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COMMON ABBREVIATIONS

AEP Annual Exceedence Probability

AHD Australian Height Datum

BASIX Building Sustainability Index Scheme

BCA Building Code of Australia

BIC Building Information Certificate

BPB Buildings Professionals Board

CLEP 2002 Campbelltown Local Environmental Plan 2002
CLEP 2015 Campbelltown Local Environmental Plan 2015
CBD Central Business District

CPTED Crime Prevention Through Environmental Design
CSG Coal Seam Gas

DA Development Application

DCP Development Control Plan

DDA Disability Discrimination Act 1992

DPE Department of Planning and Environment

EIS Environmental Impact Statement

EPA Act Environmental Planning and Assessment Act 1979
EPA Environmental Protection Authority

EPI Environmental Planning Instrument

FPL Flood Planning Level

FFTF Fitfor the Future

FSR Floor Space Ratio

GRCCC Georges River Combined Councils Committee
GSC Greater Sydney Commission

HIS Heritage Impact Statement

IDO Interim Development Order

IPR Integrated Planning and Reporting

KPoM Koala Plan of Management

LEC Land and Environment Court

LEC Act Land and Environment Court Act 1979

LEP Local Environmental Plan

LGA Local Government Area

LG Act Local Government Act 1993

LPP Local Planning Panel

LTFP Long Term Financial Plan

NGAA National Growth Areas Alliance

NOPO Notice of Proposed Order

NSWH NSW Housing

OEH Office of Environment and Heritage

OLG Office of Local Government, Department of Premier and Cabinet
0SD On-Site Detention

OWMS Onsite Wastewater Management System

PCA Principal Certifying Authority

PoM Plan of Management

POEO Act Protection of the Environment Operations Act 1997
PMF Probable Maximum Flood

PN Penalty Notice

PP Planning Proposal

PPR Planning Proposal Request

REF Review of Environmental Factors

REP Regional Environment Plan

RFS NSW Rural Fire Service

RL Reduced Levels

RMS Roads and Maritime Services

SANSW Subsidence Advisory NSW

SEE Statement of Environmental Effects

SEPP State Environmental Planning Policy

SREP Sydney Regional Environmental Plan

SSD State Significant Development

STP Sewerage Treatment Plant

SWCPP Sydney Western City Planning Panel (District Planning Panel)
TCP Traffic Control Plan

TMP Traffic Management Plan

TNSW Transport for NSW

VMP Vegetation Management Plan

VPA Voluntary Planning Agreement

PLANNING CERTIFICATE - A Certificate setting out the Planning Rules that apply to a property (formerly Section 149
Certificate)

SECTION 603 CERTIFICATE - Certificate as to Rates and Charges outstanding on a property

SECTION 73 CERTIFICATE - Certificate from Sydney Water regarding Subdivision
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1% CAMPBELLTOWN

2 CITY COUNCIL

27 July 2021

You are hereby notified that the next Ordinary Council Meeting will be held at the Civic Centre,
Campbelltown on Tuesday 3 August 2021 at 6:30 pm.

Lindy Deitz
General Manager
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1. ACKNOWLEDGEMENT OF LAND

| acknowledge the Dharawal people whose ongoing connection and traditions have nurtured and
continue to nurture this land.

| pay my respects and acknowledge the wisdom of the Elders - past, present and emerging and
acknowledge all Aboriginal people here tonight.

2. APOLOGIES/LEAVE OF ABSENCE

Nil at time of print.
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3. CONFIRMATION OF MINUTES

3.1 Minutes of the Ordinary Meeting of Council held 13 July 2021

Officer's Recommendation

That the Minutes of the Ordinary Meeting of Council held 13 July 2021, copies of which have been
circulated to each Councillor, be taken as read and confirmed.

Report

That the Minutes of the Ordinary Meeting of Council held 13 July 2021 are presented to Council
for confirmation.

Attachments

1. Minutes of the Ordinary Meeting of Council held 13 July 2021(contained within this report)
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CAMPBELLTOWN CITY COUNCIL

Minutes Summary

Ordinary Council Meeting held at 6:30 pm on Tuesday, 13 July 2021.

ITEM TITLE PAGE
1. ACKNOWLEDGEMENT OF LAND 3
2. APOLOGIES/LEAVE OF ABSENCE 3
3. CONFIRMATION OF MINUTES 3
3.1 Minutes of the Ordinary Meeting of Council held 8 June 2021

3.2 Minutes of the Extraordinary Meeting of Council held 29 June 2021 4
4., DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST 4

Pecuniary Interests
Non Pecuniary - Significant Interests
Non Pecuniary - Less than Significant Interests

Other Disclosures

5. MAYORAL MINUTE 6
6. PETITIONS 6
7. CORRESPONDENCE 6
Nil
8. REPORTS FROM OFFICERS 6
8.1 Development Application Status 6
8.2 Mount Gilead - Amendments to Development Control Plan 6
8.3 Menangle Park - Amendments to Development Control Plan 7
8.4 St Helens Park - Outcome of Public Exhibition - Planning Proposal 8
8.5 Kellicar Road Precinct - Outcome of Public Exhibition - Planning Proposal and Site
Specific Development Control Plan 8
8.6 Appointment of Local Planning Panel Chairs 9
8.7 Koalatown - First Year Reporting 9
8.8 International Games Week 2021 9
8.9 Investments and Revenue Report - May 2021 10

8.10  Reportsand Letters Requested 10
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8.1 Transfer of Crown Road Reserve - Bardia 10
8.12  Electric Vehicle Charging Stations and Infrastructure 10
8.13  Unsolicited Proposal Policy 1
8.14  Classification of Council Land 1
9. QUESTIONS WITH NOTICE n
9.1 Animal Care Facility 1
10. RESCISSION MOTION 13

Nil
n. NOTICE OF MOTION 13
1 Glenalvon House 13
12. URGENT GENERAL BUSINESS 13
12.1  Local Planning Panels - Statutory Declarations 14
13. PRESENTATIONS BY COUNCILLORS 14
14. CONFIDENTIAL REPORTS FROM OFFICERS 15

Confidentiality Recommendation

Recommendations of the Confidential Committee
14.1 Council Land Sale - Underutilised Site in Bradbury 16
14.2  End of Exclusivity Agreement - EOl Opportunity on Council Land 17
14.3 ~ Commercial Opportunity 17

Minutes of the Ordinary Meeting of Council
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Minutes of the Ordinary Meeting of the Campbelltown City Council held on 13 July 2021

Present The Mayor, Councillor G Brticevic
Councillor M Chivers
Councillor M Chowdhury
Councillor B Gilholme
Councillor G Greiss
Councillor K Hunt
Councillor P Lake
Councillor D Lound
Councillor R Manoto
Councillor B Moroney
Councillor W Morrison
Councillor M Oates
Councillor T Rowell
Councillor B Thompson

1. ACKNOWLEDGEMENT OF LAND
An Acknowledgement of Land was presented by the Chairperson Councillor Brticevic.
Council Prayer

The Council Prayer was presented by the Acting General Manager.

2. APOLOGIES/LEAVE OF ABSENCE

Recommendation
Nil

Note: Councillor R George has been granted a leave of absence from Council incorporating all
meetings until further notice.

3. CONFIRMATION OF MINUTES

3.1 Minutes of the Ordinary Meeting of Council held 8 June 2021

It was Moved Councillor Thompson, Seconded Councillor Chowdhury:

That the Minutes of the Ordinary Council Meeting held 8 June 2021, copies of which have been
circulated to each Councillor, be taken as read and confirmed.

Minutes of the Ordinary Meeting of Council Page 9
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116 The Motion on being Put was CARRIED.

3.2 Minutes of the Extraordinary Meeting of Council held 29 June 2021

It was Moved Councillor Morrison, Seconded Councillor Thompson:

That the Minutes of the Extraordinary Council Meeting held 29 June 2021, copies of which have
been circulated to each Councillor, be taken as read and confirmed.

n7 The Motion on being Put was CARRIED.

4, DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST

Declarations of Interest were made in respect of the following items:

Pecuniary Interests

Councillor Margaret Chivers - Item 8.3 - Menangle Park - Amendments to Development Control
Plan. Councillor Chivers declared she has a pecuniary interest in the area and will leave the
meeting.

Non Pecuniary - Significant Interests

Councillor Warren Morrison - Item 14.3 - Commercial Opportunity. Councillor Morrison declared
he has a non pecuniary but significant interest and will leave the meeting.

Non Pecuniary - Less than Significant Interests

Councillor George Greiss - Iltem 8.2 - Mount Gilead - Amendments to Development Control Plan.
Councillor Greiss advised he is a member of the Sydney Western City Planning Panel and due to
the potential for this matter to come to the Sydney Western City Planning Panel Councillor
Greiss will leave the meeting.

Councillor George Greiss - Item 8.3 - Menangle Park - Amendments to Development Control
Plan. Councillor Greiss advised he is a member of the Sydney Western City Planning Panel and
due to the potential for this matter to come to the Sydney Western City Planning Panel
Councillor Greiss will leave the meeting.

Councillor George Greiss - Item 8.4 - St Helens Park - Outcome of Public Exhibition - Planning
Proposal. Councillor Greiss advised he is a member of the Sydney Western City Planning Panel
and due to the potential for this matter to come to the Sydney Western City Planning Panel
Councillor Greiss will leave the meeting.

Councillor George Greiss - Item 8.5 - Kellicar Road Precinct - Outcome of Public Exhibition -
Planning Proposal and Site Specific Development Control Plan. Councillor Greiss advised he is a
member of the Sydney Western City Planning Panel and due to the potential for this matter to
come to the Sydney Western City Planning Panel Councillor Greiss will leave the meeting.
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Councillor Darcy Lound - Item 8.2 - Mount Gilead - Amendments to Development Control Plan.
Councillor Lound advised he is a member of the Sydney Western City Planning Panel and due to
the potential for this matter to come to the Sydney Western City Planning Panel Councillor
Lound will leave the meeting.

Councillor Darcy Lound - Item 8.3 - Menangle Park - Amendments to Development Control Plan.
Councillor Lound advised he is a member of the Sydney Western City Planning Panel and due to
the potential for this matter to come to the Sydney Western City Planning Panel Councillor
Lound will leave the meeting.

Councillor Darcy Lound - Item 8.4 - St Helens Park - Outcome of Public Exhibition - Planning
Proposal. Councillor Lound advised he is a member of the Sydney Western City Planning Panel
and due to the potential for this matter to come to the Sydney Western City Planning Panel
Councillor Lound will leave the meeting.

Councillor Darcy Lound - Item 8.5 - Kellicar Road Precinct - Outcome of Public Exhibition -
Planning Proposal and Site Specific Development Control Plan. Councillor Lound advised he is a
member of the Sydney Western City Planning Panel and due to the potential for this matter to
come to the Sydney Western City Planning Panel Councillor Lound will leave the meeting.

Councillor Ben Gilholme - Item 8.2 - Mount Gilead - Amendments to Development Control Plan.
Councillor Gilholme advised he is an alternate member of the Sydney Western City Planning
Panel and if this matter does come to the Sydney Western City Planning Panel Councillor
Gilholme will decline to attend future meetings regarding ‘Mount Gilead’. With consideration of
this, Councillor Gilholme will not leave the meeting.

