
site has a waterfront to Parramatta River. The subject site slopes from the street down to the
River.
The site contains an existing older style dwelling house, detached awning adjacent to the front
and side boundary, detached single garage forward of the dwelling building line, concrete front
fence and boatshed at the rear accessed by existing boat ramp.
The site is not a heritage item or within the conservation area. Surrounding development
consists of single to two storey residential dwellings.
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:
R2
Conservation Area:
No
River Front Area:
Yes
SREP (Sydney Harbour Catchment 2005):
Yes
Development Control Plan 2013:
Yes
Listed Heritage item:
No
Contributory Building:
No
Vicinity of Heritage Item:
No
6.

POLICY CONTROLS

Consolidated Development Control Plan 2013
7.

REFERRALS

7.1

External Approval Bodies

Not applicable.
7.2

Health & Building

The application was referred to Council’s Environmental Health and Building Surveyor who
raised no concern.

Item 4.1
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Heritage

Not applicable.
7.4

Works & Services

The application was referred to Council’s Design and Development Engineer who raised no
objections to the proposal, however standard conditions have been imposed to the
recommendation.
7.5

Parks & Landscape

The application was referred to Council’s Tree Consultant who provided the following
comments:
The following documentation and/or plans have been received and reviewed:


Landscape Plan
(prepared by Conzept Landscape Architects, dated Sept 2016, date
stamped 20 June 2017)



Architectural Plan
(prepared by Douglas Design, dwg no 1 - 4, dated 15 June 2017, date
stamped 20 June 2017)

The subject site is part of Hunters Hill’s Scenic Foreshore Protection Area and is a
River Front Area (HHC LEP 2012). These areas are sensitive and development
must consider the impact on the Parramatta River and the environmental heritage of
Hunters Hill.
Tree Management
There are no trees covered under the provisions of Council’s Tree Management
Controls located within the site boundaries. One (1) Council-managed street tree is
located in the front of the site. The proposed works are setback outside of the tree’s
Tree Protection Zone (TPZ).
Landscape Management
The majority of proposed plantings in the rear of the site are along the northern and
southern side boundaries. There is concern that the proposed landscape design will
not sufficiently reduce the visual impact of the new residence when viewed from the
Parramatta River. Additional amenity plantings (trees and shrubs) should be
incorporated in the rear of the site (across the site) to reduce the visual impact of the
structure.
There is concern regarding the impact of the development on neighbouring
residents at 4 William Street. Minimal screen and/or amenity plantings are proposed
along the northern side boundary adjacent to 4 William Street. Minimal soft
landscape areas have been provided for adequate screen planting.

Item 4.1
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The Swimming Pools Amendment Act 2012 commenced on 29 October 2012 and
made a number of amendments to the Swimming Pools Act 1992. Swimming pools
that commenced construction from 1st September 2008 must have a barrier that
complies with AS 1926. 1-2012 Part 1: Safety barriers for swimming pools, which
includes new requirements for non-climbable zones. Trees and shrubs, existing or
proposed, must not be within the 900mm ‘non-climbable zone’ (NCZ). The (NCZ) is
a zone measured in an arc shape. Where the NCZ is measured from depends on if
the barrier is a 1200mm pool fence, or an 1800mm boundary barrier. All existing and
proposed planting must be compliant with AS 1926. 1-2012 Part 1: Safety barriers
for swimming pools, which includes new requirements for non-climbable zones.
Recommendations
The following additional information relating to landscape management is required
to be submitted for assessment:
Landscape Management
(a)

Amendments to the Landscape Plan should be prepared showing:


Additional amenity plantings in the rear of the site to reduce the
visual impact of the development when viewed from the
Parramatta River. A selection of locally endemic trees and shrubs
should be used.



Additional screen planting along the northern side boundary
adjacent to 4 William Street. It may be necessary to redesign the
side boundary setback (northern) to provide adequate soft
landscaping area for screen planting.

A condition will form part of the Schedule No.1 of the Deferred Commencement Consent to
reflect the above comments.
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.
9.2

Regional Environmental Plans (REPs) – Deemed SEPPs

Sydney Regional Environmental Plan (Sydney Harbour Catchment) 2005 applies to the site.
Part 3 Division 2 of SREP (Sydney Harbour Catchment) 2005 lists matters for consideration by
Council when determining an application. It further states that Council shall not grant consent to
an application unless it is satisfied that the proposal is consistent with the relevant objectives of
the SREP.

Item 4.1
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The following matters for consideration are relevant to this application:
25

Foreshore and waterways scenic quality
The matters to be taken into consideration in relation to the maintenance, protection
and enhancement of the scenic quality of foreshores and waterways are as follows:
(a)

the scale, form, design and siting of any building should be based on an
analysis of:
(i)

the land on which it is to be erected, and

(ii)

the adjoining land, and

(iii)

the likely future character of the locality,

(b)

development should maintain, protect and enhance the unique visual
qualities of Sydney Harbour and its islands, foreshores and tributaries,

(c)

the cumulative impact of water-based development should not detract from
the character of the waterways and adjoining foreshores.

The proposed development would be readily discernible from the nearby river; however, due to
the minor nature of the works it would not have a detrimental effect on the skyline as seen from
the River and would not have an undue impact in relation to visual presentation of the built form
to the river. Accordingly, the development would not detrimentally affect the visual amenity of
the foreshore.
Subject to conditioning of the pool safety fencing, the proposal would satisfy the above aims of the
policy and matters for consideration, in particular those of particular relevance pertaining to the
appearance of the development from the waterway and foreshore, and those requiring the
protection and enhancement of the landscape qualities of the Harbour.
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 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

Proposed

Control

Compliance

HEIGHT

8.5 metres

8.5 metres

Yes

STOREYS

2storey

2 storeys

Yes

LANDSCAPED AREA

60%

60%

Yes

FORESHORE BUILDING LINE

37m

15m

Yes

Item 4.1
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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 8.5 metres and 2 storeys 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 landscaped area of 60% would be equal to the 60% 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.
10.9

Street Frontage

Not Applicable.
10.10

Dual Occupancy

Not Applicable.
10.11

Foreshore Building Lines

Complies.
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)

Item 4.1

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
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(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.

Subject to conditioning of the pool safety fencing being replaced from glass to simple palisade
non-reflective materials, the proposal would satisfy the above aims of the policy and matters for
consideration, in particular those of particular relevance pertaining to the appearance of the
development from the waterway and foreshore, heritage issues and those requiring the protection
and enhancement of the landscape qualities of the Harbour.
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

REQUIRED/PERMISSIBLE

PROPOSED

COMPLIANCE

8.5 metres
7.2 metres
2

8.5m
8.39m
2

Yes
No
Yes

Landscaped Area
BOUNDARY SETBACKS
Dwelling house
West (Front)
East (Rear)
North (Side)
South (Side)

60% minimum

60%

Yes

Predom. Building line
6 metres
1.5 metres
1.5 metres

3.7m
37m
1.558m
1.5m

Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes

Garage
West (front)
North (side)
South (side)

Predom. Building Line
1.5 metres
1.5 metres

4m
1.117m
17m

Yes
No
Yes

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

1 metre
1 metre
1 metre

30m
1m
2m

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.

Item 4.1
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Heritage Conservation Areas
Not Applicable.
River Front Area
Refer to section 10.12 of this report ‘River Front Area’.
Height
The proposal fails to comply with the maximum 7.2m wall height requirement of the DCP.
However, the proposal does comply with the maximum two storey and 8.5m height of the LEP.
The subject site slopes dramatically from the front to the rear. On balance, when considering the
slopping topography of the site, the reduction in height from the existing building to the
proposed, the proposed low pitched roof design and the proposed building complying with the
height requirements of the LEP, in this instance considering the circumstance, it is considered
that the proposal would be acceptable in regards to this non-compliance.
Front, Side & Rear Setbacks
The existing carport to the front of the site is being demolished to make room for the proposed
garage. The existing carport has a nil setback to the front boundary and a side boundary
setback of 547mm. The proposed single garage would have a front setback of 3700mm.
The proposed garage would have a side setback of 1117mm and a front setback of 3700mm.
The side setback of the proposed garage fails to comply with the 1.5m side setback
requirements of Part 3.3.3 under DCP 2013. However, as the garage is a single storey structure
and not habitable it would meet the aims and objectives of Part 3.3.3, in terms of solar access
and privacy. Also, concessions and exceptions do apply to single storey structures carports and
garages. In this instance and under this circumstance the proposed location of the garage is
considered to be acceptable.
Landscaped Area
Refer to section 10.6 of this report ‘Garden Area’.
Solar Access
The shadow diagrams indicate that at 9:00 am mid winter, the shadows are cast to the southwest of the subject site and onto the adjoining property, being No.10 William Street. The
shadowing would affect less than 33% of the recreational open space of the site.
The shadow diagrams indicate that at 12 noon mid winter, the shadows are cast to the south of
the subject site and onto the adjoining property, being No.10 William Street. The shadowing
would affect less than 33% of the recreational open space of the site.
The shadow diagrams indicate that at 3pm mid winter, the shadows are cast to the south-east of
the subject site and onto the adjoining property, being No.10 William Street. The shadowing
would affect less than 33% of the recreational open space of the site.
The proposal would comply with the general requirements, being that new development must
not eliminate more than one third of the existing sunlight to adjacent properties at ground level,
measured at 9:00 am, 12 noon and 3:00 pm of the winter solstice.

Item 4.1
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The proposal would comply with the general requirements and objectives stipulated under Part
3.5.2 of the Consolidated Development Control Plan 2013, as the proposal would allow for
reasonable access to sunlight to adjoining buildings and their recreational open space.
Privacy
The owners of No.4 William Street have raised concern regarding privacy impacts from the
proposal to their lounge area and rear garden area, as a result of the removal of a mature tree,
which has already occurred.
Council’s Landscape Consultant has provided the following comments:
There is concern regarding the impact of the development on neighbouring
residents at 4 William Street. Minimal screen and/or amenity plantings are proposed
along the northern side boundary adjacent to 4 William Street. Minimal soft
landscape areas have been provided for adequate screen planting.
Recommendations
The following additional information relating to landscape management is required
to be submitted for assessment:
Landscape Management
a)

Amendments to the Landscape Plan should be prepared showing:


Additional screen planting along the northern side boundary
adjacent to 4 William Street. It may be necessary to redesign the
side boundary setback (northern) to provide adequate soft
landscaping area for screen planting.

A condition will form part of the Schedule No.1 of the Deferred Commencement Consent to
reflect the above comments, such as additional screen planting to the northern side boundary
adjacent to No.4 William Street.
Views
The owners’ and planning consultant of the property to the west, being No. 5 William Street,
have objected to the proposed development with regard to potential loss of views of the
Parramatta River. The existing dwelling to be demolished has a ridge R.L. of 19.68, while the
proposed dwelling would have a ridge (parapet) R.L. of 17.968, a reduction of 1.712m in height,
as a result an overall reduction in building structure, which would result in an increase of water
views for the rear properties located on the other side of William Street. The applicant has
provided photomontages and a view analysis report, which is attached to this report.
The proposed dwelling would present as a single storey to the street and then two storey
sloping down following the topography of the site.
The development has been tested against the provisions of Part 3.5.5 View Sharing of Consolidated
DCP 2013 and the principles set out by the Land & Environment Court in the ‘Tenacity’ case.
Part 3.5.5 of the DCP states in part:New developments should promote view sharing by minimising the loss of existing
views for adjoining or nearby properties while providing views from the proposed
development itself.
Item 4.1
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Also, the principles set out by the Land & Environment Court in the ‘Tenacity’ case state that:
The first step is the assessment of views to be affected. Water views are valued
more highly than land views. Iconic views (e.g. of the Opera House, the Harbour
Bridge or North Head) are valued more highly than views without icons. Whole
views are valued more highly than partial views, e.g. a water view in which the
interface between land and water is visible is more valuable than one in which it is
obscured.
The second step is to consider from what part of the property the views are
obtained. For example the protection of views across side boundaries is more
difficult than the protection of views from front and rear boundaries. In addition,
whether the view is enjoyed from a standing or sitting position may also be relevant.
Sitting views are more difficult to protect than standing views. The expectation to
retain side views and sitting views is often unrealistic.
The third step is to assess the extent of the impact. This should be done for the
whole of the property, not just for the view that is affected. The impact on views from
living areas is more significant than from bedrooms or service areas (though views
from kitchens are highly valued because people spend so much time in them). The
impact may be assessed quantitatively, but in many cases this can be meaningless.
For example, it is unhelpful to say that the view loss is 20% if it includes one of the
sails of the Opera House. It is usually more useful to assess the view loss
qualitatively as negligible, minor, moderate, severe or devastating.
The fourth step is to assess the reasonableness of the proposal that is causing the
impact. A development that complies with all planning controls would be considered
more reasonable than one that breaches them. Where an impact on views arises as
a result of non-compliance with one or more planning controls, even a moderate
impact may be considered unreasonable. With a complying proposal, the question
should be asked whether a more skilful design could provide the applicant with the
same development potential and amenity and reduce the impact on the views of
neighbours. If the answer to that question is no, then the view impact of a complying
development would probably be considered acceptable and the view sharing
reasonable.
When considering the principles set out by the Land & Environment Court in the ‘Tenacity’ case,
as mentioned above, the proposal would offer a betterment by reducing the height of
development when viewed from the rear properties. There are view corridors through trees of
the Parramatta River, the Gladesville Bridge and the City skyline. The expectation to retain
views corridors are often unrealistic. Therefore, it is considered that this proposal the shared
view loss will not be ‘severe’ or ‘devastating’. Under the circumstances, it is therefore
considered that a refusal by Council could not be substantiated on the basis of shared water
view loss.
Car Parking
The proposal complies with Part 5.3.3 of the DCP 2013, as two (2) car parking spaces have been
provided for a gross floor area in excess of 125sqm.
Garages & Carports
The location of the proposed double garage accessing William Street is considered to be
satisfactory, as it is setback 3700mm from the street alignment. The design of the proposed
garage has the appearance of a single storey dwelling to the street. The proposed access
driveway to the garage is from the side, which would give the garage an appearance that it is
part of the habitable part of the dwelling, rather than a garage, and would not adversely impact
upon the existing streetscape. The car parking of the site is masked and landscaped, and would
Item 4.1
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appear as a secondary element to the dwelling when viewed from the front and oblique views
from William Street. Therefore, it is considered that the proposed garage would satisfy the
objectives stipulated under Part 3.6 of the Consolidated Development Control Plan 2013.
Fences
No front fencing detail has been provided.
12.2

Other DCPs, Codes and Policies



Hunter’s Hill Council S94A Developer Contributions Plan 2011

13.