Councillor Ben Gilholme - Item 8.3 - Menangle Park - Amendments to Development Control Plan.
Councillor Gilholme advised he is an alternate member of the Sydney Western City Planning
Panel and if this matter does come to the Sydney Western City Planning Panel Councillor
Gilholme will decline to attend future meetings regarding ‘Menangle Park’. With consideration of
this, Councillor Gilholme will not leave the meeting.

Councillor Ben Gilholme - Item 8.4 - St Helens Park - Outcome of Public Exhibition - Planning
Proposal. Councillor Gilholme advised he is an alternate member of the Sydney Western City
Planning Panel and if this matter does come to the Sydney Western City Planning Panel
Councillor Gilholme will decline to attend future meetings regarding ‘St Helens Park’. With
consideration of this, Councillor Gilholme will not leave the meeting.

Councillor Ben Gilholme - Item 8.5 - Kellicar Road Precinct - Outcome of Public Exhibition -
Planning Proposal and Site Specific Development Control Plan. Councillor Gilholme advised he
is an alternate member of the Sydney Western City Planning Panel and if this matter does come
to the Sydney Western City Planning Panel Councillor Gilholme will decline to attend future
meetings regarding ‘Kellicare Road Precinct’. With consideration of this, Councillor Gilholme will
not leave the meeting.

Other Disclosures
Nil
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5. MAYORAL MINUTE

6. PETITIONS

7. CORRESPONDENCE

Nil

8. REPORTS FROM OFFICERS

8.1 Development Application Status

It was Moved Councillor Oates, Seconded Councillor Morrison:
That the information be noted.

18 The Motion on being Put was CARRIED.

Meeting note: Having declared an interest in Items 8.2, 8.3, 8.4 and 8.5 Councillor Greiss and
Councillor Lound left the meeting at 6:39 pm and did not take part in the discussions or vote on
the matters.

8.2 Mount Gilead - Amendments to Development Control Plan

It was Moved Councillor Oates, Seconded Councillor Thompson:

1. That Council endorse the public exhibition of the proposed draft amendments to the
Campbelltown (Sustainable City) Development Control Plan 2015, Volume 2 - Part 7 -
Mount Gilead for a minimum period of 28 days.

2. That where no submissions are received through the public exhibition period, Council
approve the draft amendments to the Campbelltown (Sustainable City) Development
Control Plan 2015, Volume 2 - Part 7 - Mount Gilead, and publish the amended Plan on the
Campbelltown City Council's website.

3. That where submissions on the amendments are received during the public exhibition
period, a further report on the outcome of the public exhibition be provided to the
Council.

A Division was recorded in regard to the Resolution for ltem 8.2 with those voting for the Motion
being Councillors G Brticevic, M Oates, M Chowdhury, K Hunt, R Manoto, B Gilholme, M Chivers, P
Lake, W Morrison, B Thompson and T Rowell.
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Voting against the Resolution were Councillor B Moroney.

19 The Motion on being Put was CARRIED.

Meeting note: Having declared an interest in Item 8.3 Councillor Chivers left the meeting at
6:42 pm and did not take part in the discussion or vote on the matter.

8.3 Menangle Park - Amendments to Development Control Plan

It was Moved Councillor Morrison, Seconded Councillor Lake:

1. That Council endorse public exhibition of the proposed draft amendments to the
Campbelltown (Sustainable City) Development Control Plan 2015, Volume 2 - Part 8 -
Menangle Park for a minimum period of 28 days.

2. That where no submissions are received through the public exhibition period, Council
approve the draft amendments to the Campbelltown (Sustainable City) Development
Control Plan 2015, Volume 2 - Part 8 - Menangle Park, and publish the amended Plan on the
Campbelltown City Council's website.

3. That where submissions on the amendments are received during the public exhibition
period, a further report on the outcome of the public exhibition be provided to the
Council.

4, That a further report be presented to Council that includes street names, derived from
Table 1.3 of the current Campbelltown (Sustainable City) Development Control Plan, Part 8
Menangle Park, for places of Non-Indigenous Heritage Significance for inclusion on the
list of road names approved for Menangle Park.

A Division was recorded in regard to the Resolution for Iltem 8.3 with those voting for the Motion
being Councillors G Brticevic, M Oates, M Chowdhury, K Hunt, R Manoto, B Gilholme, B Moroney,
P Lake, W Morrison, B Thompson and T Rowell.

Voting against the Resolution were Nil.

120 The Motion on being Put was CARRIED.

Meeting note: At the conclusion of the discussion regarding Item 8.3 Councillor Chivers
returned to the meeting at 6:47 pm.
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8.4 St Helens Park - Outcome of Public Exhibition - Planning Proposal

It was Moved Councillor Oates, Seconded Councillor Thompson:

1. That Council forward to the Minister for Planning and Public Spaces, the Appin Road and
Kellerman Drive - St Helens Park Planning Proposal at attachment 1 to this report, and
request that the amendment to the Campbelltown Local Environmental Plan 2015 be
made.

2. That affected land owners and all those who made a submission during the public
exhibition period be advised of Council’s decision.

A Division was recorded in regard to the Resolution for Item 8.4 with those voting for the Motion
being Councillors G Brticevic, M Oates, M Chowdhury, K Hunt, R Manoto, B Gilholme, M Chivers, B
Moroney, P Lake, W Morrison, B Thompson and T Rowell.

Voting against the Resolution were Nil.

121 The Motion on being Put was CARRIED unanimously.

8.5 Kellicar Road Precinct - Outcome of Public Exhibition - Planning
Proposal and Site Specific Development Control Plan

Meeting note: A written submission from Mr Wayne Gersbach was read at the meeting.

It was Moved Councillor Morrison, Seconded Councillor Rowell:

1. That Council forward to the Minister for Planning and Public Spaces, the Kellicar Road
Precinct Planning Proposal at attachment 1 to this report, and request that subject to
the matters raised by the Environment, Energy and Science Group of the Department of
Planning, Industry and Environment being adequately resolved through the finalisation
process, the amendment to the Campbelltown Local Environmental Plan 2015 be made.

2. That Council adopt and notify Amendment No. 13 to the Campbelltown (Sustainable City)
Development Control Plan 2015, being the addition of Part 16, which is attachment 2 to
this report with the modifications identified in attachments 14 and 15 to this report.

3. That affected land owners and all those who made a submission during the public
exhibition period be advised of Council's decision.

4, That options for affordable housing on the Kellicar Road precinct in this planning
proposal be presented as a further report to Council, or as part of a wider investigation
into affordable housing across Campbelltown.

A Division was recorded in regard to the Resolution for Item 8.5 with those voting for the Motion
being Councillors G Brticevic, M Oates, M Chowdhury, K Hunt, R Manoto, B Gilholme, M Chivers, B
Moroney, P Lake, W Morrison, B Thompson and T Rowell.
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Voting against the Resolution were Nil.

122 The Motion on being Put was CARRIED unanimously.

Meeting note: At the conclusion of the discussion regarding Iltems 8.2, 8.3, 8.4 and 8.6
Councillor Greiss and Councillor Lound returned to the meeting at 7:02 pm.

8.6 Appointment of Local Planning Panel Chairs

It was Moved Councillor Greiss, Seconded Councillor Lound:

That Council appoint the Hon. Terence Sheahan AO as Chair, and Ms Elizabeth Kinkade PSM and
Mr Stuart McDonald as alternate Chairs for 3 years, in accordance with the Minister's
recommendation and approval to the Campbelltown City Council Local Planning Panel.

123 The Motion on being Put was CARRIED.

8.7 Koalatown - First Year Reporting

It was Moved Councillor Hunt, Seconded Councillor Brticevic:

That the reported information associated with the achievements of the first year of Koalatown
and projects into the future be noted.

124  The Motion on being Put was CARRIED unanimously.

8.8 International Games Week 2021

It was Moved Councillor Manoto, Seconded Councillor Moroney:

That the report be noted.

125 The Motion on being Put was CARRIED.
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8.9 Investments and Revenue Report - May 2021

It was Moved Councillor Morrison, Seconded Councillor Lake:

That the information be noted.

126 The Motion on being Put was CARRIED.

8.10 Reports and Letters Requested

It was Moved Councillor Moroney, Seconded Councillor Morrison:

That the comments and updates to the reports and letters requested be noted.

127 The Motion on being Put was CARRIED.

8.11 Transfer of Crown Road Reserve - Bardia

It was Moved Councillor Manoto, Seconded Councillor Oates:
That Council endorse the transfer of road reserve under the ownership of Department of

Industry to Campbelltown City Council by way of NSW Government Gazette in accordance with
Section 152i of the Roads Act 1993 as set out in this paper.

128 The Motion on being Put was CARRIED.

8.12 Electric Vehicle Charging Stations and Infrastructure

It was Moved Councillor Hunt, Seconded Councillor Gilholme:

1. That Council pursue funding opportunities to progress the installation of Electric Vehicle
charging stations at the Arts Centre, Campbelltown and Parkside Crescent, Park Central.

2. That Council develop planning controls to be included in the Sustainable City
Development Control Plan that encourage the provision of electric vehicle charging
infrastructure.
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3. That, for all new Council-led developments, Council will make provisions for the inclusion
of Electric Vehicle charging infrastructure and, if feasible at the time, install Electric
Vehicle charging stations in accordance with the newly developed DCP.

129 The Motion on being Put was CARRIED.

8.13 Unsolicited Proposal Policy

It was Moved Councillor Oates, Seconded Councillor Thompson:
That Council adopt the Unsolicited Proposal Policy.

130  The Motion on being Put was CARRIED unanimously.

8.14 Classification of Council Land

It was Moved Councillor Morrison, Seconded Councillor Lake:
That the parcel of land known as Lot 7 in Deposited Plan 557639 be classified as operational

land, in accordance with Section 31(2) of the Local Government Act 1993, and continue to be
used asa commuter carpark until higher order uses dictate a review.

131 The Motion on being Put was CARRIED unanimously.

9. QUESTIONS WITH NOTICE

9.1 Animal Care Facility

Councillor Ben Moroney asked the following Questions with Notice. The responses were
provided by Director City Development.

1. What contact or cooperation does Council have with Liverpool, Camden and Wollondilly
with their animal management programs, which are impacting the Animal Care Facility?

While there are various reasons for contact between Camden and Liverpool's privately run
animal care facilities, currently the Campbelltown and Wollondilly Council run facilities
cooperate under an informal, good faith arrangement, with each of the Council’'s providing
assistance to one another in the case of emergency situations.
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2. Will a volunteer program, separate from the foster program, be getting put in place at the
Animal Care Facility? If so, what is the timeframe for this?

While we will be looking into a volunteer program, we are currently focusing on the direct
resourcing of the facility and structural changes. | couldnt commit to a timeframe while
we are under structural change.

3. Has there been a commitment made to implement a foster program and if so, by when?

A commitment has been made to investigate the implementation of a foster program, and
these investigations have commenced. However, we are currently focusing on the direct
resourcing of the facility and structural changes. A timeframe for its completion is yet to
be established.

4. Will further funding be allocated to the NDN program so that it can recommence? If so
what will that funding be?

Council has participated in the Animal Welfare League’s NDN Cooperative Desexing
Program for the past 3 years. Council has endorsed a further $10,000 in the 2021-22
Budget in order to continue with this program. In addition, Council contributes in kind
contribution of staff time, marketing and administration to ensure the program is
successful.

5. Will there be improved security measures put in place to allow the external gates to the
facility to reopen? Even if meet and greets with the animals remain by
appointment? What will the measures of success be for the new Appointment Only
program at the Animal Care Facility?

The appointment only program was a temporary measure to mitigate COVID-19
transmission risk and ensure the facility has a strong COVID safe plan. The measure has
provided staff with more face to face time with animals, as the fixed-time appointment
only measure reduces the staff time usually required to assist customers. We consider
this to be a positive initiative, as we have seen a reduction in the number of people
attending just for a browse, which takes staff away from attending the animals. While the
operation and security at the gates is being considered, in the current climate, it is
considered too early to tell when we will be able to remove this temporary measure. First
and foremost is the safety and care of our staff and the animals.

6. In terms of extending capacity at the facility and building an isolation area for all
impounds, what is the plan and timeframe for doing this?

While we are keeping a close eye on the capacity of the facility, we are also looking at
ways of keeping animals away from the shelter and in their homes. While additional cages
may assist, they are not a prevention measure and do not go to addressing the root cause
as to why animals find their way to the facility.

7. Will there be an opex budget increase for the 2021-22 financial year? If so what will it be
and where will it be allocated?

The net operating budget of the facility will increase from $551,000 to $611,000 net cost.
Whilst this equates to a 10.8 per cent increase, operating expenditure levels are
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consistent with the previous year at $1.06 million, however the revenue forecasts are
decreasing due to support of programs and initiatives to rehome animals at reduced fees.
In the last 2 years Council has increased the operating expenditure levels from $935,000
to $1.06 million per annum specifically to increase staffing resources at the facility.

8. Will there be any capex/project funding allocated to improvement initiatives at the facility
increase for the 2021-22 financial year? If so what will it be and where will it be allocated?

Over $100,000 has been spent in the previous year to construct exercise yards, pathways
and enhance the outdoor areas of the facility. No capital funds have been allocated in this
financial year for further improvements at the facility.

10. RESCISSION MOTION

Nil

1.  NOTICE OF MOTION

1.1 Glenalvon House

It was Moved Councillor Oates, Seconded Councillor Chivers:
That a report be presented to Council investigating the potential to provide for a small

restaurant/café with industry standard cooking facilities and associated rest rooms in the
grounds of Glenalvon House.

132 The Motion on being Put was CARRIED.

12. URGENT GENERAL BUSINESS

It was Moved Councillor Lake, Seconded Councillor Greiss:

That motion be passed to consider the urgent general business foreshadowed by Councillor
Moroney.

133 The Motion on being Put was CARRIED.

The Mayor ruled that the Item is urgent and may be considered by the Council.
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12.1 Local Planning Panels - Statutory Declarations

It was Moved Councillor Moroney, Seconded Councillor Greiss:

1.

134

That Council write to the Minister for Planning and Public Spaces, the Hon. Rob Stokes MP,
asking if the probity checks carried out on the Chair and expert members of the Local
Planning Panels across NSW also included whether the statutory declarations of each chair
and expert also declared they were not a close relative or associate of a property developer
or real estate agent.

If not, Council submits a motion to the next LGNSW annual conference recommending to
the Minister that this be done as soon as possible.

The Motion on being Put was CARRIED.

13.

PRESENTATIONS BY COUNCILLORS

Councillor Meg Oates on 24 June attended Campbelltown Performing Arts High School as
the guest speaker on the Inspiring Women Student Forum. The Forum consisted of the
guest speaker, interactive videos featuring high performing women who shared their
experiences. There were 10 local female speakers, representing various occupations
allowing the students to move around in groups gaining valuable networking opportunities
and career advice. The forum was attended by 100 female students from a variety of schools
across Campbelltown LGA. Councillor Oates noted the forum was exceptionally organised
and extremely well received.

Councillor Masood Chowdhury on 23 June attended a multicultural day celebration at James
Meehan High School, Macquarie Fields. Councillor Chowdhury commended the school for
celebrating and embracing multiculturalism.

Councillor Paul Lake on 16 June attended the changeover dinner for the Rotary Club of
Campbelltown. Councillor Lake thanked former Mayor Paul Hawker as the outgoing
president and welcomed incoming president David Symonds. Councillor Lake passed on his
congratulations to Josh Cotter who has been appointed Youth & Community Engagement
and Marketing Director. The Mayor passed on his wishes to the former Mayor, Paul Hawker
and his congratulations to Josh Cotter.

Councillor Ben Moroney thanked and passed on appreciation to all the library staff for their
lockdown services and the remote activities they are providing to residents. Councillor
Moroney noted the disappointment at a NSW Government directive prohibiting the libraries
from providing a‘click and collect’ borrowing system during lockdown.
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10.

1.

12.

Councillor Warren Morrison on 9 June with the Mayor, Councillor Brticevic and Councillor
Chowdhury attended Event Cinema, Macarthur Square for the premier screening of the
movie ‘Cousins’. Councillor Morrison congratulated the NSW Council for Pacific
Communities and all involved particularly Mal Fruean, Briar Grace-Smith and Ainsley
Gardiner.

Councillor Warren Morrison on 10 June with Councillor Oates and Councillor Chowdhury
attended Campbelltown Arts Centre for the announcement of the Landcom People’s Choice
Award from the Western Sydney Sculpture Awards and Exhibition. Councillor Morrison
passed on his congratulations to Louis Pratt who was announced as the winner.

Councillor Warren Morrison passed on his thanks to Councillor Gilholme for representing the
Mayor at the launch of the 2021 24 Hour Fight Against Cancer Macarthur. Councillor
Morrison thanked the Deputy Chair Sue McGarrity and Dr Stephen Dell-Fiorentina OAM, the
Macarthur Cancer Therapy Centre oncologist. Councillor Morrison acknowledged the
sponsors and supporters who raised $99,000 last year.

Councillor Warren Morrison passed on his well wishes to all residents in the LGA. As we
come close to the start of the Tokyo Olympics Councillor Morrison passed on his well wishes
for everyone competing and acknowledged local athletes Ato Plodzicki-Faoagali and Marion
Ah Tong who will be representing Samoa in boxing.

Councillor Bob Thompson thanked Councillor Morrison on his work with 24 Hour Fight
Against Cancer Macarthur.

The Mayor, Councillor Brticevic on 16 June with Councillor Gilholme attended Raby Oval
where Cricket NSW was holding an all abilities sports day for local schools. Councillor
Brticevic was excited to see Bradbury Primary School participating in the day.

The Mayor, Councillor Brticevic on 21 June attended the opening of Cook Reserve, Ruse. The
official opening scheduled for 25 June had to be cancelled due to lockdown restrictions,
however Councillor Brticevic was pleased that the park was completed and open at the start
of the school holidays. Councillor Brticevic thanked the City Delivery team for their efforts.

The Mayor, Councillor Brticevic on 22 June attended Eschol Park Football Club 2021 Pink &
Blue Charity Day. The day involved soccer gala games, there were jumping castles and a
variety of good things to eat and a raffle. The club raised $15,000 to be given to cancer
charities. Councillor Brticevic thanked the president, Ralf Bzdega, the vice president for
juniors Peter Anjos for organising and Councillor Lound for attending in his capacity as the
Chairperson of Macarthur Football.
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14. CONFIDENTIAL REPORTS FROM OFFICERS

Confidentiality Recommendation

It was Moved Councillor Gilholme, Seconded Councillor Chowdhury:

1. That this Ordinary Meeting of Council be adjourned and reconvened as a meeting of the
Confidential Committee for discussion of items 14.1, 14.2 and 14.3 which are considered to
be confidential in accordance with Section 10A(2) of the Local Government Act 1993, as
indicated below:

Item 14.1 Council Land Sale - Underutilised Site in Bradbury
Item 14.1 is confidential in accordance with Section 10A(2)c) of the Local
Government Act 1993 as the report refers to information that would, if
disclosed, confer a commercial advantage on a person with whom the Council
is conducting (or proposes to conduct) business.

Item 14.2 End of Exclusivity Agreement - EOl Opportunity on Council Land
Item 14.2 is confidential in accordance with Section 10A(2)c) of the Local
Government Act 1993 as the report refers to information that would, if
disclosed, confer a commercial advantage on a person with whom the Council
is conducting (or proposes to conduct) business.

Item 14.3 Commercial Opportunity
Item 14.3 is confidential in accordance with Section 10A(2)c) of the Local
Government Act 1993 as the report refers to information that would, if
disclosed, confer a commercial advantage on a person with whom the Council
is conducting (or proposes to conduct) business.

2. Council considers that discussion of the business in open meeting would be, on balance,
contrary to the public interest.

135 The Motion on being Put was CARRIED.

The Ordinary Meeting of Council was adjourned at 8:28 pm and reconvened as a meeting of
the Confidential Committee at 8:29 pm.

Recommendations of the Confidential Committee

14.1 Council Land Sale - Underutilised Site in Bradbury

It was Moved Councillor Lake, Seconded Councillor Oates:

1. That Council do not develop the subject site and endorse the sale of the subject site
through a public auction on the basis outlined within the body of this report.
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2. That the appropriate due diligence required to complete the sale process is undertaken
and that this is funded from the proceeds of sale.

3. That Council provide delegated authority to the Mayor and General Manager to execute all
legal documentation associated with the sale outlined within the body of this report,
under common seal if applicable.

136 The Motion on being Put was CARRIED.

14.2 End of Exclusivity Agreement - EOl Opportunity on Council Land

It was Moved Councillor Lake, Seconded Councillor Oates:

1. That Council acknowledge the conclusion of negotiations with the proponent outlined in
the body of this report.

2. That Council endorse a targeted approach via an Expression ofInterest (EOI)to market
the site for potential tenants/purchaser in line with Councils Reimagining Campbelltown
CityCentre Masterplan.

137 The Motion on being Put was CARRIED.

Meeting note: Having declared an interest in Item 14.3 Councillor Morrison left the meeting at
8:34 pm and with Item 14.3 being the last Item to discuss Councillor Morrison did not re-join the
meeting.

14.3 Commercial Opportunity

It was Moved Councillor Lake, Seconded Councillor Thompson:

That Council approve the acquisition of the subject property on terms and conditions set out in
this paper

1. That Council note that the subject property is consistent with the Primary Criteria of the
Investment Property Portfolio - Strateqgy for Revenue Growth Policy.

2. That Council provide approval of funds as specified in this paper to acquire the property
and approve funding to be allocated from the Property Development Reserve.

3. That the General Manager be granted delegated authority, once satisfied, to sign all
documentation associated with the acquisition of the subject property.

4, That the subject property is categorised as operational once it is transferred into
Council’s ownership.