THE LIKELY IMPACTS OF THE DEVELOPMENT

Subject to conditioning, the proposal is considered not to unreasonably impact upon the
amenity of the adjoining properties William Street streetscape. As stated within the body of the
report, the proposal would satisfy the objectives of the Consolidated Development Control Plan
2013 and LEP 2012. There would be no impact upon the natural and built environment within
the vicinity of the subject site as a result of the proposed works. Furthermore, there would be no
social and economic impacts to the locality as a result of the proposed works.
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 10 July
2017. Within the specified time period three (3) submissions were received. Copies of the
submissions are attached to the report.
On 6 July 2017, Council received an amended landscape plan outlining the selection of nonclimbable plants within the non-climbable zone of the proposed pool barrier. Amended schedule
of colours and finishes and photomontage were also submitted.
On 13 October 2017, Council received amended landscape plan outlining the selection of nonclimbable plants within the non-climbable zone of the proposed pool barrier.
The above changes were not required to be re-notified, as the changes offered a lesser impact
and only provided plans and detail for clarification.
NOTIFICATION REQUIRED
NUMBER NOTIFIED
SUBMISSIONS RECEIVED
Name & Address of Respondents
Peter Holt
5 William Street
Henley
Oliver Klein Planning Consultant
On behalf of the owners of
No.5 William Street, Henley
P & L Adolphe
4 William Street
Henley

YES
9
SUMMARY OF SUBMISSIONS
 Potential view loss impacts
 Potential view loss impacts
 Privacy impacts to our lounge area and rear garden
area, as a result of removal of a mature tree

The main issues of concern outlining the objections are discussed below:
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Peter Holt
5 William Street
Henley


Potential view loss impacts

Oliver Klein Planning Consultant
On behalf of the owners of
No.5 William Street, Henley


Potential view loss impacts

Comment: The owners’ and planning consultant of the property to the west, being No. 5 William
Street, have objected to the proposed development with regard to potential loss of views of the
Parramatta River. The existing dwelling to be demolished has a ridge R.L. of 19.68, while the
proposed dwelling would have a ridge (parapet) R.L. of 17.968, a reduction of 1.712m in height,
as a result an overall reduction in building structure, which would result in an increase of water
views for the rear properties located on the other side of William Street. The applicant has
provided photomontages and a view analysis report, which is attached to this report.
The proposed dwelling would present as a single storey to the street and then two storey
sloping down following the topography of the site.
The development has been tested against the provisions of Part 3.5.5 View Sharing of Consolidated
DCP 2013 and the principles set out by the Land & Environment Court in the ‘Tenacity’ case.
Part 3.5.5 of the DCP states in part:New developments should promote view sharing by minimising the loss of existing
views for adjoining or nearby properties while providing views from the proposed
development itself.
Also, the principles set out by the Land & Environment Court in the ‘Tenacity’ case state that:
The first step is the assessment of views to be affected. Water views are valued
more highly than land views. Iconic views (e.g. of the Opera House, the Harbour
Bridge or North Head) are valued more highly than views without icons. Whole
views are valued more highly than partial views, e.g. a water view in which the
interface between land and water is visible is more valuable than one in which it is
obscured.
The second step is to consider from what part of the property the views are
obtained. For example the protection of views across side boundaries is more
difficult than the protection of views from front and rear boundaries. In addition,
whether the view is enjoyed from a standing or sitting position may also be relevant.
Sitting views are more difficult to protect than standing views. The expectation to
retain side views and sitting views is often unrealistic.
The third step is to assess the extent of the impact. This should be done for the
whole of the property, not just for the view that is affected. The impact on views from
living areas is more significant than from bedrooms or service areas (though views
from kitchens are highly valued because people spend so much time in them). The
impact may be assessed quantitatively, but in many cases this can be meaningless.
For example, it is unhelpful to say that the view loss is 20% if it includes one of the
sails of the Opera House. It is usually more useful to assess the view loss
qualitatively as negligible, minor, moderate, severe or devastating.
Item 4.1
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The fourth step is to assess the reasonableness of the proposal that is causing the
impact. A development that complies with all planning controls would be considered
more reasonable than one that breaches them. Where an impact on views arises as
a result of non-compliance with one or more planning controls, even a moderate
impact may be considered unreasonable. With a complying proposal, the question
should be asked whether a more skilful design could provide the applicant with the
same development potential and amenity and reduce the impact on the views of
neighbours. If the answer to that question is no, then the view impact of a complying
development would probably be considered acceptable and the view sharing
reasonable.
When considering the principles set out by the Land & Environment Court in the ‘Tenacity’ case,
as mentioned above, the proposal would offer a betterment by reducing the height of
development when viewed from the rear properties. There are view corridors through trees of
the Parramatta River, the Gladesville Bridge and the City skyline. The expectation to retain
views corridors are often unrealistic. Therefore, it is considered that this proposal the shared
view loss will not be ‘severe’ or ‘devastating’. Under the circumstances, it is therefore
considered that a refusal by Council could not be substantiated on the basis of shared water
view loss.
P & L Adolphe
4 William Street
Henley


Privacy impacts to our lounge area and rear garden area, as a result of
removal of a mature tree

Comment: The owners of No.4 William Street have raised concern regarding privacy impacts
from the proposal to their lounge area and rear garden area, as a result of the removal of a
mature tree, which has already occurred.
Council’s Landscape Consultant has provided the following comments:
There is concern regarding the impact of the development on neighbouring
residents at 4 William Street. Minimal screen and/or amenity plantings are proposed
along the northern side boundary adjacent to 4 William Street. Minimal soft
landscape areas have been provided for adequate screen planting.
Recommendations
The following additional information relating to landscape management is required
to be submitted for assessment:
Landscape Management
(a)

Amendments to the Landscape Plan should be prepared showing:


Additional screen planting along the northern side boundary
adjacent to 4 William Street. It may be necessary to redesign the
side boundary setback (northern) to provide adequate soft
landscaping area for screen planting.

A condition will form part of the Schedule No.1 of the Deferred Commencement Consent to
reflect the above comments, such as additional screen planting to the northern side boundary
adjacent to No.4 William Street.

Item 4.1
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CONCLUSION
Subject to conditioning, the proposed works are considered acceptable and would have no
unreasonable impacts upon the adjoining properties. The proposal has been assessed in terms
of the public interest and following compliance with the relevant development standards and
objectives in Consolidated Development Control Plan 2013 and Hunters Hill Local
Environmental Plan 2012, the application is considered acceptable.
The proposal has been assessed having regard to the relevant matters for consideration under
s79 C of the Environmental Planning and Assessment Act 1979, Hunters Hill Local
Environmental Plan 2012, and Consolidated Development Control Plan 2013. 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 for a deferred
commencement approval.
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.

Item 4.1
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RECOMMENDATION
That a “Deferred Commencement” consent be granted pursuant to Section 80(3) of the
Environmental Planning and Assessment Act 1979. The development consent 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 No.1
1.

Amendments to the Landscape Plan to be provided to Council showing additional
screen planting along the northern side boundary adjacent to 4 William Street. (It
may be necessary to redesign the side boundary setback (northern) to provide
adequate soft landscaping area for screen planting). Amended plans are to be
submitted to the satisfaction of Council.

2.

Amendments to the Landscape Plan to be provided to Council showing additional
amenity plantings in the rear of the site to reduce the visual impact of the
development when viewed from the Parramatta River. A selection of locally endemic
trees and shrubs should be used. Amended plans are to be submitted to the
satisfaction of Council.

3.

Amended plans are to be provided to Council indicating that the safety pool fencing
is to be replaced with a simple palisade non-reflective material and details of the nonreflective privacy screening to be provided. Amended plans are to be submitted to
the satisfaction of Council.

Schedule No.2
That Development Application No. 2017/1087 for the demolition of the existing dwelling and
outhouse and construction of a new dwelling, in ground swimming pool and landscaping at No.8
William Street, Henley, be approved, subject to the following conditions:
Standard Conditions:
GEN0 GEN1 GEN3 GEN5 GEN6 GEN7 GEN20 PCC0 PCC1 ($8621) PCC2 ($3250) PCC3
($4000) PCC4 ($3500) PCC5 ($24,632) PCC11 PCC12 PCC13 PCC16 PCC17 PCC18 PCC20
PCC21 PCC40 PCC41 PCW0 PCW1 PCW2 PCW3 PCW4 PCW5 PCW6 CSI0 CSI1 CSI2 CSI3
CSI7 DEM0 DEM1 DEM3 DEM4 DEM5 DEM6 DEM7 DEM8 DEM9 DEM11 DEM15 CON0
CON1 CON2 CON3 CON5 CON7 CON10 CON13 CON14 CON17 CON18 CON19 CON20
CON21 CON23 CON41 CON42 CON43 CON44 CON45 CON47 POC0 POC1 POC2 POC3
POC4 POC7 POC8 POC13 POC14 POC24 POC25 POC28
GEN3
Drawing Number
Site Plan, sheet 2 of 4, issue G
Floor Plans and Section, sheet 3
of 4, issue G
Floor Plans and Elevations, sheet
4 of 4, issue G
Schedule of colours and finishes

Item 4.1
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Plan Dated

Council Dated

Douglas Design

15.06.17

20.06.17

Douglas Design

15.06.17

20.16.17

Douglas Design

15.06.17

20.06.17

Unknown

undated

06.07.17
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ITEM NO

:

4.2

SUBJECT

:

29 WOOLWICH ROAD, 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

2017-1004

PROPOSAL

CONSTRUCTION OF NEW DWELLING, SWIMMING POOL
AND LANDSCAPING - S82A REVIEW OF PREVIOUS
REFUSAL

APPLICANT

HOSKING MUNRO PTY LTD

OWNER

MR C & MRS E GASPARRE

DATE LODGED

24 JULY 2017
Ref:338376

INTRODUCTION
Reasons for Report
The proposal involves a s.82A review under the E.P. & A.Act of a refusal of the original
development application which under the Act requires the review process to be considered by
Council within a certain period of time.
Three (3) submissions were received in response to the neighbour notification process.
REPORT
1.

SUMMARY

Issues


Out of scale and character with the area



Front and rear setback non-compliance



Loss of solar access



Planting material unsuitable



Loss of vegetation

Item 4.2
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Submissions
Three (3) submissions were received.
Recommendation
The s.82A application is recommended for refusal for reasons generally that it is unacceptable
having regard to:
1.

The proposal does not satisfy the provisions of Section 79C of the Environmental
Planning & Assessment Act 1979 in relation to clauses (1)(a)(i), (iii), (b)(c)(d) and (e).

2.

It does not comply with the aims of the LEP under clause 1.2(2)(a) and clause 2.2.3
and 2.2.4 of DCP 2013 in that it does not maintain and enhance the character and
identity of the established neighbourhood in Hunters Hill

3.

Part of the proposed development encroaches on the minimum 6 metre rear
boundary setback as set out under clause 3.3.3 of DCP 2013.

4.

The proposal would be detrimental to the heritage significance of that part of the
Conservation Area and to the adjoining listed heritage item and is not satisfactory to
the Conservation Advisory Panel or to Council’s Heritage Adviser.

5.

There will be a loss of privacy for the adjoining residents at No.33 Woolwich Road
due to the size and location of the windows on the proposed upper level thus being
in conflict with clause 3.5.3 of DCP 2013.

6.

The landscape plan is not satisfactory to Council’s tree consultants or to Council’s
Environmental Health & Building Surveyor in terms of AS 1926.1-2012

7.

The proposal would create an undesirable precedent for Council.

8.

The proposal would not be in the public interest.

2.

DESCRIPTION OF ORIGINAL PROPOSAL

It is proposed to construct a new flat roofed, two storey and part single-storey dwelling to be
used as follows:
On the ground floor, entry lobby, double garage, guest bedroom (with an ensuite), cinema, gym,
powder room, study, laundry, living/dining room, kitchen, pantry, staircase and
attached/enclosed cabana.
On the first floor, three (3) bedrooms (one with an ensuite and walk-in ‘robes and two with
ensuites), studio and staircase.
A steel pergola will be constructed over the rear terrace that opens off the living/dining room
and ‘cabana’.
An opening will be cut in the centre of the front fence for a new pedestrian security gate.
An in-ground swimming pool will be constructed in the south western corner of the rear yard.
Accompanying the application were a Statement of Environmental Effects, a Basix Certificate
and a Heritage Impact Statement.