5. That the existing Property Management arrangements remain in place for a minimum of
18 months to ensure the acquisition reflects an ongoing business concern.
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6. That Council approve an exemption from the tendering requirements in accordance with
section 55(3)i) of the Local Government Act 1993, noting that, due to extenuating
circumstances, a satisfactory result would not be achieved by inviting tenders for the
provision of Property Management Services at this time.

7. That Council notes the reason why a satisfactory result would not be achieved by inviting
tenders at this time is due to the need for continuity of service provision during the
acquisition and handover phase and to retain a service provider with an intimate working
knowledge of the asset until such time as Council stabilises the investment post
acquisition.

138 The Motion on being Put was CARRIED.

It was Moved Councillor Thompson, Seconded Councillor Lake:

That the Council in accordance with Section 10 of the Local Government Act 1993, move to re-
open the meeting to the public.

139 The Motion on being Put was CARRIED.

At the conclusion of the meeting of the Confidential Committee the Open Council Meeting
was reconvened at 8:39 pm. The Mayor read the recommendations from the Confidential
Committee for Items 14.1, 14.2 and 14.3.

It was Moved Councillor Oates, Seconded Councillor Gilholme:

That the reports of the Confidential Committee and the recommendations contained therein be
adopted.

140  The Motion on being Put was CARRIED.

There being no further business the meeting closed at 8:44 pm.

Confirmed by Council on

.......................................... General Manager ...........c..ccccceeeeeevvvnnnnneen.... Chairperson
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4, DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST

Pecuniary Interests

Non Pecuniary - Significant Interests

Non Pecuniary - Less than Significant Interests
Other Disclosures

Page 25



1% CAMPBELLTOWN

7/l|§ CITY COUNCIL

Ordinary Council Meeting 03/08/2021

5. MAYORAL MINUTE

5.1 Community Service Awards - Colin Elliott 0OAM and Malaemie Fruean 0AM

Recommendation

1. That Colin Elliott OAM and Malaemie Fruean OAM be presented with Community Service
Awards in recognition of their contributions to the Campbelltown community.

2. That Colin Elliott 0AM, Malaemie Fruean OAM and Allan Connolly OAM be acknowledged for
receiving an Order of the Medal of Australia in the 2021 Queen'’s Birthday Honours.

The Campbelltown community is known for their generosity and we are fortunate to have many
people in our city who demonstrate community spirit, going above and beyond to help others.

This generous spirit was recently recognised when 3 members of our community were each
awarded a Medal of the Order of Australia at the 2021 Queen’s Birthday Honours. Tonight | would
like to recognise those community members who have demonstrated this sense of goodwill and
kindness throughout their lives.

Colin Elliott OAM has dedicated his life to supporting various community groups and
organisations in Campbelltown over the 5 decades he has called Campbelltown home.

Mr Elliott is an active member of Campbelltown Uniting Care where he has held the role of
Chairperson since 2002. Through his compassion and empathy for people in need within our
community, Mr Elliott has been fundamental in providing assistance to many through the
church’s refugee support program.

Mr Elliot was recognised with an Order of Australia Medal for service to the community of
Campbelltown.

Malaemie Fruean OAM is a member of the Campbelltown community who loves working within
diverse communities and has a passion for working with Maori and other Pacific Island cultures
to build, support and enhance the community.

Ms Fruean is a community advocate who also serves on several multicultural advisory boards for
various organisations and has been the chairperson for the New South Wales Council for Pacific
Communities and NSW Pacific Awards since 2014. She is a founding member of the South West
Multicultural and Community Centre and has been a mental health first aid educator for the
Pacific Mental Health Initiative since 2019.

Ms Fruean was recognised with an Order of Australia Medal for service to the Pacific
communities of New South Wales.

Allan Connolly, who sadly passed away in 2019 was also recognised posthumously with an Order
of Australia Medal for his service to Cricket.
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Mr Connolly was a Life Member of the Campbelltown City Junior Cricket Club, Campbelltown
City Senior Cricket Club and the Campbelltown Camden District Cricket Club (CCDCC), as well as
serving as President of CCDCC from 2000 to 20089.

Mr Connolly was passionately committed to the development of cricket in the Macarthur region
and was a strong advocate and driving force behind improving the facilities at the Raby Sports
Complex to serve our local sporting community and broader region.

| was honoured to present Mr Connolly with a Community Service Award in 2019 to recognise his

extensive contributions to our community and have written to his wife Olga to pass on my
congratulations and recognise this important and well-deserved OAM honour.

Attachments

Nil
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6. PETITIONS

7. CORRESPONDENCE

Nil
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8. REPORTS FROM OFFICERS
8.1 Development Application Status

Reporting Officer

Director City Development
City Development

Community Strategic Plan

Objective Strategy

10utcome One: A Vibrant, Liveable City 1.8 - Enable a range of housing choices to
support different lifestyles

Officer's Recommendation

That the information be noted.

Purpose

To advise Council of the status of development applications within the City Development
Division.

Report

Inaccordance with the resolution of the Council meeting held 13 March 2018, that:

Councillors be provided with monthly information detailing the status of each report considered
by the Local Planning Panel (LPP), South Western City Planning Panel and approved by the

General Manager under delegation of a value of more than S1 million, the attachment to this
report provides this information as requested.

Attachments

1. List showing status of Development Applications (contained within this report) 4
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Development Application Register

DAs to be considered by the Sydney Western City Planning Panel

DA No. Address Description Value Authority Criteria Status Determination
Cor_lztrugtllc"jn ofla Panel briefed in
Raith residential development 520 million March 2021 -
cantaining 134 residences $26,000,000 ; . .
589/2017/DA-RA 74 Fern Avenue . (registered prior to revised plans
, and alterations to and use $30mil threshold) currently on
Campbelltown of the existing heritage -y
- exhibition
building.
434/2020/DA-C 158 Queen Street Amalgamation of two Deferred at Panel's
Campbelltown allotments, demolition of $50,056,894 >$30 million Fehruary 2021
structures and capital investment meeting
canstruction of an 11 value
storey building comprising
of a 2 storey RSL club with
152 hotel rooms above
4609/2018/DA-SW | Appin Road, Gilead | Staged subdivision to >330 million
creatg 474 residential lots, $33, 446,465 capital investment Under assessmert
Z20residue lotsand value
associated civil works
4079/2017/DA-CD | Western Sydney Concept application for $6,175,279 | >$5 million capital | Under assessment
University, 183 the staged development investment value
Narellan Road, of residential, mixed use Crown
Campbelltown and open space land uses development
including Stage 1for super
lot subdivision and civil
works
906/2020/DA-SW | Gidley Crescent, §13,940,148 | >S5 million capital | Under assessment

Claymore

Stage & Claymore
Renewal - Subdivision to
create 179 residential lots
two residual lots including
associated works

investment value
Crown
development

buneal, |10unog AteuipiQ
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Development Application Register

DAs to be considered by the Sydney Western City Planning Panel

DA No.

Address

Description

Value

Authority Criteria

Status

Determination

504/2021/DA-SW

Clarendon Place,
Winbourne Place,
Rawdan Place,
Dalkeith Place,
Greengate Road,
Airds

Stage 8 Airds/Bradbury
Renewal - Subdivision to
create 82 lots comprising
of 80 residential lots and 2
lots for parks and
associated works

$6,354,141

>35 million capital
investment value
Crown
development

Preparing for
public exhibition

535/2021/DA-SW

Woolwash Road,
Greengate Road,
Teeswater Place,
Wallinga Place,
Katella Place and
Mamre Crescent,
Airds

Stage 7 Airds/Bradbury
Renewal - Subdivision of
T existing lots to create
214 lots comprising of 207
residential lots, 2 lots for
future development, 1ot
containing an existing
senior housing

$13,914,412

=35 million capital
investment value
Crown
development

Preparing for
public exhibition

3532/2020/DA-SW

Goldsmith Avenue,
Campbelltown

Concept master plan fora
high density residential
and mixed use
development (known as
Macarthur Gardens North),
and construction of Stage
1 of the master plan,
encompassing roads,
parks, civil works,
landscaping and
subdivision of the site into
super lots

$ 281,673,000

=385 million capital
investment value
Crown
development

Panel briefing set
for April 2021

buneal, |10unog AteuipiQ
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Development Application Register

DAs to be considered by the Sydney Western City Planning Panel

DA No. Address Description Value Authority Criteria Status Determination
Subdivision to create b6
residential lots and 2 >85 million capital
Goldsmith Avenue, | residue ots and $14,000,000 | investment v:Iue Panel briefing set
1384/2020/DA-SW | Campbelltown associated drainage and e >11Ng
road works and Crown for April 2021
construction of b6 development
dwellings
Various lots, Stage 11 Claymore
Fullwood Reserve, | Renewal - Subdivision ~$5 million capital
Gould Road, creating 91 Torrens titled 38 621,292 investment value Panel briefing set
11/2021/DA-SW | Prestonand residential allotments, 1 e Crown for April 2021
Abrahams Ways residue lot and associated development
and Beryl Close, site, civiland landscape
Claymore works
) Stage b Claymore Renewal
m)rrlr?:;ilégsslcent - Subdivision of land to >355 million capital
4604/2020/DA-SW | Dobell Road and " | create 86 residentiallots 1 | $14,290,245 | investmentvalue | Panelbriefing set
Arkley Avenue residue lot1 Iot_for future Crown for April 2021
Claymore ' park an_cl associated road development
and drainage works
Various lots, Consolidation of four 811,456,074 | >$5 million capital | Under assessment

774/2021/DA-SW

Riverside Drive,
Airds

existing lots to create four
new lots and new road,
landscape and open space
infrastructure
embellishment works -
Airds/Bradbury Renewal

investment value
Crown
development

buneal, |10unog AteuipiQ

120¢/80/¢0
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Development Application Register

DAs to be considered by the Department of Planning

DA No. Address Description Value Authority Criteria Status Determination
Expansion of existing fanifi
SSD17-8599 16 Kerr Road, waste recovery and reuse $1,813,000 State Significant Under assessment
Y Development
Ingleburn facility, extension of
operating hours to 24
hours per day
DAs to be considered by the Local Planning Panel
- Authority R
DA No. Address Description Value e Status Determination
Criteria
2225/2020/DA-DW | Lot 8177 Construction of a single $84,500 Development | Deferred for more Unavailable at
DP 881519, storey dwelling standard information by time of report
1Denfield Place, St variation Panel atits preparation
Helens Park greater than | February meeting
10%
2675/2008/DA-S Lot 7304 Kellerman | Subdivision into 355 $9,000,000 More than 10 | Under assessment
Drive, St Helens residential lots and unique
Park associated civil and road objections
works
2687/2018/DA-SW | Appin Road, Gilead | Subdivision of land and §7,972,417 More than 10 | Under assessment
associated civil works inta139 unique
residential lots and 3 residue objections,
lots planning
agreement

buneal, |10unog AteuipiQ
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Development Application Register

DAs to be considered by the Local Planning Panel

DA No. Address Description Value Author! ty Status Determination
Criteria
2135/2020/DA-C 19 Parliament Change of use toa $120,000 Includes Completed Approved with
Road, Macquarie community facility, Council- conditions at
Fields alterations to the existing owned land Panel's February
premise (ground floor), use of meeting
adjoining lands for car
parking and associated works
681/2018/DA-SW Menangle and Subdivision of land and $6,930,000 Planning Under assessment
Cummins Roads, associated civil works into 90 agreement
Menangle Park residential lots and 3 residue
lots
2611/2019/DA-M 4?2 Brenda Street, | Demolition of existing $855,350 Development | Underassessment
Ingleburn structures and construction standard
of three semi-detached variation
dwellings greater than
10%
3859/2019/DA-M 116 Ingleburn Road, | Demolition of existing $878,000 Development Waiting on
Ingleburn structures and construction standard information from
of three x two storey semi- variation applicant
detached dwellings greater than
10%
1786/2020/DA-C 10 Wickfield Mixed use commercial, child $12,585,013 SEPP 65 - Waiting on
Street, Ambarvale | care centre and residential Residential information from
development Apartment applicant
3503/2019/DA-M 19 Dan Street, Demolition of existing $670,000 Conflict of Completed Approved with
Campbelltown dwelling and construction of interest conditions at

4 multi-unit dwellings

Panel's February
meeting

buneal, |10unog AteuipiQ

120¢/80/¢0



| JUSWYOBNY - |'g Wd}|

G¢ abey

Development Application Register

DAs to be considered by the Local Planning Panel

DA No. Address Description Value Author! ty Status Determination
Criteria
3233/2020/DA-824 | 37 Cumberland Review of Determination - $6,267,272 Review of Completed Approved with
Road, Ingleburn Demolition of an existing application conditions at
dwelling and construction of a Determined Panel's February
four storey residential by the Panel, meeting
apartment building, SEPP 65 -
basement car-parking and Residential
associated site works Apartment

DAs with a value of $1million or more approved under Delegated Authority since last Council meeting

DA No. Address Description Value Authority Criteria Status Determination
9B F Construction of a A dwith
4551/2020/DA-DW ruce Ferguson 1 gwelling and swimming | $1,256,000 | Delegated Completed pproved wi
Avenue, Bardia pool conditions
Demolition of 2 dwellings
~ 69 Bruce Ferguson | and construction of 7 Approved with
2256/2019/DA-RS Avenue, Bardia affordable rental housing $1,318,350 Delegated Completed conditions
multi-unit dwellings
Construction of a service :
2645/2020/DA-C | ' LeNCASIErSUCEL | giotionandfoodand | $2,469,372 | Delegated Completed Approved with

Ingleburn

drink premises

conditions

buneal, |10unog AteuipiQ
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Development Application Register

DAs with a value of $1million or more approved under Delegated Authority since last Council meeting

DA No. Address Description Value Authority Criteria Status Determination
Demolition of the
existing building and
1929/2020/DA-1 | 18 Williamson construction ofatwo | «g 593 988 | pelegated Completed Approved with
Road, Ingleburn tenancy warehouse and conditions

distribution industrial
building

buneal, |10unog AteuipiQ

120¢/80/¢0
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8.2 Outcome of Public Exhibition - Amendment 11 to the Campbelltown

(Sustainable City) Development Control Plan

Reporting Officer

Executive Manager Urban Centres
City Development

Community Strategic Plan

Objective Strategy

10utcome One: A Vibrant, Liveable City 1.8 - Enable a range of housing choices to

support different lifestyles

Officer's Recommendation

1.

That Council adopt draft Amendment No.11 to Volume 1and Volume 2 of Campbelltown
(Sustainable City) Development Control Plan 2015 as shown in attachments 1and 2 of this
report.

2. That Council give public notice of its decision in accordance with the Environmental
Planning and Assessment Requlation 2002.

3. That Amendment No.11 to Volume 1 and Volume 2 of Campbelltown (Sustainable City)
Development Control Plan 2015 come into effect on the date of the public notice.

4, That all people who made a submission be advised of this decision.

Purpose

To advise Council on the outcome of the public exhibition of Amendment No 11 of Campbelltown
(Sustainable City) Development Control Plan 2015 (SCDCP) and recommend that Council adopt
the amendments proposed.

Executive Summary

Council staff undertake reqular reviews of the controls in the SCDCP to ensure that they
are relevant and achieve Council’s desired vision for the City.

At the Council meeting on 9 March 2020 Council considered a report on a number of
recommended changes to the SCDCP and resolved to seek public input into the proposed
changes by placing them on public exhibition.

The proposed amendments were placed on public exhibition for 28 days from 7 April 2021
until 7 May 2021. Two submissions were received. One submission raised issues related to
the proposed waste provisions in general and the other submission raised issues related
to the location and access of communal open space within boarding houses.
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. The proposed provisions that relate to residential apartment buildings were considered
by the Campbelltown Design Excellence Panel (CDEP) at its meeting of 17 June 2021.

. This report presents to Council the outcome of the public consultation and the review by
CDEP and recommends that Council adopt the SCDCP Amendment No 11 as shown in
attachment 1and 2 of this report.

History

Council at its meeting held 16 February 2016 adopted the SCDCP, which came into effect on 11
March 2016, to coincide with the commencement of Campbelltown Local Environmental Plan
2015(CLEP 2015).

Since its commencement in March 2016, the SCDCP has been amended on other occasions to
realign with newly introduced State wide planning policies and gquidelines and/or adopt site
specific development controls under Volume 2 - ‘Site Specific’ DCPs.

At the Council meeting on 9 March, 2020 Council considered a report on the review of the
SCDCP which recommended that the following proposed changes be made to Volume 1 of the
SCDCP:

° provide enhanced detail on Council’s expectations for waste management

° clarify noise attenuation requirements

° clarity open space requirements for secondary dwellings

° detail site requirements and space configuration of open space living areas for multi

dwelling housing

° provide quidelines for downstream stormwater easements for infill development
° include requirements for undergrounding power lines
. introduce a control requiring higher design standards for Residential Flat Buildings and

mixed-use developments for active street frontage
. clarify parking rates for industrial premises

. ensure sufficient area is maintained between driveways for on street parking in front of
any new dwelling house or multi dwelling development

. increase the maximum area of mezzanines in industrial units

. introduce controls for pedestrian safety for child care facilities
o remove any unnecessary clauses

° correction of minor typographical errors

The changes are shown in attachment 1.
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The report also recommended that changes be made to Volume 2 Part 13 of the SCDCP to
address the requirements of Clause 6.3 of Campbelltown Local Environmental Plan 2015 (CLEP
2015) for the Maryfields site. These are shown as attachment 2.

Council resolved to seek pubic feedback on the proposed changes by placing them on public
exhibition.

Report
The proposed amendments to Volume 1 and Volume 2 of the SCDCP were placed on public

exhibition for 28 days from 7 April 2021 until 7 May 2021. Two submissions were received as
detailed in the table below.

Issue

Campbelltown City Council has the
opportunity to implement ground
breaking initiatives to reduce waste,
recover waste management costs and
promote sustainability.
Implementation of food organics and
garden organics systems and soft
plastics recycling enables resource
recovery. Arebate for purchase of
reusable sanitary products should be
considered. Education of the
community about correct sorting of
rubbish is essential.

Response

These matters are beyond the scope of a
development control plan. A development
control plan only applies to new development
for which a development application is
required. It does not provide controls for
complying development and does not have any
effect on the waste is managed for existing
development.

The information and suggestions provided
have been passed on to the waste and
recycling team for their consideration.

Council has

| believe that Part 17 (Boarding Houses)
of the SCDCP should require the private
open space for a boarding house to be
directly adjacent to the communal
living area. You have similar standards
for other types of development (dual
occupancies, multi-dwellings  etc).
| think boarding house residents should
also be given high-amenity communal
spaces that benefit from ease of
indoor-outdoor transition, and they
should also be able to have outdoor
communal spaces that are directly
adjacent to where the residents live,
instead of having long walking
distances to these spaces.

received some development
applications where communal open space is
fragmented and/or communal open space that
is not easily accessible by residents. There is
currently no communal open space area
requirement for boarding houses within the
SCDCP. It is therefore proposed to amend Part
17 (Boarding Houses) by adding the following
provision:

17.2.12 Private Open Space

a) A minimum of one communal private
open space area of 20 m? with a minimum
dimension in each direction of 3 m shall
to be provided for use by lodgers.

b)  Where the boarding house is not within
walking distance (400 m) to a public park
the communal private open space shall
have a minimum area of 30 m? with a
minimum dimension in each direction of
3m.

[tem 8.2
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c) The area of the communal private open
space shall be directly adjacent to, and
accessible from, the main indoor
communal living area.

Campbelltown Design Excellence Panel

Section 21A of the Environmental Planning and Assessment Regulation 2000, requires Council
to consult with its design excellence panel in relation to any newly proposed amendment to a
development control plan that contain provisions that apply to the apartment buildings type
development.

Accordingly, the proposed provisions, under Part 5 Residential Flat Buildings and Mixed-Use
Development that are relevant to the design of residential apartment buildings were referred to
the CDEP for comment.

The CDEP recommended the following:

a)

b)

Council to participate in the feedback/submissions process for the draft Design and
Place State Environmental Planning Policy (D&P SEPP), which is currently underway, and
coordinate SCOCP with the new requirements of the SEPP, the draft of which is expected
to go on public exhibition later this year.

Comments

Council staff prepared a submission on the upcoming D&P SEPP and will be participating
inany future workshops when available.

The Department of Planning Industry and Environment (DPIE) produced a report in July on
the outcome of the public exhibition of the draft D&P SEPP entitled 'What we heard’, D&P
SEPP Explanation of intended effect’. It was noted that the main issues that were raised
by Council's submission have been included in the report. A copy of the report is available
on DPIE’s website.

DPIE will now revise the D&P SEPP having regards to the issues raised. Once DPIE adopts
the revised D&P SEPP, a review of the SCDCP will be undertaken to align it with the new
D&P SEPP.

For high rise residential design:

a. Generally, align any new amendments with Apartment Design Guide (ADG) and
future character aspirations

b. Avoid prescriptive aesthetic direction which limits an architect’s ability to respond
to a specific contextual condition eqg facade direction re horizontal and vertical
articulation

c. Avoid isolated prescriptive requirements that are higher than State Environmental
Planning Policy No 65 and the ADG requirements and not able to be enforced
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c)

d. Add qualitative outcomes eg:
i. Requirement to prove layouts and furniture fit for bedrooms
ii. Provision of study nook/capability for remote working/study
iii. Entrance nook toapartments for privacy

iv. lllustrate SCDCP with imagery of a high design quality - refer to ADG for
guidance in this regard

Comments

During the meeting of the CDEP, it was noted that the proposed requirement in relation to
master bedrooms being a minimum area of 12 m?is not in line with the requirement under
the ADG. The Design Criteria under Objective 4D-3 of the ADG (page 89) requires master
bedrooms to have a minimum area of 10 m? (excluding wardrobe). As such, it would be
superfluous to require a minimum area greater than what is required by the ADG.

The reason for the proposed increase in bedrooms sizes is to enable occupants to
accommodate a desk for study/work from home arrangement, particularly when more
than one person within the household need to work from home.