Item 4.2
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Description of alterations proposed to the original DA plans:


Increased rear setback to 2.5 metres



Revised roof design



Simplified elevations



Lowering eave level on connecting intermediate roof elements



Compliant wall height

Description of amended proposal.
In terms of layout, the amended plans are the same as those originally refused except for the
fact that the ground floor ‘cabana’ is to be shortened in length by 1.935 metres and to be
setback 2.5 metres from the rear boundary, rather than 565mm of the original plans.
The two storey stone face column to the western side of the main entry has been setback 1.3
metres from the front of the dwelling compared to the original plans.
In place of the flat roof with eaves of the original plans, the amending plans provide for a low
pitched roof (10 degrees) with varying width eaves.
3.

DESCRIPTION OF SITE AND LOCALITY

The premises are known as No.29A Woolwich Road, Hunters Hill and are legally described as
Lot 1 in DP 301719.
It is located on the southern side of Woolwich Road, between Tiree Avenue and Glenview
Road. It has an area of 1,031sqm with a frontage of 23.165 metres. It has a slope of 0.31
metres down to the street and a cross slope of 0.36 metres down to the east along the frontage.
The site is occupied by a tennis court which formed part of the single storey heritage listed
dwelling to the west. It has vehicular access off the western end of the Woolwich Road frontage.
Adjoining and surrounding development comprises mostly one storey and some two storey
dwelling houses.
4.

PROPERTY HISTORY

The subject development application was refused under delegated authority on 31 May 2017 for
eight (8) reasons as set out below.

Item 4.2

1.

The proposal does not satisfy the provisions of Section 79C of the
Environmental
Planning & Assessment Act 1979 in relation to clauses
(1)(a)(i), (iii), (b)(c)(d) and (e).

2.

It does not comply with the aims of the LEP under clause 1.2(2)(a) and
clause 2.2.3 and 2.2.4 of DCP 2013 in that it does not maintain and
enhance the character and identity of the established neighbourhood in
Hunters Hill

3.

Part of the proposed development encroaches on the minimum 6 metre
rear boundary setback as set out under clause 3.3.3 of DCP 2013.
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4.

The proposal would be detrimental to the heritage significance of that part
of the Conservation Area and to the adjoining listed heritage item and is not
satisfactory to the Conservation Advisory Panel or to Council’s Heritage
Adviser.

5.

There will be a loss of privacy for the adjoining residents at No.33 Woolwich
Road due to the size and location of the windows on the proposed upper
level thus being in conflict with clause 3.5.3 of DCP 2013.

6.

The landscape plan is not satisfactory to Council’s tree consultants or to
Council’s Environmental Health & Building Surveyor in terms of AS 1926.12012

7.

The proposal would create an undesirable precedent for Council.

8.

The proposal would not be in the public interest.

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:
No
SREP (Sydney Harbour Catchment 2005):
No
Development Control Plan 2013:
Yes
Listed Heritage item:
No
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 was referred to Council’s Environmental Health and Building Surveyor who
advised by memo that there is a non-compliance with the BCA in relation to the proposed
cinema.
7.3

Heritage

As stated within the body of the report, the property is within the vicinity of heritage items and
within 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: The lot was previously listed as part of Item 358 (Lot 20, DP 3202;
Lot 1, DP 301719), “Eurondella” formerly “Brynestyn”, later “Ulan”.
Item 4.2
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It is within Hunters Hill Conservation Area C1 (“The Peninsula”) and within the
vicinity of items at 25, 27, 42 and 48 Woolwich Road, and 25 and 25A Glenview
Crescent. The stone wall to the Woolwich Road boundary is also part of a listed
item.
Proposal: construction of new two-storey dwelling, swimming pool and landscaping on
former tennis court.
Statement of Heritage Impact: by Bruce Lay (for original proposal).
Comments: The previous comments relating to the proposal are:
This proposal was considered by The Conservation Advisory Panel [CAP] at its meeting
of April 2017, the minutes for which are (in part):
The Panel had considered the proposed development at its meeting of 15
February 2017, the minutes for which are:
Setback: the proposal is sited at a lesser setback to Woolwich
Road than the single storey heritage items at 25, 27 and 29
Woolwich Road, and the house at 33 Woolwich Road.
Two Storey: the two storey nature of the house, together with its
Modern stylistic influences will have adverse impacts on the
streetscape of Woolwich Road. The upper level should be set back
at a substantial distance from a greater setback of the building as
a whole to alleviate impact on the streetscape.
Materials: there was discussion as to the appropriateness of the
proposed external materials, finishes and colours of the proposal.
These include a range of grey painted/ prefinished elements,
timber detailing, off-form concrete, dry-stacked stone and slate-like
paving.
It was concluded that the range of colours may be appropriate but
the extent of dry-stacked stonework and off-form concrete should
be reviewed with regard to extent and the context of the property.
“Flat” Roof: the proposed flat roof and lack of eaves, while
somewhat consistent with the Modern influence of the design, is
considered adverse to the character of the conservation area,
where buildings have predominantly pitched roofs and eaves.
The proposal has been amended following the above comments and the
Panel invited to comment on the changes.
While it is acknowledged that the front setback has been amended to be
more in line with the adjoining residences, the Panel is of the view that it
does not reflect the “averaging” of the setback sufficiently.
There was discussion as to the response of the design to the character of
the conservation area as sought in Part 2.2 of Hunters Hill DCP 2013, and
whether the proposal is consistent with this character. The conclusion
reached is that it is not, and the proponent was invited to further consider
the design in terms of the scale, character, use of materials, roof form (it is
considered that a pitched roof would go much of the way to assuage the
Panel’s concerns by unifying the building composition), and discuss further
with the Panel.
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The s82A documents were prepared following discussions with the architect, Michael
Munro. The amending scheme includes:


Pitched roofs with eaves.

Recommendation: request amending design/ drawings that reflect the above
comments for review by the CAP. In the absence of amending drawings, refuse the
application.
The application was forwarded to the Conservation Advisory Panel meeting of 19 April 2017.
The minutes for this item are as follows:The Panel was addressed by architect, Michael Munro, and Andrew Martin, planner.
The subject property is within Hunters Hill Conservation Area C1 (“The Peninsula”)
and adjoins Item 358 (“Eurondella”- it was formerly the tennis court to “Eurondella,
though a separate lot). It is also within the vicinity of items at 25 & 27 Woolwich
Road, and 25 & 27 Glenview Crescent.
The Panel had considered the proposed development at its meeting of 15th February
2017, the minutes for which are:
Setback: the proposal is sited at a lesser setback to Woolwich Road than
the single storey heritage items at 25, 27 and 29 Woolwich Road, and the
house at 33 Woolwich Road.
Two Storey: the two storey nature of the house, together with its Modern
stylistic influences will have adverse impacts on the streetscape of
Woolwich Road. The upper level should be set back at a substantial
distance from a greater setback of the building as a whole to alleviate
impact on the streetscape.
Materials: there was discussion as to the appropriateness of the proposed
external materials, finishes and colours of the proposal. These include a
range of grey painted/ prefinished elements, timber detailing, off-form
concrete, dry-stacked stone and slate-like paving.
It was concluded that the range of colours may be appropriate but the
extent of dry-stacked stonework and off-form concrete should be reviewed
with regard to extent and the context of the property.
“Flat” Roof: the proposed flat roof and lack of eaves, while somewhat
consistent with the Modern influence of the design, is considered adverse
to the character of the conservation area, where buildings have
predominantly pitched roofs and eaves.
The proposal has been amended following the above comments and the Panel
invited to comment on the changes.
While it is acknowledge that the front setback has been amended to be more in line
with the adjoining residences, the Panel is of the view that it does not reflect the
“averaging” of the setback sufficiently.
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There was discussion as to the response of the design to the character of the
conservation area as sought in Part 2.2 of Hunters Hill DCP 2013, and whether the
proposal is consistent with this character. The conclusion reached is that it is not,
and the proponent was invited to further consider the design in terms of the scale,
character, use of materials, roof form (it is considered that a pitched roof would go
much of the way to assuage the Panel’s concerns by unifying the building
composition), and discuss further with the Panel.
Committee Resolution: That the Manager, Development & Regulatory Control, be
advised of the CAP’s comments at this stage, and its desire to further discuss the
proposal once further amended.
On balance, and taking into account the responses from the Heritage Adviser and the
Conservation Advisory Panel, it is considered that this amended proposal is still unacceptable in
terms of streetscape, scale, bulk and character in its setting based on the requirements of LEP
2012 and DCP 2013.
In this case, it is considered that new development should be single storey or single storey with
attic, and not a substantially two storey development. Further, the architectural design should
better reflect the requirements of the heritage conservation area as well as the heritage
significance of the adjoining and nearby local heritage items. From a streetscape perspective,
the amending development is still unacceptable in that the dwelling with a low pitched roof will
present a flat roofed appearance to the street which is contrary to the provisions of clause 2.2.4
of DCP 2013.
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 this application.
7.5

Parks & Landscape

The application was referred to Council’s tree and landscape officer who advised by memo that
inadequate information had been provided to Council to be able to properly assess the application
from a landscaping perspective both design and protection for existing trees to be retained.
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.
9.2

Regional Environmental Plans (REPs) – Deemed SEPPs

Not applicable.
9.3

Other Legislation

Not Applicable.
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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 Low 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

Proposed

Control

Compliance

HEIGHT
STOREYS
LANDSCAPED AREA

7.6 metres
2 storeys
56.3%

8.5 metres
2 storeys
50%

Yes
Yes
Yes

10.3

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 7.6 metres and 2 storeys 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 56.3% would be above 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.
10.9

Street Frontage

Not Applicable.
10.10

Dual Occupancy

Not Applicable.
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Foreshore Building Lines

Not Applicable.
10.12

River Front Area

Not Applicable.
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

REQUIRED/PERMISSIBLE

PROPOSED

COMPLIANCE

HEIGHT
Ridge
External walls
Storeys

8.5 metres
7.2 metres
2

7.6 metres
7.0 metres
2

Yes
Yes
Yes

50% minimum

56.3%

Yes

Predom. Building line
6 metres
1.5 metres
1.5 metres

10.55 metres
2.5 metres
1.5 metres
2.0 metres

Yes
No
Yes
Yes

Predom. Building Line
1 metre
1 metre
1 metre

38.6 metres
1.2 metres
13.6 metres
1.2 metres

Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes

Landscaped Area
BOUNDARY SETBACKS
Dwelling house
North (Front)
South (Rear)
East (Side)
West (Side)
Pool
North (front)
South (rear)
East (side)
West (side)

Planning Policy – All Development
The proposal does not comply 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 does not comply with the relevant objectives under Part 2 of Consolidated
Development Control Plan 2013.
River Front Area
Not Applicable
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Height
Complies.
Front, Side & Rear Setbacks
The figures given in the table above are those of the original DA plans as submitted to Council.
In this case, the single storey section at the rear of the new dwelling will be sited to within 2.5
metres of the rear boundary instead of 6 metres as per clause 3.3.3 of DCP 2013.
With the refused development application, the rear setback of the ‘cabana’ was even less at
565mm.
For a site this wide and of large area, there is no reasonable justification for this non-conformity
of the rear setback for the new dwelling.
Landscaped Area
Complies.
Solar Access
This s.82A application was not accompanied by a set of shadow diagrams as raised by the
objectors in their response to this application. The original development application did have
shadow diagrams as part of its documentation and featured the single storey ‘cabana’ sited
565mm from the rear (south) boundary. This s.82A proposal shows the ‘cabana’ to be sited 2.5
metres from the rear boundary which in real terms would have little to no effect on the midwinter shadows for the residents to the south.
The original shadow diagrams however do not make it clear as to the likely effect of the
shadows on the adjoining premises. It is therefore stated that if approval is to be granted by
Council to this s.82A application, better detailed shadow diagrams will be required to be
produced such that such shadow effects can be easily interpreted.
Privacy
It is considered that with the current layout of the proposed dwelling, there will be no undue loss
of privacy for the adjoining residents.
Views
There will be no loss of shared water views as a result of this development.
Car Parking
Complies.
Garages & Carports
Complies.
Fences
The existing low height sandstone fence will be retained with an opening being cut in the centre for the
new pedestrian gate. The existing vehicular gates at the western end of the front fence will be
upgraded.
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12.2

Other DCPs, Codes and Policies



Hunter’s Hill Council S94A Developer Contributions Plan 2011

13.

THE LIKELY IMPACTS OF THE DEVELOPMENT

This report has been assessed on the plans subsequently submitted with the s.82A review
application.
The proposed development will create a new part two storey and part single storey dwelling
based on the changes to the plans submitted with this s.82A application.
The proposed development is also deemed unsatisfactory in that:


It does not comply with the aims of the LEP under clause 1.2(2)(a) and clause 2.2.3
and 2.2.4 of DCP 2013 in that it does not maintain and enhance the character and
identity of the established neighbourhood in Hunters Hill.



The proposal does not comply with the 6 metre rear setback as required under
clause 3.3.3 of DCP 2013.



The development does not comply with the front boundary upper level setback of 5
metres from the front façade of the dwelling under clause 3.3.3 of DCP 2013.



There are no comprehensive shadow diagrams submitted with these s.82A review
plans.