To respond to the above matter, the CDEP recommends that the dwellings in a residential
apartment building be designed to provide an area for a study nook to enable remote
working and/or study, and this area may be accommodated anywhere within the
apartment.

Accordingly, it is recommended to remove the proposed requirement for minimum
bedrooms’area by replacing clauses 5.5.3(f), and 5.5.3 (g) with the following:

5.5.3f) Each apartment building shall include a study/nook area that is capable of
accommodating a desk for working/studying from home purposes. Such area
shall be shown furnished on the proposed plans and shall have a minimum width
1.6 m.

5.56.3 g) The main entry to each apartment building shall be designed to include an
entrance nook for privacy purposes.

Notably, it is proposed to keep the 12 m? minimum master bedroom requirements for
medium density residential development, as the ADG does not apply to medium density
development and Council is therefore in a position to require a more generous and
appropriate master bedroom size for medium density residential development. It is possible
that in the future that in future the D&P SEPP may include requirements in this regard in
which case these controls may override those in the SCDCP.

Street activation - especially as it relates to B3/B4 mixed-use and shop-top housing
definitions

o Ground floor street activation should align with appropriate activation derived from
street hierarchy research, market/economic analysis and local character analysis.
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The panel discussed the importance of Local Character Statements as a way to
drive place-specific outcomes; noting that when these are linked back to the local
environmental plan they provide Council with a useful tool to overlay quantitative
with qualitative requirements. It would mean for example that different character
areas would likely have different levels of street activation, even across the same
land use zone.

Comments

The above suggestions are noted, however, they are considered to be more relevant
to the Local Statement Planning Statement (LSPS), and will be considered when
reviewing Council's LSPS. These matters are also under consideration as part of the
preparation of the City Centre Design Framework being prepared as part of the
implementation of the Reimagining Campbelltown City Centre Master Plan.

d)  Powerlines underground

Create easements to manage minimisation of impact on front gardens and
setbacks.

Separate utilities from being placed in required landscaping to reduce impact

Describe requirements to minimise frontage of utilities

Comments

The CDEP recommended that an additional note be included after clause 5.4.3(h) that
reads:

Note: Where possible, above ground electricity utilities shall be located in a way to
minimise impacts on landscaping and be placed/oriented to minimise the percentage
they occupy within the front portion of the site.

Summary of proposed Changes to the SCDCP

As a result of the public exhibition and consultation with the CDEP, it is now recommended
that Council adopt the SCDCP as publicly exhibited with the following changes:

1. Replace the proposed clauses 5.5.3(f), and 5.5.3 (g) with the following:

5.56.3f) Each apartment building shall include a study/nook area that is capable of

accommodating a desk for working/studying from home purposes. Such area
shall be shown furnished on the proposed plans and shall have a minimum
width 1.6 m.

5.56.39) The main entry to each apartment building shall be designed to include an

entrance nook for privacy purposes.
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2. Include an additional note after clause 5.4.3(h) as follows:

Note: Where possible, above ground electricity utilities shall be located in a way to
minimise impacts on landscaping and be placed/oriented to minimise the percentage
they occupy within the front portion of the site.

3. Adding the following provision to Part 17 (Boarding Houses):
17.2.12 Private Open Space

a) A minimum of one communal private open space area of 20 m? with a minimum
dimension in each direction of 3 m shall to be provided for use by lodgers.

b)  Where the boarding house is not within walking distance (400 m) to a public park
the communal private open space shall have a minimum area of 30 m? with a
minimum dimension in each direction of 3 m2.

c) The area of the communal private open space shall be directly adjacent to, and
accessible from, the main indoor communal living area.

Conclusion

Council has adopted best practice by undertaking reqular reviews of, and updates to, the
Campbelltown (Sustainable City) Development Control Plan 2015 to identify ways to ensure that
controls are actively encouraging good development in addition to clearly explaining Councils
expectations for development in the Campbelltown Local Government Area. A review has been
completed which identified a range of improvements, and these were considered Council at its
meeting on 9 March 2021 where it wasresolved to place the changes on public exhibition.

The proposed amendments to the Campbelltown (Sustainable City) Development Control Plan
2015 were placed on public exhibition from 7 April 2021 until 7 May, 2021. Two submissions were
received which have been addressed in this report. In addition, the proposed clauses that are
relevant to residential apartment buildings have been reviewed by the Campbelltown Design
Excellence Panel.

Having regards to the matters raised by the public and the advice of the Campbelltown Design
Excellence Panel some minor changes which have been incorporated into attachments 1and 2
to thisreport.

It is recommended that Council adopt the revised amendments to the Campbelltown
(Sustainable City) Development Control Plan 2015 and notify the commencement of these
changes in accordance with the legislation. It is also recommended that Council advise the
people who made a submission of its decision.

Attachments

1. Volume 1 SCDCP Ammendment 11 (due to size) (433 Pages) (distributed under separate
cover)
2. Volume 2 Part 13 Maryfields Development Control Plan (distributed under separate cover)
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Outcome of Public Exhibition - Campbelltown RSL - Planning Proposal
and Site Specific Development Control Plan

Reporting Officer

Executive Manager Urban Centres
City Development

Community Strategic Plan

Objective Strategy

10utcome One: A Vibrant, Liveable City 1.1- Provide opportunities for our community

to be engaged in decision making
processes and to access information

Officer's Recommendation

1.

That Council forward to the Minister for Planning and Public Spaces, the Campbelltown
RSL Planning Proposal at attachment 9 to this report, and request that subject to the
matters raised by Heritage NSW being adequately resolved through the finalisation
process, the amendment to the Campbelltown Local Environmental Plan 2015 be made.

That Council request the inclusion of a satisfactory arrangements clause within
Campbelltown Local Environmental Plan, 2015 preventing consent being granted to any
development application for the construction of new buildings on 3 and 11 Cordeaux
Street or 1 Carberry Lane until such time as the draft site specific development control
plan has been adopted.

That the Council not adopt the draft site specific development control plan, and a further
report be provided to Council on the proposed site specific development control plan
once the planning proposal has further progressed.

That affected land owners and all those who made a submission during the public
exhibition period be advised of Council's decision.

Purpose

The purpose of thisreport is:

1.

To advise Council of the outcome of the public exhibition of the subject Planning Proposal
and draft site specific development control plan (site specific DCP)in accordance with the
Council resolution of 9 March 2021.

To seek Council's endorsement of the proposed next steps in regards to the proposed
amendments to Campbelltown Local Environmental Plan 2015 (CLEP 2015) and the draft
site specific DCP.
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Property Description: 158 Queen Street, Campbelltown (Lot 1DP 558320 and Lot 5 DP 1167855)
3 Cordeaux Street, Campbelltown (Lot C DP 377836)
11 Cordeaux Street, Campbelltown (Lot 2 DP 568986)
1Carberry Lane, Campbelltown (Lot 4 DP 1167853)

Applicant: Think Planners Pty Ltd
Owners: Cabra-Vale Ex-Active Servicemen's Club Ltd and TPG Enterprises Pty Ltd

Executive Summary

. At its meeting on 9 March 2021 Council sought approval from the Department of Planning,
Industry and Environment (DPIE) to publically exhibit a Planning Proposal and draft site
specific DCP for land located at 158 Queen Street, 3 and 11 Cordeaux Street and 1 Carberry
Lane, Campbelltown. The Planning Proposal seeks to increase the maximum permissible
building height from 32 m to 45 m for 158 Queen Street and from 32 m to 85 m for the
remainder of the site.

. DPIE endorsed public exhibition on 7 May 2021.

° The Planning Proposal, draft site specific DCP and associated studies were placed on
public exhibition from 13 May to 10 June, 2021.

° 7 submissions were received during the public exhibition, only one of these was from a
member of the public. The public submission was in objection to the proposal and raised
concerns related to scenic and environmental protection, traffic and health and safety.

° State Agency submissions were received from Endeavour Energy, Jemena, Heritage
NSW, Sydney Water and Transport for NSW (TfNSW).

° Aninternal submission was received from Campbelltown City Council providing comment
as an affected land owner. This submission raised issues related to the impact on
Glenalvon House and other land owned by Council.

. Jemena raised no concerns with the application.

° Sydney Water raised issues relating to the need to upgrade sewer and water
infrastructure to service the development. Endeavour Energy noted that the
development would result in the need for additional capacity in the electricity distribution
network. These matters are able to be addressed as part of the process of preparing a
development application.

. The concerns raised TFNSW are readily resolved by either the implementation of a special
infrastructure contribution for state infrastructure or by a satisfactory arrangements
clause, both of which are within the control of DPIE.

° The concerns raised by Heritage NSW are in the process of being resolved in
collaboration with DPIE and Heritage NSW. There is an agreed pathway for the resolution
of these matters and an agreed list of additional information required which is provided at
attachment 14 to this report.
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. Having regard to the specified Gateway timeframe, and that the unresolved matters are
within the control of DPIE, it is recommended that Council support the proposed
amendments to the CLEP 2015 and that the Planning Proposal be forwarded to the
Minister for Planning and Public Spaces with a request that subject to the matters raised
by Heritage NSW and TfNSW being suitably resolved, the amendment to the CLEP 2015 be
made.

. The Gateway determination requires that the Planning Proposal must be submitted to
DPIE for finalisation by 29 October, 2021. The early submission of this Planning Proposal
will enable the maximum possible time for the resolution of the heritage issues. DPIE has
taken a strong stance in recent times about not extending gateway timeframes.

. It is possible that the resolution of the heritage issues may result in the need to amend
the exhibited draft site specific BCP proposed to be included as Part 15 of Volume 2 of the
SCDCP. In case this occurs, it is recommended that the adoption of the site specific DCP
be held over until the discussions with DPIE and Heritage NSW are finalised and a further
report be provided to Council in this regard.

Background

On 14 March 2018 Council received a formal Planning Proposal Request from Think Planners Pty
Ltd, on behalf of land owners of 158 Queen Street, 3 Cordeaux Street and 1 Carberry Lane,
Campbelltown, which sought an amendment to the CLEP 2015 - ‘Height of Buildings Map’ to
increase the maximum permissible building heights for the subject sites from 32 m to 85 m.

Aspects of the Planning Proposal Request were modified in June 2018 in response to various
concerns raised by the Local Planning Panel including the isolation of 11 Cordeaux Street,
Campbelltown and the height of buildings fronting Queen Street which resulted in a maximum
height of building of 45 m for 158 Queen Street and the inclusion of 11 Cordeaux Street,
Campbelltown into the Planning Proposal.

The progression of the Planning Proposal was formally supported by Council at its meeting on 14
August 2018 and the proposal was forwarded to DPIE for a Gateway Determination. The Council
report requested that as part of any Gateway Determination, the following conditions be
required:

Heritage impact assessment

Detailed traffic impact study

Detailed shadow analysis

A comprehensive public domain plan

A standard building setback from the Queen Street interface for solar and visual purposes
be developed

. A site specific Development Control Plan be developed for the site.

A Gateway Determination was issued by DPIE on 29 January 2019 which included a number of
conditions including a requirement for the preparation of a site specific development control
plan (DCP) which is to be publically exhibited at the same time as the planning proposal. A copy
of the Gateway Determination is attached to this report.
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Prior to the public exhibition of the Planning Proposal and associated documents a number of
requirements were required to be completed including additional studies, preparation of a site
specific DCP and updated mapping. The additional work has been undertaken.

The draft site specific DCP was considered by Council on 9 March 2021. Council resolved to seek
DPIE approval to place the Planning Proposal on public exhibition. Council also resolved to place
the draft site specific DCP on public exhibition concurrently with the Planning Proposal, as
required by the Gateway Determination.

DPIE granted approval for public exhibition on 7 May 2021 and at the same time amended the
Gateway determination to require additional information to be provided by the applicant prior to
the Planning Proposal being submitted to DPIE for finalisation. Additional information was
provided and is at attachments 4 and 5 to this report.

The Planning Proposal, draft site specific DCP and supporting information were placed on
public exhibition between 13 May 2021 and 10 June 2021 and one submission was received from
the general public.

Additionally, submissions were received from 5 State Agencies and a submission was received
from Council's Strateqgic Property team.

Report

The Planning Proposal and draft site specific DCP were publically exhibited from 13 May 2021
until 10 June 2021.

Land owners affected by the Planning Proposal and draft DCP were individually notified in
writing. Exhibition materials were made available on Council's website and on the NSW Planning
Portal website.

Letters were sent to all land owners within 200 m of the subject site.

Several public authorities were also notified in writing of the public exhibition in accordance
with requirements of the Gateway Determination.

In response, one public submission and 5 State Agency submissions were received, along with a
submission from Council's Strategic Property team.

The public submission raised the following issues:

No. Issue Response

1 The submission is in the opposition
to the planning proposal for the
following reasons.

e The proposal would impact on | The planning proposal seeks to amend the
the scenic and environmental | maximum height of buildings map in CLEP
values of the Campbelltown LGA | 2015 only. Future development on the site
particularly around views | would be subject to the submission of a
towards the scenic hills. development application.
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The proposed heights as part of the proposal
are not inconsistent with the Reimagining
Campbelltown City Centre masterplan which
seeks to improve the Campbelltown CBD. This
master plan included detailed consideration of
view corridors. The master plan has been
designed to facilitate views between buildings
with slender towers penetrating the skyline.

As part of the LEP Review Planning Proposal
which was undertaken between 2018 and 2021,
Council designated the Scenic Hills area as a
'‘Preservation Area’ under CLEP 2015 to ensure
the ongoing scenic values are protected.

e The proposed development | The Planning Proposal included a traffic and
would cause traffic congestion | car parking assessment that identified
and would impact on the health | basement car parking for the users of the
and safety of residents. hotel, businesses and residents of any future

development. Future residents would be
within close proximity to Campbelltown
Railway Station and daily services. This would
assist in reducing trip generation to and from
the future development. In addition, having
residents living within the Campbelltown CBD
would increase the pedestrian traffic thus
enhancing the safety of local residents within
the locality. Direct vehicular access from the
site to Queen Street will not be permitted.

Government Agency Submissions
Details of consultation with Government agencies is provided below.
Endeavour Energy

Endeavour Energy's submission referred to previous preliminary comments submitted to
Council on 4 March 2020. The most recent submission raised concerns regarding the additional
capacity required to service the future development for the site. Concerns were also raised in
relation the Planning Proposal document that was on public exhibition particularly section D -
State and Commonwealth Interests.

The submission notes that the proposed development would impose additional demands to the
local network.

Response
Section 7.10 of the CLEP 2015 would apply to any future development of the subject land. This

clause provides that development consent must not be granted to development unless the
consent authority is satisfied that the services identified in the clause that are essential for the
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development are available or that adequate arrangements have been made to make them
available when required. The 'supply of electricity’ is one of the services identified in this clause.

Heritage NSW

Heritage NSW raised concerns relating to the overshadowing and height of the concept design
for the Planning Proposal. The submission raised concerns relating to insufficient information
being supplied as part of the proposal that examines the impact on the nearby Glenalvon House.
The placement of towers along the boundary immediately adjacent to the State Heritage Itemis
not supported by Heritage NSW as it has the potential to cause unacceptable visual impacts,
overshadowing and solar access issues to the State Heritage Item and its grounds.

It is noted that the submission supports the distribution and careful consideration of towers as
advised by the site specific DCP however further solar and visual analysis was required to
determine the appropriate position and location of buildings. The submission advises that a
control relating to the interface of Glenalvon to the RSL site is also required.

Heritage NSW requested that additional solar and visual analysis be provided to them once they
became available to enable a further assessment. The current heritage impact statement that
was publically exhibited was considered insufficient in regards to its analysis of solar and visual
impacts.

The applicant provided further visual analysis, as required by the Gateway determination, which
is provided at attachment 11 (a new document) and attachment 12 (a new document) to this
report. This information was provided to Heritage NSW who made a further submission.

The further submission advises that the additional study and analysis provided to Council was
provided to the Heritage Advisory Panel (HAP) of the Heritage Council of NSW for their
independent advice on the visual impacts of the Planning Proposal. The HAP advised that the
proposal has the potential to compromise the significance of Glenalvon House and that the Item
would lose its historic prominence. The overshadowing from the proposed towers and existing
structures would also have an impact on the garden setting and limit access to sunlight in the
winter months. HAP also advises that the heritage impact statement is inadequate and does not
sufficiently assess the impacts on Glenalvon House or explore opportunities for ameliorating
the listed impacts.

Notwithstanding the above, it is noted that the submission identifies that there are
opportunities on the subject site for additional height to be accommodated away from the
State Heritage item.

The submission suggests that an appropriate design response would see the buildings stepped
back from the boundary of the State Heritage item, with a lower podium level addressing Anzac
Lance and adjacent State Heritage item.

Response

Since the further submission the Project Delivery Unit (PDU) of DPIE has been engaged to assist
with the timely resolution of the issues noting the strict requirements of the Gateway
determination, particularly in regards to timeframes. There have been ongoing fruitful
discussions led by the PDU with Heritage NSW, DPIE, the applicant and Council staff in
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attendance. The applicant has provided further information on the shadow impacts, including
advice from an arborist on all potential impacts of the proposal on the gardens of Glenalvon.

As part of these discussions an agreement was reached in relation to the additional information
required for Heritage NSW and DPIE to complete their assessment of the proposal. The
information required by Heritage NSW and DPIE is shown at Attachment 14 to this report.

The applicant has engaged consultants to provide the required information, and it is expected
that the applicant response to the information required, will be submitted at or shortly after the
time this report is published, and in time for consideration by the Council prior to its normal
meeting of 3 August 2021.

However, it is of note that where the applicant’s response to Heritage NSW and DPIE request is
not available to the Council prior to its meeting, the recommendations of this report do not
change. The applicant is still required to respond directly to the information requested by
Heritage NSW and DPIE.

It is the agreed position of DPIE and Heritage NSW that they will review the information after
the Councillors have considered their position on the Planning Proposal and the draft site
specific DCP. On the basis that these discussions have a clear path forward to resolve the
heritage issues, DPIE is in a position to accept the Planning Proposal from Council for
finalisation, should the Council decide to do so.

The Planning Proposal currently incorporates a draft site specific DCP that includes controls
specifically for the adjoining heritage item. The conversations with DPIE and Heritage NSW
could result in some amendments to the draft DCP and on that basis it is recommended that a
further report be provided on the draft DCP once the Planning Proposal has further progressed.
There is the possibility that any changes made to the draft DCP could also result in the need to
re-exhibit the draft DCP. Regardless, the next step would be a further report to Council on the
draft DCP.

To protect Council's position in this regard it is recommended that Council request that a
satisfactory arrangements clause be included within the CLEP preventing consent from being
granted for any new building on numbers 3 and 11 Cordeaux Street and number 1 Carberry Lane
until such time as the site specific development control plan has been adopted. This clause
should not apply to number 158 Queen Street because the assessment of the development
application for the RSL and Hotel on this site is finalised and this development application is
currently before the Sydney Western City Planning Panel pending the resolution of the planning
proposal for determination. A similar satisfactory arrangements clause requiring a site specific
DCP to be in place has already been included in the CLEP 2015 for the former DFO site at 22-32
Queen Street, Campbelltown.

The subject site is currently located in a strategic CBD location that is identified within the Re-
imagining Campbelltown City Centre Master Plan. Importantly, the Planning Proposal and site
specific DCP incorporate through site links that would link Glenalvon House with Mawson Park, a
direct link which is not currently available. This would allow residents and patrons of the site to
be connected to Glenalvon House and provide a stronger and alternate link between these two
important parts of Campbelltown’s history.
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The current relationship between the existing RSL club and Glenalvon House does not achieve
any pedestrian interconnectedness. The current built form creates a barrier between Mawson
Park and Glenalvon House. The current built form surrounds Glenalvon House to the extent that
its only street presence is from Lithgow Street.

Should the Planning Proposal be approved that results in a future development application on
the site, careful consideration of any development would be required to ensure appropriate
cohesion with and respect for Glenalvon House and its site. The site specific DCP aims to put a
focus on the adjoining heritage items and as such any materials used for a future development
would be required to be sympathetic to Glenalvon and its site.

It is important to note that the concept plan provided as part of the Planning Proposal, is not a
definitive design and building placement outcome. A definitive design and building placement
outcome, including building separation and setbacks, will be subject to further assessment,
including any impact on surrounding heritage items, when any future development application
is lodged, subject to the Planning Proposal be allowed to proceed.

The master plan layout shown in the site specific DCP will ensure that any future development
will need to incorporate design aspects to ensure that Glenalvon House, at street level, is
incorporated and connected with a ground floor plaza at the subject site. This will activate
direct connections between Mawson Park and Glenalvon house, which currently do not exist. In
addition fine grain facades’ treatments at the ground level will also be incorporated, to create a
human scale experience at ground level.

The final decision in regards to Heritage NSW concerns will need to be made by DPIE in the
finalisation of the Planning Proposal. There is potential that changes will be required to the site
specific DCP as a result of this process, and therefore it is not recommended that the site
specific DCP be adopted at this stage and instead that a further report be provided to Council in
its regard once the Planning Proposal has sufficiently progressed through the finalisation
process.

Transport for NSW

TfNSW raised concerns in relation to the lack of bicycle parking for visitors to the site. TINSW
also advised in their submission that they are supportive of reduced maximum car parking rates
as developments in CBD locations are usually able to operate with a minimised car parking rate.
Further, the submission noted that Council need to consider the best funding mechanism for
the site as the gateway determination identifies the location of the site being situated within a
potential Special Infrastructure Contribution (SIC) area.

The submission also analysed the traffic and car parking SIDRA modelling that was submitted
with the planning proposal. Comments were made relating to the various intersections around
the site and the SIDRA modelling that was undertaken which was generally considered to be
reasonable with only a few minor edits required.
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Response

It is acknowledged that as Campbelltown CBD grows and accommodates more residents, there
will be a need to upgrade major regional roads that lead to and from the city as well as key
intersections. Many of these key roads and intersections are on state roads. There is also the
potential that a SIC will be adopted by the NSW Government for the Glenfield to Macarthur
corridor precincts which would be expected to incude the subject site.