The landscape plan is unsatisfactory to Council’s tree and landscape officer.



There are BCA concerns in relation to the cinema as expressed by Council’s
Environmental Health & Building Surveyor.

In terms of major changes to the development plans from the original ones that were subject of
a refusal, the rear section of the dwelling was altered in setback from 565mm to 2.5 metres
excluding the eaves. This was not deemed a ‘cabana’ and requires a 6 metre setback under
clause 3.3.3 of DCP 2013.
The change from a flat roof to a low pitched roof will not be obvious from a streetscape
perspective. This is contrary to clause 2.2.4 (b)(iv) of DCP 2013.
On balance, and taking into account the responses from the Heritage Adviser and the
Conservation Advisory Panel, it is considered that this amended proposal is still unacceptable in
terms of streetscape, scale, bulk and character in its setting based on the requirements of LEP
2012 and DCP 2013.
In this case, it is considered that new development should be single storey or single storey with
attic, and not a substantially two storey development. Further, the architectural design should
better respect the requirements of the heritage conservation area as well as the heritage
significance of the adjoining and nearby local heritage items. From a streetscape perspective,
the amending development is still unacceptable in that the dwelling with a low pitched roof will
present a flat roofed appearance to the street which is contrary to the provisions of clause 2.2.4
of DCP 2013.
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SUBMISSIONS

The proposed development was notified in accordance with Council’s Consolidated
Development Control Plan 2013 for a period of thirty (30) days commencing on the 9 August
2017. Within the specified time period three (3) submissions were received. Copies of the
submissions are attached to the report.
NOTIFICATION REQUIRED
NUMBER NOTIFIED
SUBMISSIONS RECEIVED
Name & Address of Respondents
Harriet & Alexander Hromas
1 Tiree Avenue
HUNTERS HILL

Anthony & Carolyn Protas
27 Woolwich Road
HUNTERS HILL

Annette & Charles Kent
33 Woolwich Road
HUNTERS HILL

Item 4.2

YES
10
SUMMARY OF SUBMISSIONS
 The elevation still forms a 2-storey façade totally out
of character with adjoining properties which are all
single storey bungalows
 The setback from the rear is 2.6 metres and the wall
height is 2.7 metres. The DCP requirements are not
met as the ‘cabana’ at the back of the proposed
dwelling is not an isolated structure and its height
exceeds the allowance
 The shading diagrams have not been amended
from the original. The entire building has been
moved south with minor change to elevations and
this will negatively impact us
 We would request that if an approval is granted that
a condition of that approval be: that no trees be
planted along the southern and eastern boundaries
of the development that will negatively impact the
solar access of our property or affect the
foundations or drainage
 The proposed development presents a massive
modernistic two (2) storey dwelling house which is
at complete odds architecturally with its surrounding
dwellings, and which we consider to be a total
overdevelopment of the site
 From the plans provided it would also appear that
the proposal will be situated in front of the existing
building line to ours and neighbouring homes
between Tiree Avenue and Glenview Crescent
 Under the heading ‘Loss of Vegetation’ – the
massive height, scale and bulk that this proposal
presents will now have the feeling of being
completely closed in on all sides and will completely
dominate private open space
 Completely dominate the front elevation facing
Woolwich Road, but there appears to be very little
relief in height along the whole length of the building
an both the western and eastern elevations which
when viewed from ours and our neighbouring
properties will give a feeling of being totally closed
in
 Under the heading ‘Existing Character and
Setbacks’ – a second storey should be located a
minimum of 5 metres behind the alignment of the
ground floor façade. This requirement is not met
 HHDCP 3.3.3 rear boundary setbacks (a) requires a
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minimum setback of 6 metres. The so called
‘Cabana’ is totally connected to the dwelling and
has internal access so is an integral part of the
dwelling. This requirement is not met
 Planting trees near our boundary would inevitably
cause problems with our sewer and stormwater
lines. We therefore request that in the event Council
approves this DA, a condition of such approval be
that no trees are to be planted along the boundary
with 33 Woolwich Road that their roots will
compromise the house foundations and sewer and
stormwater lines adjacent to the common boundary
 The applicant has not submitted new shadow
diagrams. We need to understand the effects on our
property of the relocated structure and added eaves
and therefore require suitable and complete
Shadow Diagrams
The main issues of concern outlining the objections are discussed below:


The elevation still forms a 2-storey façade totally out of character with
adjoining properties which are all single storey bungalows

Comment: It is agreed that this amended part two storey and part single storey dwelling is out
of character and out of scale with the adjoining and nearby dwelling houses in this locality.


The setback from the rear is 2.6 metres and the wall height is 2.7 metres. The
DCP requirements are not met as the ‘cabana’ at the back of the proposed
dwelling is not an isolated structure and its height exceeds the allowance

Comment: This issue raised by the resident is agreed to and is used as a reason for refusal of
this s.82A application for review of the original refusal.


The shading diagrams have not been amended from the original. The entire
building has been moved south with minor change to elevations and this will
negatively impact us

Comment: No amending shadow diagrams have been submitted with the amending plans for
this s.82A application. The shadow effects due to the increased rear setback of the ‘cabana’
however should be reduced compared to the shadows for the recently refused application
however, such plans did not clarify the shadow effects on the living areas of the adjoining
dwellings.


We would request that if an approval is granted that a condition of that
approval be: that no trees be planted along the southern and eastern
boundaries of the development that will negatively impact the solar access of
our property or affect the foundations or drainage

Comment: These particular concerns of the neighbours are very reasonable and would
necessarily be taken into account by Council’s tree consultants should a form of approval be
granted to this application.


Item 4.2

The proposed development presents a massive modernistic two (2) storey
dwelling house which is at complete odds architecturally with its surrounding
dwellings, and which we consider to be a total overdevelopment of the site
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Comment: It is agreed that this amended part two storey and part single storey dwelling is out
of character and out of scale with the adjoining and nearby dwelling houses in this locality. It
could not however be argued that the proposal represents an overdevelopment of the site as it
complies with height and landscaped area, although it does breach the rear setback
requirement of DCP 2013 which could easily be redesigned for overall compliance.


From the plans provided it would also appear that the proposal will be
situated in front of the existing building line to ours and neighbouring homes
between Tiree Avenue and Glenview Crescent

Comment: It is considered that if the proposed development were to be a single storey
structure, the front setback as set out for this proposal would be acceptable. That is a refusal on
the basis of breach of the building line would be difficult to substantiate under appeal conditions.
The dwellings towards the western end of this block are deemed to be excessively setback from
the Woolwich Road alignment.


Under the heading ‘Loss of Vegetation’ – the massive height, scale and bulk
that this proposal presents will now have the feeling of being completely
closed in on all sides and will completely dominate private open space

Comment: It is agreed that this amended part two storey and part single storey dwelling is out
of character and out of scale with the adjoining and nearby dwelling houses in this part of the
local streetscape. Any private open space area for adjoining residents will be dominated by the
proposed two storey structure.


Completely dominate the front elevation facing Woolwich Road, but there
appears to be very little relief in height along the whole length of the building
an both the western and eastern elevations which when viewed from ours and
our neighbouring properties will give a feeling of being totally closed in

Comment: These points of concern of the residents are agreed with and are incorporated as
reasons for refusal in the recommendation.


Under the heading ‘Existing Character and Setbacks’ – a second storey
should be located a minimum of 5 metres behind the alignment of the ground
floor façade. This requirement is not met

Comment: This point of concern of the residents is agreed with and is incorporated as a reason
for refusal in the recommendation. In any case, it is considered that the appropriate form for a
new dwelling in this setting should not exceed one storey.


HHDCP 3.3.3 rear boundary setbacks (a) requires a minimum setback of 6
metres. The so called ‘Cabana’ is totally connected to the dwelling and has
internal access so is an integral part of the dwelling. This requirement is not
met

Comment: This point of concern of the residents is agreed with the minimal setback contrary to
the 6 metre minimum requirement as set out in the DCP is incorporated as a reason for refusal
in the recommendation.


Item 4.2

Planting trees near our boundary would inevitably cause problems with our
sewer and stormwater lines. We therefore request that in the event Council
approves this DA, a condition of such approval be that no trees are to be
planted along the boundary with 33 Woolwich Road that their roots will
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compromise the house foundations and sewer and stormwater lines adjacent
to the common boundary
Comment: These particular concerns of the neighbours are very reasonable and would
necessarily be taken into account by Council’s tree consultants should a form of approval be
granted to this application.


The applicant has not submitted new shadow diagrams. We need to
understand the effects on our property of the relocated structure and added
eaves and therefore require suitable and complete Shadow Diagrams

Comment: No amending shadow diagrams have been submitted with the amending plans for
this s.82A application. The shadow effects however should be reduced compared to the recently
refused application, however, such plans did not clarify the shadow effects on the living areas of
the adjoining dwellings.
CONCLUSION
The proposed development is considered undesirable and not in compliance with the general
character provisions of LEP 2012 and DCP 2013. In this case, it is considered that the
appropriate form of development for a new dwelling on this site would be single storey, with or
without an attic and in character with the adjoining and nearby dwellings in this locality. That is,
a full two storey dwelling would be substantially out of scale as well as out of character in its
setting and as such, the s.82A application for review of the original development refusal is
recommended for refusal.
The responses from the Conservation Advisory Panel plus Council’s Heritage Adviser are such
that from a heritage point of view, the proposal is unsatisfactory in its setting being the heritage
conservation area and in the vicinity of locally listed heritage items.
The proposed development is inconsistent with the aims and objectives of LEP 2012. Approval of
this proposal would create an undesirable precedent undermining Council’s planning objectives.
The proposal has been assessed in terms of the public interest and following compliance with the
relevant development standards and objectives in Consolidated DCP 2013 and LEP 2012.
On balance, and taking into account the responses from the Heritage Adviser and the
Conservation Advisory Panel, it is considered that this amended proposal is still unacceptable in
terms of streetscape, scale, bulk and character in its setting based on the requirements of LEP
2012 and DCP 2013.
In this case, it is considered that new development should be single storey or single storey with
attic, and not a substantially two storey development. Further, the architectural design should
better respect the requirements of the heritage conservation area as well as the heritage
significance of the adjoining and nearby local heritage items. From a streetscape perspective,
the amending development is still unacceptable in that the dwelling will with a low pitched roof
will present a flat roofed appearance to the street which is contrary to the provisions of clause
2.2.4 of DCP 2013.
Approval therefore would create an undesirable precedent based on the controls set under LEP
2012 and DCP 2013.
The proposal has been assessed having regard to the relevant matters for consideration under
section 79C and section 82A of the Environmental Planning and Assessment Act, Hunters Hill
Local Environmental Plan 2012 and Consolidated Development Control Plan 2013. For the
reasons outlined in this report it is considered that the proposed development would impact on
the desired character of the Hunters Hill local area and approval would create an undesirable
Item 4.2
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precedent for Council. Accordingly, it is considered the application for review of the amending
plans under s.82A of the Act to address the reasons for Council’s earlier refusal in its present
form should be confirmed , i.e. refused.
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.
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RECOMMENDATION
That the section 82A review application for the Development Application No.2017/1004 for the
construction of a new dwelling house plus a swimming pool at No.29 Woolwich Road, Hunters
Hill be refused for the following reasons:
1.

The proposal does not satisfy the provisions of Section 79C or Section 82A of the
Environmental Planning & Assessment Act 1979 in relation to clauses (1)(a)(i), (iii),
(b)(c)(d) and (e).

2.

It does not comply with the aims of the LEP under clause 1.2(2)(a) and clause 2.2.3
and 2.2.4 of DCP 2013 in that it does not maintain and enhance the character and
identity of the established neighbourhood in Hunters Hill.

3.

The proposed two storey development will be out of scale and out of character with
the adjoining and nearby developments in the streetscape on this part of Woolwich
Road.

4.

The proposal will detrimentally affect the heritage significance of this part of the local
heritage Conservation Area as well as the heritage significance of the adjoining and
nearby locally heritage listed dwelling houses.

5.

That part of the proposal relating to the low pitched roof is not acceptable in the
streetscape as it will appear as a flat roofed structure contrary to clause 2.2.4(b)(iv)
of DCP 2013.

6.

Part of the proposed development encroaches on the minimum 6 metre rear
boundary setback as set out under clause 3.3.3 of DCP 2013.

7.

The proposal is contrary to the provisions of clause 3.3.3 of DCP 2013 in relation to
the lack of an upper level setback of 5 metres from the front façade of the proposed
dwelling

8.

The proposal would be detrimental to the heritage significance of that part of the
Conservation Area and to the adjoining listed heritage item and is not satisfactory to
the Conservation Advisory Panel or to Council’s Heritage Adviser.

9.

The landscape plan is not satisfactory to Council’s tree and landscape officer.

10.

The proposed development does not satisfy the BCA requirements in relation to the
proposed upper level cinema.

11.

No amending and comprehensive shadow diagrams were submitted with the s.82A
review documentation.

12.

The proposal would create an undesirable precedent for Council.

13.

The proposal would not be in the public interest.

ATTACHMENTS
1.
2.
3.

Item 4.2

Locality Map ⇩
Plans ⇩
Submissions ⇩
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ITEM NO

:

4.3

SUBJECT

:

DELEGATED AUTHORITY REPORT

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:337651

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

Zone
DA2017-1069
R2
Notification
N/A
Yes
Value
Anthony Tsoukalas
$427,389
Landscaped Area
78 Barons Crescent,
58.9%
Hunters Hill
Date lodged
1a
24 May 2017
Determination Date 21 Sept 2017
Shahram Zadgan
Alterations and additions including rear ground floor extension
Approval
Zone
DA 1998-1078-2
Notification
N/A
Value
Kyoung Sub Cha
Landscaped Area
57 Gladesville Road,
Hunters Hill
Date lodged
6
Determination Date
Shahram Zadgan
Application for restaurant – s96 Modification –
hours to 7.30am to 11.00pm Monday to Sunday
Approval

B4 Mixed Use
Yes
N/A
N/A
10 Aug 2017
9 Oct 2017
Extend trading

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 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
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:338118

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 ⇩
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ITEM NO

:

6.1

SUBJECT

:

WILDLIFE PROTECTION AREAS DECLARED FOR
BORONIA PARK AND BUFFALO CREEK RESERVE

CSP OUTCOME

:

ENHANCED MANAGEMENT OF BUSHLAND AND ITS
BIODIVERSITY

DELIVERY PLAN
STRATEGY

:

INCREASE KNOWLEDGE OF LOCAL ECOSYSTEM
VALUES AND POTENTIAL IMPACTS

REPORTING OFFICER

:

JACQUI VOLLMER
Ref:335945

INTRODUCTION
Boronia Park and Buffalo Creek Reserve form part of a regionally significant wildlife corridor
along the Lane Cove River. The value of native wildlife residing so close to the CBD is
supported by the community through sightings reported to Council and an appreciation of the
contribution our local wildlife makes to their quality of life. However, the ability of these reserves
to support viable, long-term populations of native animals is compromised by feral animals and
uncontrolled domestic pets.
Council and regional programs assist with the control of feral animals. The declaration of
Wildlife Protection Areas (WPAs) designated under the NSW Companion Animals Act 1998
allows for cats to be prohibited from key wildlife habitat areas. Studies show that predation of
native wildlife by cats (both feral and domestic) can have serious implications for the viability of
native species, particularly small birds and reptiles in urban bushland. Active management of
cats in bushland is most successfully carried out through targeted education of local residents
and strategic trapping programs in designated WPAs.
This report seeks the support of Council to declare Boronia Park and Buffalo Creek Reserve as
WPAs to manage cat predation of native fauna and legally require pet owners to prevent pet
cats from entering these reserves. Community education is also essential for encouraging
responsible behaviour and providing pet owners with the information necessary to understand
the impact their cat is having on wildlife and bushland.
REPORT
Hunter’s Hill Council has approximately 35 Ha of bushland within 14 reserves. Urban pressures
on these bushland reserves include: the spread of weeds from residential backyards into
bushland; dumping of soil and green waste in bushland; vegetation clearing and tree vandalism;
uncontrolled stormwater, illegal connections and leaking pipes; competition with or predation by
feral animals; and uncontrolled domestic pets.
Native wildlife are particularly vulnerable to these urban pressures especially those that relate to
interactions with non-native animals. Competition with introduced species for scare habitat
resources and predation by foxes and cats are limiting factors for the long-term survivability of
many native species.
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Managing the impact of introduced predators on native wildlife is problematic, particularly in
urban areas where the ability of land managers to implement integrated control programs is
compromised by a range of factors. Hunter’s Hill Council has been an active member of the
Vertebrate Pest Committee (formerly Urban Feral Animal Action Group) since its formation,
joining over 14 other local Councils and public land managers (including the National Parks and
Wildlife Service), to undertake regionally coordinated fox control since 2000. This highly
successful program has seen the recovery of a number of native fauna species across the
Sydney-north region including Swamp Wallabies, Long-nosed Bandicoots and the Australian
Brush Turkey.
However management of cat predation in Hunter’s Hill bushland reserves has not been effective
to date. This is mainly due to a legislative loop-hole in the NSW Companion Animals Act 1998
which allows domestic cats to freely roam regardless of land tenure. Although Section 32 of the
Act provides protection for native animals (other than vermin) from cat predation, the offending
cat must be observed injuring an animal in order to be impounded. The likelihood of a cat being
observed in these bushland reserves in the act of injuring native wildlife is highly improbable.
Evidence based research into the impact of cat predation on native wildlife is relatively well
documented. Predation by feral cats is listed as a Key Threatening Process under the
Biodiversity Conservation Act 2016.
One of the most effective measures for providing native wildlife with consistent protection from
predation by cats (either domestic or feral) is through the declaration of key bushland reserves
as WPAs under the Companion Animals Act 1998. Domestic cats are prohibited from entering
WPAs placing responsibility onto their owners to ensure they do not allow their pets to freely
roam into these bushland reserves of native fauna conservation significance. If cats were to
enter declared WPAs, Council Officers would be authorised to capture and impound the cat in a
similar way that stray or nuisance dogs are currently dealt with.
Council would be required to install signage at all formal entrances to Boronia Park and Buffalo
Creek Reserve if declared as WPAs. Reserve neighbours would also be informed of the
amended status of these reserves and their subsequent legal obligations. In addition an
education program would need to be conducted to educate cat owners with regards to
responsible pet ownership. Domestic cats intercepted in the WPA during periodic trapping
programs would be returned to its owner with a caution on the first occasion and subsequently
the owner would be fined for breaching the WPA conditions if trapped again. The Companion
Animals Act 1998 allows for fines up to $880 for offences relating to cats in prohibited areas
such as WPAs.
Previous bird surveys from 1998-1999/2010-2013 had a total of 76 bird species for Boronia
Park and Buffalo Creek Reserve. Recent bird surveys from 2013-16 have identified 63 species.
Autumn surveys identified 28 (2014), 24 (2015), and 29 (2016) species. Spring/Summer surveys
identified 33 (2013), 27 (2014), and 36 (2015) species. Two Powerful Owls were recorded in the
October 2015 survey along Brick makers Creek. Rainbow lorikeets were by far the most
common bird (221 over 3 years). 21 species of smaller birds and/or indicator species were
recorded in previous bird surveys and 20 species in recent 2013-16 bird surveys. In addition a
fauna study conducted in Boronia Park in 1998-99 recorded 5 species of native mammals, 12
species of reptiles and 2 species of frogs. The NSW National Parks and Wildlife Service Wildlife
Atlas indicates 82 species of native animal have been recorded in the Hunters Hill LGA.
CONCLUSION
Predation by foxes and cats on our local native wildlife is a contributing factor to the decline in
diversity of species in Boronia Park and Buffalo Creek Reserve and the ability of wildlife
populations to remain viable in the future. Council’s management of wildlife predation by cats
whether they are domestic or feral would be considerably improved through both community
education and statutory regulation.
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The declaration of Boronia Park and Buffalo Creek Reserve as WPAs under the NSW
Companion Animals Act 1998 would place responsibility on cat owners to ensure their pets do
not enter these reserves. In addition Council can convey a positive and consistent message to
the community regarding responsible cat ownership without the need for potential regulatory
action in all bushland reserves. With the support of Council, the next step would be to place the
declaration of Boronia Park and Buffalo Creek Reserve as WPAs on public exhibition for thirty
days for feedback from the community.
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 2.2 enhanced management of bushland and its
biodiversity, specifically 2.2.4. increase knowledge of local ecosystems and potential impacts
i.e. cat predation on our local native wildlife.
RECOMMENDATION
1.

That Council receive the report and support the declaration of Wildlife Protection
Areas in Boronia Park and Buffalo Creek Reserve.

2.

That the declaration of Wildlife Protection Areas be placed on public exhibition for
thirty days and all affected adjoining residents be notified.

ATTACHMENTS
There are no attachments to this report.
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ITEM NO

:

8.1

SUBJECT

:

SUMMARY OF COUNCIL INVESTMENTS AS AT 31
AUGUST & 30 SEPTEMBER 2017

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:338109

INTRODUCTION
A summary of its investments is required to be reported to Council at the end of the month.
REPORT
SUMMARY OF COUNCIL'S INVESTMENTS AS AT 31 AUGUST 2017 (330/06)
Institution
CBA
CBA
CBA
CBA
CBA
CBA
CBA
CBA
NAB
NAB
NAB
NAB
IMB
IMB
Bankwest
Call

Reference
Term Deposit
Term Deposit
Term Deposit
Term Deposit
Term Deposit
Term Deposit
Term Deposit
Term Deposit
Term Deposit
Term Deposit
Term Deposit
Term Deposit
Term Deposit
Term Deposit
Term Deposit
24 HR Call

CBA

General

Total

$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$

Principal
1,360,731.47
1,027,947.37
1,860,783.08
804,536.99
754,345.89
500,000.00
500,000.00
1,000,000.00
1,166,892.50
1,175,633.49
1,165,809.16
2,085,458.95
2,479,240.85
2,582,998.03
910,939.11
551,927.84
19,927,244.73

$1,846,616.88

Lodged
6.7.17
5.6.17
30.8.17
23.8.17
29.8.17
11.8.17
11.8.17
30.8.17
10.7.17
7.8.17
5.6.17
24.7.17
28.7.17
28.7.17
18.7.17

Term
91
91
90
90
32
31
66
61
91
91
92
91
91
91
90

Matures
5.10.17
4.9.17
28.11.17
21.11.17
29.9.17
11.9.17
16.10.17
30.10.17
9.10.17
7.11.17
4.9.17
23.10.17
27.10.17
27.10.17
16.10.17

Rate
2.31
2.34
2.25
2.25
1.92
1.92
2.15
2.16
2.42
2.4
2.45
2.4
2.45
2.45
2.35
1.25

31.8.2017 Bank Account Balance

$ 21,773,861.61

Certification – Responsible Accounting Officer
The investments listed above have been made in accordance with the Local Government Act
1993, the Local Government (General) Regulation 2005 and Council’s policy on investments.
The above Investments include the following estimated restrictions
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Internal Restrictions
Office Equipment & Furniture
Town Hall
Replacement of Plant
Elections
Employee Leave Entitlements
Insurance Reserve
Safety & Welfare Expenses OH&S
Incentive
Other
Deposits
Total Internal Restrictions
External Restrictions
S94
Grants
Domestic Waste Management
Special Environmental Levy
Special Community Facilities
Special Roads
Other Infrastructure Special Rate
Total External Restrictions
Total Restrictions
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Actual as at 31 August 2017
$253,791.04
$249,130.00
$585,012.85
$119,770.60
$703,001.96
$58,659.78
$31,045.45
$20,000.00
$2,657,417.07
$ 4,677,828.75

$1,009,701.90
$137,373.90
$279,914.73
$365,012.25
$1,079,728.68
$367,202.74
$503,631.12
$3,742,565.32
$ 8,420,394.07
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SUMMARY OF COUNCIL'S INVESTMENTS AS AT 30 SEPTEMBER 2017 (330/06)
Institution
CBA
CBA
CBA
CBA
CBA
CBA
CBA
CBA
CBA
NAB
NAB
NAB
NAB
IMB
IMB
Bankwest
Call

Reference
Term Deposit
Term Deposit
Term Deposit
Term Deposit
Term Deposit
Term Deposit
Term Deposit
Term Deposit
Term Deposit
Term Deposit
Term Deposit
Term Deposit
Term Deposit
Term Deposit
Term Deposit
Term Deposit
24 HR Call

Principal
$ 1,360,731.47
$ 1,033,944.39
$ 1,860,783.08
$
804,536.99
$
755,536.31
$
500,000.00
$ 1,000,000.00
$
600,000.00
$
750,000.00
$ 1,166,892.50
$ 1,175,633.49
$ 1,173,075.51
$ 2,085,458.95
$ 2,479,240.85
$ 2,582,998.03
$
910,939.11
$
452,743.18
$ 20,692,513.86

Lodged
6.7.17
4.9.17
30.8.17
23.8.17
29.9.17
11.8.17
30.8.17
15.9.17
4.9.17
10.7.17
7.8.17
4.9.17
24.7.17
28.7.17
28.7.17
18.7.17

Term
91
60
90
90
60
66
61
31
30
91
92
91
91
91
91
90

CBA

General

$1,048,216.46

30.9.17

Bank Account Balance

Total

Matures
5.10.17
3.11.17
28.11.17
21.11.17
28.11.17
16.10.17
30.10.17
16.10.17
4.10.17
9.10.17
7.11.17
4.12.17
23.10.17
27.10.17
27.10.17
16.10.17

Rate
2.31
2.17
2.25
2.25
2.14
2.15
2.16
1.92
1.92
2.42
2.40
2.45
2.40
2.45
2.45
2.35
1.25

$ 21,740,730.32

Certification – Responsible Accounting Officer
The investments listed above have been made in accordance with the Local Government Act
1993, the Local Government (General) Regulation 2005 and Council’s policy on investments.
The above Investments include the following estimated restrictions
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Internal Restrictions

Actual as at 30 September 2017

Office Equipment & Furniture
Town Hall
Replacement of Plant
Elections
Employee Leave Entitlements
Insurance Reserve
Safety & Welfare Expenses OH&S
Incentive
Other
Deposits
Total Internal Restrictions

$253,791.04
$249,130.00
$585,012.85
$116,542.60
$703,001.96
$58,659.78
$30,296.45
$20,000.00
$2,653,063.25
$ 4,669,497.93

External Restrictions
S94
Grants
Domestic Waste Management
Special Environmental Levy
Special Community Facilities
Special Roads
Other Infrastructure Special Rate
Total External Restrictions

$1,030,169.90
$172,836.90
$279,914.73
$359,526.15
$1,065,274.72
$280,125.58
$503,631.12
$3,691,479.10

Total Restrictions

$

$
Total Investment as at:
31.10.16
30.11.16
31.12.16
31.1.17
28.2.17
31.3.17
30.4.17
31.5.17
30.6.17
31.7.17
31.8.17
30.9.17
Average Rate

Item 8.1

$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$

19,846,945
19,968,310
19,538,908
19,091,068
19,108,018
19,177,319
18,447,239
19,209,141
19,240,756
17,898,437
19,927,245
20,692,514

8,360,977.03

Portfolio
% Rate

90 Day BB
% Rate

2.24
2.43
2.41
2.46
2.46
2.45
2.44
2.43
2.39
2.39
2.30
2.29
2.39

1.74
1.76
1.78
1.78
1.78
1.79
1.77
1.74
1.72
1.70
1.70
1.72
1.75
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CONCLUSION
The investments listed above have been made in accordance with the Local Government Act
1993, the Local Government (General) Regulation 2005 and Council’s policy on investments.
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
Council is compliant with statutory reporting requirements
RECOMMENDATION
That the report be received and noted.
ATTACHMENTS
There are no attachments to this report.
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ITEM NO

:

8.2

SUBJECT

:

AMENDMENT TO COUNCIL'S FEES AND CHARGES
2017/18

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:338112

INTRODUCTION
In 2016 Council undertook a comprehensive review of the Playing Fields Policy as well as the
system of fees and charges for use of the Playing Fields.
REPORT
At Ordinary Meeting No. 4415 held 12 December 2016 Council resolved:
8.3

REVIEW OF FEES AND CHARGES - PLAYING FIELDS

412/16

RESOLVED on the motion of Clr McLaughlin, seconded Clr Bennett
5.

That Council increase Playing Fields Fees and Charges in 2017/2018 for
new and casual users as shown in Tables 3 and 4 in the report.

The Fees and Charges for 2017/18 were then compiled to include these changes to the Playing
Fields fees and charges.
Council at Ordinary Meeting No. 4423 held 26 June 2017 resolved as follows:
207/17

RESOLVED on the motion of Clr Bennett, seconded Clr Sheil
3.

That the Fees and Charges (including Waste Charges) for 2017/18 is
adopted.

However there was an oversight in the Fees and Charges 2017/18 relating to the Fees and
Charges for the use of Playing Fields by Personal Trainers. The annual fee shown was higher
than was intended.
The Commercial Personal Trainers section of the Fees and Charges 2017/18 should be
amended as follows – the incorrect fee is shown struck through and the correct fee is shown in
bold.
Commercial Personal Trainers
The basis for fees and charges for Personal Trainers has changed to a time based weekly fee
rather than a fee based on number of clients.
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2016/2017 Fee

Personal trainers
1-10 hours/week
Personal trainers
11-20 hours/week

Not Comparable

2017/2018
Fee/week
(Casual Users)
$30.00

Not Comparable

$60.00

2017/18
Fee/Year
(Regular Users)
$1560.00
$531.00
$3120.00
$1593.00

GST
Applies
Y/N
N/A
N/A

CONCLUSION
The Fees and Charges should be amended to correct this oversight. The amendment is of a
minor nature, reduces the fee and impacts a very small number of users, therefore is not of
such significance as to warrant re-exhibition.
The amended Fees and Charges should be uploaded to Council’s website with a note
identifying this correction.
FINANCIAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT
There is no direct financial impact on Council’s adopted budget as a result of this report. Only
one provider has been affected and they have been advised that a corrected invoice will be
forthcoming.
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
Councillors are well informed of issues and projects.
RECOMMENDATION
1.

That Council amend the Fees and Charges for Commercial Personal Trainers to
correct the Annual Fee as follows:
2016/2017 Fee

Personal trainers
1-10 hours/week
Personal trainers
11-20 hours/week

Not Comparable

2017/2018
Fee/week
(Casual Users)
$30.00

2017/18
Fee/Year
(Regular Users)
$531.00

GST
Applies
Y/N
N/A

Not Comparable

$60.00

$1593.00

N/A

ATTACHMENTS
There are no attachments to this report.
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ITEM NO

:

8.3

SUBJECT

:

COMMITTEES OF COUNCIL & DELEGATES

CSP OUTCOME

:

THERE IS A BROADER REPRESENTATION OF THE
COMMUNITY

DELIVERY PLAN
STRATEGY

:

COUNCIL WILL ENCOURAGE GREATER NUMBERS OF
COMMUNITY MEMBERS TO BE INVOLVED

REPORTING OFFICER

:

STEVE KOUREPIS
Ref:337159

INTRODUCTION
Council has in place a number Committees, Advisory Groups and Working Parties. The term of
office of these concluded with the term of Council at midnight on 8 September 2017. In addition
Council is represented on a number of external Committees/Organisations.
An important function of Council, as soon as practicable after the elections, is to adopt a
Committee structure and determine Committee membership and to nominate delegates to
external Committees/Organisations
These Committees, Advisory Groups and Working Parties are an integral part of promoting and
encouraging community engagement and involvement in local democracy.
REPORT
Committees and Advisory Committees
A number of Committees and Advisory Committees include community representatives, who are
generally appointed for a four-year term. However for this shorter Council term appointments
will be for a period of three years.
The Committee and Advisory Committee structure and philosophy is based on Council’s
adopted Good Governance Framework and Community Strategic Plan (Hunters Hill 2030).
Committee and Advisory Committee Membership
Council has adopted a formal requirement that nominations for membership of committees must
be made in writing so that Council could establish the qualifications required for community
membership of Committees.
It is not proposed that Council now require all community representatives to submit formal
resumes that detail qualifications, experience and skills relevant to the Committee for which they
are seeking membership, as many nominees will be seeking reappointment and will have
already provided evidence of their competence and contribution. However, any person who has
not previously been a member of a committee, or who is seeking membership of a committee
for a first time must complete a ‘Nomination Form’.
Where an applicant has not previously been a member of the Committee for which they are
nominating, they must also indicate areas of knowledge or experience that they may bring to the
Committee.
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Working Parties
This report also covers the continuation and formation of a number of ‘Working Parties’ for
specific tasks or events, rather than subjecting these functions to a full committee structure that
has the ability to inhibit or stifle activities through unnecessary bureaucratic process.
Recruitment of Community Representatives
In line with good administrative practice advertisements should be placed seeking community
members, including the requirement that all nominations must be received in writing.
In respect of Committees, Advisory Committees and Working Parties, if Council receives more
nominations than positions available, the above requirement will provide Council with the ability
to differentiate between nominees in a fair and equitable manner when determining
appointments to Committees.
Committee Structures
The Committees, Advisory Committees and Working Parties align to the overarching strategies
of Council that are articulated through the Community Strategic Plan, Delivery Program and
Operational Plan.
From a good governance perspective the Committees, Advisory Groups and Working Parties
also formally recognise that the Council Code of Conduct, Code of Meeting Practice and the
strategic objectives of the Council, bind them.
Advisory Groups and Working Parties should also provide regular reports to Council on
performance criteria set by Council.
The Rules for Committees, Advisory Groups and Working Parties can be found at Attachment 1.
The Local Government Act (1993) Meeting Regulations can be found at Attachment 2.
The inclusion of these sections addresses a number of areas of possible concern with
governance and conflict of interest, without creating an unworkable bureaucratic process that
stifles community enthusiasm and participation.
Why conflicts of interest are important
Most, if not all, corruption arises because of conflicts between the public interest and private,
professional, or commercial interests. This makes understanding and managing conflicts of
interest one of the most important aspects of building an organisations corruption resistance.
It is important that Councillors and Community Representatives recognise and understand that
the appointment of a Community Representative to a Committee, Advisory Group or Working
Party means that those persons are part of Council, that they represent the Council and that
they are bound by the Local Government Act (1993) and Regulations including the Council’s
Code of Conduct and other relevant legislation.
Proposed changes to Committee Structure and Membership
The complete schedule of Council Committees, Advisory Groups and Working Parties as well
as the external Committees to which Council nominates delegates is shown in Attachment 3. It
is suggested that some changes are required to improve operational efficiency of some
committees and working parties and these are summarised and highlighted in BOLD in the
Attachment 3.
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A number of committees, advisory groups and working parties are also recommended for
deletion as they did not function at all during the last term of Council, or their functions have
been absorbed elsewhere or they are no longer required.. These are shown with a strike
through in the Attachment 3.
Delegates and Representatives
There are a number of external groups and organisations, of which Council is a member. In
these cases Council is entitled to be represented by specific nominated delegates, who in a
number of cases may also exercise voting rights on behalf of Council. In the case of voting
delegates a vote may be cast on behalf of Council where the nominated representative has
been granted a specific delegation by Council to do so, or the exercise of a vote is in
accordance with a resolution of the Council. A list of these organisations is shown in Section 4
Attachment 3.
CONCLUSION
Hunters Hill 2030 is a living document and is our primary long-term strategic planning
document.
Without sound community feedback and engagement strategies the desired outcomes
contained in the plan will be difficult to achieve and modifications needed from time-to-time will
not be recognised, nor will they be dealt with as necessary.
The proposed Committee, Advisory Group and Working Party structure is an essential
management tool needed to assist Council and Council staff to deliver identified outcomes.
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
There are a number of Strategic Objectives and Outcomes identified in Hunters Hill 2030 that
require community engagement and participation. The Committee, Advisory Group and Working
Party structure proposed is an essential tool required to meet these needs over time.
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RECOMMENDATION
1.

That the Committee, Advisory Committee and Working Party structure as contained
in Appendix 3 be adopted.

2.

Council determine its Councillor Representatives for each Committee, Advisory
Committee and Working Party.
COMMITTEE

COUNCILLORS

GENERAL PURPOSE COMMITTEE

All Councillors

HUNTERS HILL LOCAL AREA TRAFFIC COMMITTEE

Mayor Clr Bennett
(or Mayor’s Nominee)

ART EXHIBITION ADVISORY COMMITTEE

Clr
Clr

CHILDREN’S SERVICES COMMITTEE

Clr

EVENTS COMMITTEE

Clr
Clr

JOINT LIBRARY SERVICE ADVISORY COMMITTEE

Clr
Clr

INTERNAL AUDIT COMMITTEE

Clr

PUBLIC ART COMMITTEE

Clr

REMUNERATION REVIEW COMMITTEE

Mayor Clr Bennett,
Clr
Clr

HUNTERS HILL VILLAGE MAINSTREET COMMITTEE

Clr
Clr

GLADESVILLE MAINSTREETCOMMITTEE

Clr
Clr

ADVISORY GROUP

COUNCILLORS

HUNTERS HILL ACCESS ADVISORY

Clr

CONSERVATION ADVISORY PANEL

Clr
Clr

PUBLIC TRANSPORT & TRAFFIC ADVISORY

Clr
Clr

SENIORS ADVISORY GROUP

Clr

ENVIRONMENT PROJECTS & ADVISORY GROUP

Clr
Clr

SCHOOL PRINCIPALS LIAISON GROUP

Mayor Clr Bennett,
Clr

(Alt)

3.

Nominations be invited and advertised, for community representatives for
Committees, Advisory Committees and Working Parties to September 2020.

4.

Council appoint its Councillor delegates as contained in Section 4 of Attachment 3.
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ORGANISATION

COUNCILLORS

LOCAL GOVERNMENT NSW CONFERENCE

Mayor Clr Bennett and
Clr

CIVIC RISK INSURANCE POOL

Mayor Clr Bennett and
Clr

FORESHORES & WATERWAYS PLANNING &
DEVELOPMENT ADVISORY

N/A

PARRAMATTA RIVER CATCHMENT GROUP

Clr

SYDNEY HARBOUR COUNCILS

Mayor Clr Bennett

NORTHERN SYDNEY REGIONAL ORGANISATION OF
COUNCILS (NSROC)

Mayor Clr Bennett
Clr
Clr

RMS CONSULTATIVE FORUM

Clr

HUNTERS HILL LE VÉSINET FRIENDSHIP COMMITTEE

Mayor Clr Bennett

JOINT REGIONAL PLANNING PANEL

Mayor Clr Bennett
Clr

(Alt)

,&
Alt)

(Alt)

ATTACHMENTS
1.
2.
3.

Item 8.3
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Page 94

OUR COUNCIL

Item 8.3

Attachment 1

Meeting 4428 - 23 October 2017

Page 95

OUR COUNCIL

Item 8.3

Attachment 2

Meeting 4428 - 23 October 2017

Page 96

OUR COUNCIL

Item 8.3

Attachment 2

Meeting 4428 - 23 October 2017

Page 97

OUR COUNCIL

Item 8.3

Attachment 2

Meeting 4428 - 23 October 2017

Page 98

OUR COUNCIL

Meeting 4428 - 23 October 2017

1.0
COMMITTEE

COMMITTEES

FUNCTION
 To inspect, consider & recommend
or otherwise deal with any matter of
business referred by Council.

Whole Council
(Quorum 4)

HUNTERS HILL
LOCAL AREA
TRAFFIC
COMMITTEE

 To exercise functions of the Roads
Act as delegated by the Minister for
Roads

ART EXHIBITION
ADVISORY
COMMITTEE



GENERAL
PURPOSE
COMMITTEE




CHILDREN’S
SERVICES
COMMITTEE

Item 8.3
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To provide advice to Council on the
development and management of
the annual Hunters Hill Art
Exhibition.
To contribute ideas, community and
cultural knowledge to assist the
Exhibition.
To make recommendations to
Council on any significant
operational aspects of the
Exhibition.

 To provide a formal liaison
mechanism with local children’s
service providers including
Preschool, Long Day Care, and
Occasional, playgroups, Family Day
Care & Out of School Care.
 To keep Council informed of the
needs and issues regarding the
provision of children’s services in the
Municipality.

COUNCIL REPS

STAFF REPS

COMMUNITY REPS

MEET

As required.

N/A

As required

Mayor
(or Mayor’s
Nominee)

Group Manager
Works & Services

Bi-Monthly
(Mornings)

Two Clrs appointed
bi-annually by
Council.

Community Events
Officer.

RMS (1)
STA (1)
Police (1)
Member for Lane
Cove (1)
Eight community
reps appointed by
nomination for four
years.

Monthly
(Evenings)

Quorum, half plus 1
(Community Rep to
Chair, annual
election).

One Clr appointed
bi-annually by
Council with
alternative Clr
delegate
(Clr to Chair)
Quorum, half plus 1

Manager Community
Services.

One representative
from each local
children’s service.

Bi-annually.
(Daytime)

Reps nominated by
each group, term not
> than 4years.
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FUNCTION
 To conduct and participate in an
annual community festival.
 To provide advice to Council on the
development and management of
the annual Hunters Hill Moocooboola
Festival Council’s Annual Program
of Events

COUNCIL REPS
Two Clrs appointed
bi-annually by
Council.
(Clr to chair).

JOINT LIBRARY
SERVICE ADVISORY
COMMITTEE

 Provide advice on areas of common

INTERNAL AUDIT
COMMITTEE

 The objective of the Committee is to
provide independent assurance and
assistance to Hunters Hill Council on
risk management, internal control,
governance, and external
accountability responsibilities.
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interest, particularly for the
Gladesville Library, but also including
advice on services such as Local
Studies, Home Library Services, the
Toy Library and Outreach Services
that are available to residents of
Hunters Hill and adjoining areas.
 Promote the Ryde/Hunters Hill
Library Service within the
participating communities to
encourage increased community
participation.

STAFF REPS
Community
Relations Officer
Community Events
Officer.

COMMUNITY REPS
Volunteers by
invitation &Schools
Eight community
reps, representing a
diverse cross
section of the
community and
appointed by
nomination for four
years

MEET
As required
Monthly
(evening 6pm)

Two Clrs from each
of Hunters Hill
Council and City of
Ryde appointed biannually by
Councils.

Hunters Hill
Manager Community
Services
City of Ryde Library
Manager
City of Ryde Director
Community Life.

Two delegates from
Friends of
Gladesville Library in
attendance.

Three times
per year.
(evenings)

One (1) Councillor
(Voting)
(not the Mayor)

Independent
external members
(2)
(Voting)

Internal Auditor
Chief Financial
Officer
(Non-voting)

At least four
(4) times
each year.
(evenings)

Quorum, half plus 1
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COMMITTEE
PUBLIC ART
COMMITTEE

FUNCTION
 To guide the principles of the Public
Art Policy

REVIEW OF
BORONIA PARK NO.
3 REMEDIATION
PROJECT

To review the processes and procedures
related to the remediation of Boronia
Park No. 3 field, including:

STAFF REPS
Corporate Strategist
Council Officer
(Technical advice as
required) e.g.
Heritage Advisor

COMMUNITY REPS
Three Community
representatives with
experience in
 Visual Arts
 Architecture
 Landscape
design

MEET
As required
with a
minimum of
at least
twice/year.

Mayor
Councillor Miles
Councillor Bird

a.

REMUNERATION
REVIEW PANEL

Discussions prior to the
commencement of works;
b. Any applications and conditions of
consent;
c. Project management responsibility;
d. Programming of works;
e. Contracting of services;
f. Sources of funding for the project;
g. Other issues that may arise during
the review process.
The Review Panel be given delegated
authority to:

COUNCIL REPS
One Councillor

(a) Undertake and complete the review
process
(b) Engage an external facilitator, if
deemed necessary, to assist with
the Performance Review process
(c) Determine any review of the
remuneration package in
accordance with section 8.1 of the
Contract.
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Mayor
2 Clrs

As required

GM able to nominate
one other Councillor
if he wishes.
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FUNCTION
The Committee is established for the
purpose of:
 Identifying opportunities for
improvement of the presentation and
amenity of the business precinct
through individual and cooperative
arrangements involving landlords,
business tenants and council.
 Actioning initiatives within the Town
Centre Master Plan and promoting
revitalisation of the Town Centre.
 Identifying strategies to attract people
and traffic to the business precinct.
 Communicating to residents and
visitors the benefits of a strong and
vibrant business precinct and
engaging their support and
cooperation in the achievement of the
Committee’s objectives.
 Reviewing the various strategic
documents produced for and by
Council to identify and prioritise
initiatives.
The Committee is established for the
purpose of:
1. Communicating to residents, business
owners, landlords and visitors the
benefits of a strong and vibrant
business precinct and engaging their
support and cooperation in the
achievement of the Committee’s
objectives.

COUNCIL REPS
Two Clrs appointed
bi-annually by
Council.
(Clr to chair).

STAFF REPS
Group Manager
Development &
Regulatory Control

Quorum, half plus 1

COMMUNITY REPS

MEET

Five (5) reps from
the retail sector;
Three (3) reps
from the
commercial
landlord sector;
Two (2) members
of the general
community of
Hunters Hill
Council
Each members term
shall expire biannually on the 30
June, with retiring
representatives
being eligible for
reappointment for a
maximum of two (2)
subsequent terms.

Two Clrs appointed
bi-annually by
Hunter’s Hill Council.
Two Councillors
nominated by Ryde
City Council

General Manager of
each Council or their
delegate

Five (5) reps from
the retail sector;
Three (3) reps
from the
commercial
landlord sector;
Two (2) members
of the general
community of

Monthly
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FUNCTION
2. Reviewing the various strategic
documents produced for and by both
Hunters Hill and Ryde Councils to
identify and prioritise initiatives.
3. Develop strategies to create attractive
and friendly places and enhance the
economic viability of the Gladesville
Village Precinct.

1. A Committee of Review be
established to consider matters
related to the installation of the
“Chardins Table” sculpture at
Clarke’s Point, with particular
reference to the following:

COUNCIL REPS

STAFF REPS

Quorum, half plus 1

COMMUNITY REPS
Gladesville

MEET

Each member’s term
shall expire biannually on the 30
June, with retiring
representatives
being eligible for
reappointment for a
maximum of two (2)
subsequent terms.

Mayor

General Manager

Clr McLaughlin

Annie Goodman

As required

Clr Miles
Clr Bennett

(a)

Resolutions 402/13 and
403/13 at Ordinary Meeting
No.4351 on 25 November
2013
(b)
Council’s Public Art Policy
(c) Council’s Memorial Policy
and that the Committee report back to
Council with specific recommendations
in response to this issue.

Item 8.3
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2.0
ADVISORY GROUPS
HUNTERS HILL
ACCESS ADVISORY
GROUP



FUNCTION
To promote advise Council on
access for disabled people to
Council premises, public places &
public buildings in the area.

ADVISORY GROUPS
COUNCIL REPS
One Clr appointed
bi-annually by
Council with
alternate Clr
delegate

STAFF REPS
Manager Community
Services.
Group Manager
Works & Services.

PUBLIC
TRANSPORT &
TRAFFIC ADVISORY
GROUP

Item 8.3

 To consider & advise Council staff on
any matter of environmental heritage
referred to the Committee by staff,
including:
 Building & development proposals.
 Plans or policies referred by Council
or the General Manager.

Two Clrs for two
years appointed biannually by Council.
(Clr to Chair).

 To consider & advise on public
transport services
 To consider & advise on any traffic
questions referred by Council before
consideration by the Hunters Hill
Traffic Committee.

Two Clrs appointed
bi- annually by
Council.
(Clr. to Chair)]

Attachment 3

MEET
Bi-monthly.
(Daytime)

(Community rep to
Chair, annual
election).
Councillor to Chair

Quorum, half plus 1

CONSERVATION
ADVISORY PANEL

COMMUNITY REPS
Eight community
reps appointed by
nomination for four
years.

Heritage Consultant.
Group Manager
Development &
Regulatory Control

Representative
nominated by
Hunters Hill Trust (1)
Representative
nominated by the
Institute of Architects
(1)
Representative
nominated by the
National Trust (1)
Two (2) community
reps appointed by
nomination for four
years.

Monthly
(Evenings)

Group Manager
Works & Services.

Six community reps
appointed by
nomination for four
years (three from
each ward).

Bi-monthly
(Evenings)

Quorum, half plus 1

Quorum, half plus 1
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ADVISORY GROUPS
COMMUNITY
SAFETY PRECINCT
ADVISORY GROUP

FUNCTION
 To consider & advise on crime
prevention & community safety
strategies to the Municipality & on
any matters referred to the group by
Council.

COUNCIL REPS
Two Clrs appointed
bi- annually by
Council.
(Clr. to Chair)
Quorum, half plus 1

STAFF REPS
Group Manager
Works & Services
Community Services
Manager

COMMUNITY REPS
Gladesville Local
Area Command (1)
NSWFB (1)
SES (1)
Chamber of
Commerce (1)
Member for Lane
Cove (1)

MEET
Quarterly
(Daytime)

FINANCIAL &
STRATEGIC
PLANNING
ADVISORY GROUP

 To provide community input &
consultation on financial and forward
strategic planning.
 To consider & advise on financial
initiatives, financial monitoring and
asset management.
 To consider & advise any matters
referred to the group by Council.
 To advise Council on the needs of,
and provision of services to, older
people in the Municipality.
 To assist with activities and events
for older people including Seniors
Week.

Two Clrs appointed
bi-annually by
Council
Quorum, half plus 1

General Manager

Drawn from the
community as
required and
nominated by the
Mayor and General
Manager

As required in
conjunction
with Budget &
Management
Plan process.

One Clr appointed
bi-annually by
Council with
alternative Clr
delegate
(Clr to Chair)
Quorum, half plus 1

Aged and Disability
Coordinator

Eight community
reps appointed by
nomination for four
years.

Monthly
(Daytime)

The focus of the Advisory Group will be
to work directly with the community on
projects which will help improve energy
and water efficiency, catchment water
quality, resource recovery, streetscapes,

Two Clrs appointed
bi-annually by
Council
Quorum, half plus

General Manager
Group Manager
Works & Services
Group Manager
Development &

Eight community
reps appointed by
nomination for four
years.

Meet
Quarterly
(Evenings).
Time to be
determined

SENIORS
ADVISORY GROUP

ENVIRONMENT
PROJECTS &
ADVISORY GROUP

Item 8.3
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ADVISORY GROUPS

FUNCTION
reduce illegal dumping, graffiti and litter
in conjunction with stakeholders (Council,
businesses, schools, residents,
community groups). The Advisory Group
will also assist with on-ground projects
and education.

COUNCIL REPS

STAFF REPS
Regulatory Control
Waste Management
Officer
Bushland
Coordinator
Parks &Landscape
Coordinator
Waste &
Sustainability
Improvement Office

COMMUNITY REPS

SCHOOL
PRINCIPALS
LIAISON GROUP

 To provide a liaison mechanism with Mayor with one
local schools to develop relationships alternate Council
delegate
and share information.

General Manager
Manager Community
Services

One representative
from each school
Gladesville Police
youth
representative.

One per term
during day

Mayor
2 Councillors
1 Councillor
Alternate
General Manager
1 Specialist
Independent Advisor
Quorum: All
members

Barry Smith
General Manager

Specialist
independent Advisor
Mr Malcolm Rose

Quarterly or
as required.

Mayor
2 Councillors

Barry Smith
General Manager

Mr Anthony Roberts
(MP) Member for
Lane Cove

As required

(Mayor to chair)
PROPERTY
ADVISORY GROUP

MILITARY
MEMORABILIA
RESTORATION
COMMITTEE

Item 8.3

1.

To consider & advise on potential
sale of Council property assets.

2.

To negotiate the terms and
conditions of the sale of Council
Property within the parameters of
any delegation granted to the
Committee by Council resolution.

3.

To consider & advise on any
property matters referred to the
group by Council
To consider and advise on the
potential repair of the Howitzer.

1

2.

Attachment 3

To negotiate the terms and
conditions within the parameters of

Clr Richard Quinn

MEET

Mr John Birch
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ADVISORY GROUPS

FUNCTION
any delegation granted to the
Committee by Council resolution.
3.

To consider and advise on any
matters referred to the group by
Council

COUNCIL REPS
(Mayor)
Clr Zac Miles
Clr Peter Astridge

STAFF REPS

COMMUNITY REPS
Mr Jason Walz
(Restoration of the
Wheels)

MEET

Mr John Booth
(TWT)

Quorum: Majority

1 Specialist
Independent Advisor
Mr Phillip Anderson
(HHRSL)
Mr Damien Allen
Ms Belinda Allen
(HHRSL)
Mr Kevin Browning
Mr Ian Grant
(HHRSL)
Mr Peter Jackson
Mr Richard White
THE PRIORY
ADVISORY PANEL

COMMUNITY
GRANTS ADVISORY

Item 8.3

1.

Evaluation of Expressions of Interest
submissions.

2.

Shortlist and Interview Applicants.

3.

Recommendation to Council
regarding Expressions of Interest

1.

Attachment 3

To review applications

Mayor
3 Councillors

General Manager
Group Manager
Development &
Regulatory Control

Mr Valdis Berzins –
Independent
Property Advisor

As required.

Group Manager
Corporate
Governance

Mayor

Corporate Strategist
Community Services
Manager

As required
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2.

Attachment 3

FUNCTION
To make recommendations to
Council

COUNCIL REPS
3 Councillors

STAFF REPS

COMMUNITY REPS

MEET
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3.0
3.0 WORKING
PARTY
BUSHLAND
REGENERATION
WORKING PARTY

GRAFFITI
MANAGEMENT
TASKFORCE
Established OM 4350
360/13

Item 8.3

FUNCTION

WORKING PARTIES
COUNCIL REPS

 To co-ordinate the bushland
regeneration program.

N/A

 To review current graffiti
management practices and
procedures in Hunters Hill
LGA,

2-3 Councillors
Clr Astridge
Clr Bird
Clr Quinn.

Attachment 3

STAFF REPS
Group Manager
Works & Services
Parks & Landscape
Coordinator
Bushland
Coordinator
Group Manager
Works & Services

COMMUNITY REPS
One community
representative
nominated by each bush
care group.
(Community Rep to
Chair, annual election).
Community
representatives
School representatives

MEET
Monthly
(Mornings)

To be
advised.
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4.0

DELEGATES & REPRESENTATIVES – EXTERNAL ORGANISATIONS

COMMITTEE or ORGANISATION

REPS

LOCAL GOVERNMENT NSW CONFERENCE

2

CIVIC RISK INSURANCE POOL
(PREVIOUSLY METROPOOL INSURANCE
POOL
FORESHORES & WATERWAYS PLANNING
& DEVELOPMENT ADVISORY

1

N/A

Mayor &
Councillor
Mayor & Alternate
Councillor

General Manager

COMMUNITY
REPS
N/A

General Manager

N/A

Bi-monthly

N/A

Group Manager,
Development &
Regulatory Control
Sustainability Officer
General Manager
Group Manager
Development &
Regulatory Control
General Manager

N/A

As required. (Day
time)

N/A
N/A

Quarterly
As required (Day
time)

N/A

Quarterly
(Evening)

Group Manager Works
& Services

N/A
Vice President
chosen by
Committee
Members
(Community Rep
to Chair, annual
election).
N/A

Bi-Annual
(Evening)
First Wednesday
of each month.

COUNCIL REPS

STAFF REPS

PARRAMATTA RIVER CATCHMENT GROUP
SYDNEY HARBOUR COUNCILS

1
1

Councillor
Mayor

NORTHERN SYDNEY REGIONAL
ORGANISATION OF COUNCILS (NSROC)

2

RMS CONSULTATIVE FORUM

1

Mayor
Councillor &
Alternate Councillor
Councillor

HUNTERS HILL
LE VÉSINET FRIENDSHIP COMMITTEE

1

The Mayor is the
President

N/A

JOINT REGIONAL PLANNING PANEL

2

Mayor/Clr
Mr Brian Macdonald
Greg Patch (Alt)

N/A

Item 8.3
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MEET
Annually

As required
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ITEM NO

:

8.4

SUBJECT

:

COUNCILLOR REPRESENTATION ON PARRAMATTA
RIVER CATCHMENT GROUP

CSP OUTCOME

:

ENVIRONMENTAL EDUCATION IS IMPROVED AND USED
IN CONJUNCTION WITH OTHER ORGANISATIONAL
TOOLS AND STRATEGIES TO PROMOTE
SUSTAINABILITY

DELIVERY PLAN
STRATEGY

:

MAINTAIN AND EXPAND PARTNERSHIPS WITH THE
COMMUNITY, SCHOOLS AND BUSINESSES TO
IMPROVE ENVIRONMENTAL OUTCOMES

REPORTING OFFICER

:

JACQUI VOLLMER
Ref:337407

INTRODUCTION
In 2005, the Chairman of the Sydney Metropolitan Catchment Management Authority (CMA)
wrote to the General Managers of 13 catchment councils of the Parramatta River and its
tributaries, outlining a proposal for a working group of councils and agencies to jointly work
together to improve waterway health. In 2008, the Parramatta River Catchment Group (PRCG)
was formally established and in 2009 a Memorandum of Understanding was signed by 18
Councils and Agencies within the PRCG. This MOU sets out specific working arrangements
between the council members and agencies concerning coordination, sharing of information,
investment in natural resource management, and the partnership arrangements.
REPORT
The PRCG is an alliance of councils, state agencies and the community who share the common
purpose of making the Parramatta River a living river for all to enjoy. Its mission is to make the
river swimmable again by 2025.
The current Council membership of the Parramatta River Catchment Group (PRCG) consists of
Blacktown City, Burwood, City of Canada Bay, City of Canterbury-Bankstown, City of
Parramatta, Cumberland, City of Ryde, Hunters Hill, Inner West, Strathfield and The Hills Shire
Councils. In addition, the Department of Planning and Environment, NSW Environment
Protection Authority and Sydney Water are all financial members.
The full group currently comprises technical officers and councillors from each financial member
council and State agency, as well as a range of associate members from other relevant State
organisations and community groups. Only financial members are able to vote, but all members
can contribute to discussions.
The PRCG Full Group is the overarching decision making body for the group and consists of
elected council representatives and nominated staff representatives from each of our financial
member Councils.
The PRCG Full Group meets quarterly on the first Thursday of the month from 5:30pm-7:30pm
(with a light supper from 5.00pm-5:30pm). Meeting locations rotate between different member
agencies. The planned meeting dates for 2017-18 are:

Item 8.4
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1.

Thursday 2 November 2017 at Petersham Service Centre, Petersham - This
meeting was delayed from September to allow time for new councillor
representatives to be nominated from each council;

2.

Thursday 7 December 2017 on a chartered ferry on the Parramatta River;

3.

Thursday 1 March 2018 – location TBC;

4.

Thursday 7 June 2018 – location TBC.

A number of sub-committees have also been formed including the Parramatta River Estuary
Management Committee, Biodiversity Sub-Committee and Regulatory Sub-Committee. These
sub-committees consist of technical officers from the relevant member organisations.
The Terms of Reference were amended by the PRCG Full Group on 19 May 2016 to provide
that, in the absence of Council elected representatives of financial member Councils, the
appointed Administrator or their delegated representative shall represent Council on the PRCG
and receive the minutes of all PCRG Full Group Meetings.
In the Terms of Reference of PRCG, Council elected representatives may vote on behalf of their
council and may nominate and vote for the Chairperson or Vice-Chairperson. In the absence of
a Councillor attending a meeting, staff representatives are able to vote on behalf of their
Council, except in the election of Chairperson or Vice-Chairperson.
CONCLUSION
It is recommended that Council continues to participate in the Parramatta River Catchment
Group.
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 operational outcome 3.2.1.2 continued support of the Parramatta River
Catchment Group.
RECOMMENDATION
That the report be received and noted.
ATTACHMENTS
There are no attachments to this report.
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ITEM NO

:

8.5

SUBJECT

:

TABLING OF PECUNIARY INTEREST RETURNS

CSP OUTCOME

:

COUNCIL IS 100% COMPLIANT WITH STATUTORY
REPORTING REQUIREMENTS

DELIVERY PLAN
STRATEGY

:

ENSURE STAFF ARE AWARE OF STATUTORY
REPORTING REQUIREMENTS

REPORTING OFFICER

:

STEVE KOUREPIS
Ref:336247

REPORT
Councillors are required to lodge annual disclosure of interest returns in accordance with the
following provisions of the Local Government Act 1993, as amended.
449

Returns disclosing interests of councillors and designated persons

(1)

A councillor or designated person must complete and lodge with the general
manager, within 3 months after becoming a councillor or designated person, a return
in the form prescribed by the regulations.

(3)

A councillor or designated person holding that position at 30 June in any year must
complete and lodge with the General Manager within 3 months after that date a
return in the form prescribed by the regulations.

(5)

Nothing in this section prevents a councillor or designated person from lodging more
than one return in any year.

(6)

Nothing in this section or the regulations requires a person to disclose in a return
lodged under this section an interest of the person’s spouse or de facto partner or a
relative of the person.

450A

Register and tabling of returns

(1)

The General Manager must keep a register of returns required to be lodged with the
General Manager under section 449.

(2)

Returns required to be lodged with the General Manager under section 449 must be
tabled at a meeting of the council, being:

(a)

in the case of a return lodged in accordance with section 449 (1)—the first
meeting held after the last day for lodgement under that subsection, or

(b)

in the case of a return lodged in accordance with section 449 (3)—the first
meeting held after the last day for lodgement under that subsection, or

(c)

in the case of a return otherwise lodged with the general manager—the first
meeting after lodgement

CONCLUSION
In accordance with the above provisions the returns are tabled at this meeting.
Item 8.5
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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 responds to CSP Outcome 1.4 – Council is 100% compliant with statutory reporting
requirements.
RECOMMENDATION
That the tabling of the returns be noted.
ATTACHMENTS
There were no attachments to this report.
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ITEM NO

:

9.1

SUBJECT

:

REPORT ON COUNCILLOR BRIEFINGS HELD 9
OCTOBER 2017

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:338194

PRESENT
Clr Mark Bennett
Clr Ben Collins
Clr Elizabeth Krassoi
Clr Justine McLaughlin
Clr Zac Miles
Clr Jim Sanderson
Clr Ross Williams

Mayor

Steve Kourepis

Acting General Manager & Group Manager Development and
Regulatory Control
Acting Group Manager Works and Services
Senior Strategic Planner
Human Resource Manager

Dhruba Bhowmik
Philippa Hayes
Rosanna Guerra
APOLOGIES
Nil
BRIEFING

Information was presented to Councillors on:



Education for Councillors
IHAP

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.
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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
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

:

10.1

SUBJECT

:

CORRESPONDENCE
1. MAYOR DAVID O'LOUGHLIN - ALGA PRE-BUDGET
SUBMISSIONS
2. MAGNUS LINDER - AFFORDABLE RENTAL HOUSING

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

:

SHARON MURDOCH
Ref:338191

INTRODUCTION
Council receives items of correspondence, requests for donations and representations from
business organisations. The following information is for the information of Council.
REPORT
1.

Mayor David O’Loughlin, President, Australian Local Government Association Letter dated 6 October requesting help towards ALGA’s pre Federal Budget
submissions.
A copy of the letter is attached for your information.

2.

Magnus Linder, Chair of the Housing Action Team, Sydney Alliance - Letter received
16 October 2017 requesting Council write to Sydney Alliance and NSW Minister for
Planning on the issue of affordable rental housing.
A copy of the letter is attached for your information.

CONCLUSION
The correspondence is for the information of 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.
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
The report addresses strategies as identified under ‘Our Council; and in particular 1.3.2
Councillors are well informed about issues and projects.
RECOMMENDATION
That the report be received and noted.
ATTACHMENTS
1.
2.

Item 10.1

Mayor David O'Loughlin - ALGA Pre Budget Submissions ⇩
Magnus Linder - Affordable Rental Housing ⇩

Page 118

CORRESPONDENCE

Item 10.1

Attachment 1

Meeting 4428 - 23 October 2017

Page 119

CORRESPONDENCE

Item 10.1

Attachment 1

Meeting 4428 - 23 October 2017

Page 120

CORRESPONDENCE

Item 10.1

Attachment 2

Meeting 4428 - 23 October 2017

Page 121

CORRESPONDENCE

Item 10.1

Attachment 2

Meeting 4428 - 23 October 2017

Page 122

CORRESPONDENCE

Item 10.1

Attachment 2

Meeting 4428 - 23 October 2017

Page 123

GENERAL BUSINESS

Meeting 4428 - 23 October 2017

ITEM NO

:

12.1

SUBJECT

:

MEETINGS - VARIOUS COMMITTEES OF COUNCIL

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

:

SHARON MURDOCH
Ref:337403

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

DATE

TIME

LOCATION

Access Advisory Committee

TBA

12.30pm

Chamber

Art Exhibition Advisory Committee

TBA

6.00pm

Small Hall

Bushland Management Working Group

TBA

2.30pm

Chamber

Children’s Services Advisory Committee

TBA

12.30pm

Chamber

Conservation Advisory Panel (CAP)

TBA

5.30pm

Chamber

Environment Projects & Advisory Group (EPAAG)

TBA

6.00pm

Small Hall

Events Advisory Committee

TBA

5.45pm

Chamber

Gladesville Mainstreet Committee

TBA

6.00pm

Gladesville Library

Hunters Hill Mainstreet Committee

TBA

5.30pm

Gladesville
Community Centre

Hunters Hill Local Area Traffic Committee

TBA

9.30am

Chamber

Joint Library Service Advisory Committee

22.11.17

5.30pm

Gladesville Library

Le Vesinet Friendship Committee

6.12.17

7.00 pm

Chamber

Public Transport & Traffic Advisory Committee (PT&T)

TBA

6.00pm

Chamber

Schools Principals’ Liaison Committee

TBA

12.30pm

Small Hall

Seniors Advisory Group

TBA

10.00am

The Heritage

Young in Art Committee

TBA

3.45pm

Chamber

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 complies with the Council operational plan.
RECOMMENDATION
That the report be received and noted.
ATTACHMENTS
1.

Item 12.1

What's On ⇩
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