If a SIC is implemented by the NSW Government, it is likely that the future development of the
subject site would be required to contribute to the improvement of the local state road
infrastructure through SIC contributions made to the NSW government.

If a SIC is not implemented, or is delayed, then the alternate mechanism is to incorporate a
Satisfactory Arrangements clause within the CLEP 2015, which would operate to prevent any
future development application (large scale) for development on the subject lands from being
determined, unless satisfactory arrangements for the delivery of specified infrastructure has
been adequately resolved.

Where a satisfactory arrangements clause is implemented, it will need to be applied in a way
that does not restrict future development applications for minor proposals, such as a change of
use of ground floor retail premises, or other minor physical works/extensions.

A satisfactory arrangements clause should only apply to major development (or development
that causes a significant change to the existing road amenity) such as the proposed mixed use
development envisaged under the subject planning proposal.

However, it is considered that a satisficatory arrengments clause should not be applied
retrospectively to the development application for an RSL and Hotel on 158 Queen Street, as the
assessment of that DA has been finalised and it is not considered of a magnitude that would by
itself cause a significant impact on surrounding state controlled road infrastructure. This DA is
currently sitting undetermined with the Sydney Western City Planning Panel pending the
finalisation of the planning proposal subject of thisreport.

The comments on bicycle parking for visitors are noted. The existing DCP includes bicycle
storage controls but these relate to residents rather than site visitors. It is proposed that a
development control be added to the site specific DCP requiring the provision of bicycle parking
for visitors as part of any development application for mixed use development when a further
reportis provided to Council on the site specific DCP.

The changes required to the SIDRA modelling are able to be made at the development
application stage.

Jemena Gas

Jemena raised no objection to the Planning Proposal and site specific DCP as there would be no
impact on Jemena Gas assets.

Response

No further action required.
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Sydney Water

Sydney Water's submission noted that further work would be required to the existing water and
wastewater services to service the planning proposal. The submission identifies that an
upgrade to 200 mm sized water main would be required to service the proposal and would be an
increase from the existing 150 mm sized water mains for water servicing to the site. The
submission also identifies that the existing 150 mm sewer mains are not sufficient to service
the potential future development and that an upgrade would be required.

The submission notes that the proposed development would impose additional demands to the
local network.

Response

Sydney Water recommends a feasibility application is lodged through a Water Servicing
Coordinator to facilitate a detailed investigation of the site. The servicing solution must be
determined before a Section 73 application is lodged. The additional details as noted by Sydney
Water will be investigated as part of any future development application for the site.

Campbelltown City Council

Operating in the capacity as ‘Land Owner’ of Glenalvon House, Richmond Villa and the carparks
in Carberry Lane, the Council's Strategic Property team reviewed the potential impacts of the
proposal on Council's property assets. This study was undertaken independently by the
Council’s Strategic Property team to keep appropriate separation of powers between Council's
regulatory responsibilities in assessing the Planning Proposal, and Council's role as the owner of
land in the vicinity of the Planning Proposal.

This submission particularly considered the potential impacts of the proposal on Glenalvon
House and other Council assets. The submission includes a master plan in response to the
planning proposal for the entire precinct incorporating the RSL site, council owned land and the
commercial premises on Queen Street up to Lithgow Street.

The submission identifies the need for site permeability and through site connections. The
submission considers the potential future uses of Council land, including Glenalvon House and
raises concerns that the proposal could have an impact on the future development potential for
the adjoining site. The submission also noted the potential overshadowing impacts on
Glenalvon House and its yard.

As part of the submission, a draft master plan and recommendations for a future development
application for the site are also provided. The master plan recommends the inclusion of a
heritage park that incorporates two heritage items, Glenalvon House and Richmond Villa.

As part of the draft master plan provided as a part of the submission, it is recommended that
part of Carberry Lane be closed to facilitate the heritage park to increase public open space in
the CBD.
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Response

The subject Planning Proposal considers land within the Campbelltown’s CBD core. The
Planning Proposal is considered generally consistent with the Re-imagining Campbelltown City
Centre Masterplan, in that it assists with and promotes the rejuvenation of the CBD core
through the provision of a mixed use precinct.

The elements of the Planning Proposal and site specific DCP identify appropriate through site
links consistent with the submission.

While the issue raised around the potential future uses of Glenalvon are noted, potential future
uses are not impacted upon or prevented by this Planning Proposal. Any muted changes
identified in this submission are not identified within the Council’s current operational plan or
work plan and therefore there is flexibility in their implementation.

Carberry Lane is currently used as a public road, although it is technically a private parcel of
land (not a road) owned by the Council. The adjustment to the height limit by the Planning
Proposal does not alter this existing situation. A traffic and car parking study was not provided
as part of the submission and the closure of Carberry Lane is not currently on any work plan of
Council.

The concerns related to overshadowing are similar to those raised by Heritage NSW. The
applicant has provided additional information in this regard demonstrating the change in
impact between a development built to the current height limits and the development enabled
by the proposed height limits. It is considered likely that any outcome satisfactory to Heritage
NSW would also adequately respond to the issues raised in the submission made by the Council.
The issues raised can be resolved by DPIE through its finalisation of the Planning Proposal.
Where amendments are required to the draft site specific DCP, as a result of changes required
by the DPIE’s, these changes can be incorporated into the site specific DCP prior to its
adoption.

For thisreason it is recommended that the site specific DCP not be adopted at this point in time
and a further report be provided to Council in this regard once the Planning Proposal has further
progressed.

Gateway Determination Conditions

No. Condition/Requirement Response
1. Prior to public exhibition, Council is | See below
to amend the Planning Proposal as
follows:
a. Under the Introduction section of | The Planning Proposal seeks to generate

the proposal, identify the number of | 438 dwellings, 120 jobs and 2,635 m? of
additional dwellings, jobs and | commercial floor space. This is now
commercial floor space generated | identified in the introduction section of the
by the Planning Proposal Planning Proposal.

b. Under Part 2 - Explanation of | See below
Provisions, include the following:

i Amend the proposed building | The proposed building height is not being
height for the site based on the | amended based on the findings.
findings of any additional studies
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Apply a maximum floor space ratio
(FSR) control to the site based on
the findings of any additional
studies

The proposed FSRis 7.2:1 for the mixed use
component for the site. This FSR may
reduce slightly in the resolution of the
Heritage NSW concerns, but is generally
considered appropriate having regards to
the surrounding open space provided to the
north by Mawson Park and by the heritage
curtilage of Glenalvon House.

This FSR is also not inconsistent with the
other metropolitan cluster centres of the
Western Parkland City identified in the
Western City District Plan with the FSR's at
Liverpool ranging up to 10:1 and at Penrith
ranging up to 6:1.

Apply a minimum FSR for the
employment components (ie hotel
and registered club) of the
proposed development to the site;
and

The proposed minimum FSR is 3.2:1 for the
RSL/Hotel.

iv. Indicate that satisfactory | Satisfactory arrangements for the site
arrangements for the site may apply | relating to State Infrastructure
to ensure contributions for State | contributions are identified within the
Infrastructure is provided as the | Planning Proposal.
site is located within the Glenfield
to Macarthur Urban Renewal
Precinct

C. Under Part 4 - Mapping, update the | The maps have been updated to include a
proposed maps in accordance with | legend.
condition 1(b) and include a legend
for the current and proposed maps

d. Address the consistency of the | When this proposal was originally
proposal with Council's local | considered by Council the Reimagining
strategy Reimagining | Campbelltown City Centre Master Plan was
Campbelltown CBD initsinitial stages of preparation. Additional

information provided by the Applicant on 8
June 2021 (attachment 11 to this report)
addresses the Planning Proposal concept
against the Reimagining Campbelltown City
Centre masterplan.

e. Prepare the draft DCP and | A draft site specific DCP was prepared and
concurrently exhibit this plan with | placed on public exhibition concurrently
the Planning Proposal, including a | with the Planning Proposal. The site specific
standard building setback from the | DCP seeks to include site specific controls
Queen Street interface for solar and | for the site and also includes a standard
visual purposes be developed building setback of 4m-6m for towers on

Queen Street.

It is recommended that the site specific
DCP not be adopted at this point in time
pending resolution of the heritage issues
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and that a further report on the site specific
DCP be provided once the Planning Proposal
has further progressed.

f. Prepare a public domain plan to | A public domain plan was prepared to
inform appropriate DCP controls for | support the Planning Proposal and was
outdoor plaza, streetscape | placed on public exhibition.
enhancements and pedestrian
linkages

g. Prepare a traffic impact study to | A traffic and car parking impact study was
ensure the proposed density | prepared for the Planning Proposal and was

impacts on
network

increase does not have any adverse

the surrounding road

placed on public exhibition. This study has
beenreviewed by TFNSW.

h. Prepare avi

toaddresst
i.

sual impact assessment

report and detailed shadow analysis

he following:

The impacts on the
surrounding area, in
both the current low
scale environment and
the transition to a high-
density centre; and

The impacts on the
adjacent heritage
items;

A visual impact assessment report was
prepared and placed on public exhibition as
part of the planning proposal. However
further information is still required to
address the concerns raised by Heritage
NSW. For more detail see the section in this
report on Heritage NSW submission.

i Prepare a h
determine

heritage

eritage impact study to
the impacts of the

proposed development on the three
items and
development controls that should

to inform

A heritage impact study was prepared and
exhibited as part of the Planning Proposal.
Heritage controls were also included in the
site specific DCP. Further information has
been provided since public exhibition in

apply to the site. response to the concernsraised by Heritage
NSW, however this information is still not
sufficient for Heritage NSW to complete its
assessment. The further information still
required is detailed in attachment 14 to this
report. For more detail see the section on
Heritage NSW submission.
2. The revised Planning Proposal is to | The updated Planning Proposal was
be updated in accordance with | submitted to DPIE for review. DPIE
condition 1 and forwarded to the | approved public exhibition on 7 May, 2021.
Department for review and approval
prior to exhibition.
3. Public exhibition is required under | The Planning Proposal, site specific DCP
section 3.34(2)c) and schedule 1| and associated documents were publically

a)

clause 4 of the Act as follows:

The Planning Proposal
must be made publically
available for a minimum
of 28 days; and

exhibited from 13 May to 10 June 2021.

[tem 8.3

Page 56




Ordinary Council Meeting

03/08/2021

b)  The planning proposal
authority must comply
with the notice
requirements for public
exhibition of planning
proposals and the
specifications for
material that must be
made publicly available
along with planning
proposals as identified
in section 5.5.2 of A
guide to preparing local

environmental plans
(Department of
Planning and

Environment 2016).

4, Consultation is required with the | These public authorities/organisations
following public | were notified of the planning proposal.
authorities/organisations under
section 3.34(2)d) of the Act and/or | The functions of the Roads and Maritime
to comply with the requirements of | Services have been absorbed by TFNSW.
relevant section 9.1directions:

e Roads and Maritime | Telstra did not make a submission.
Services
e Transport for NSW The submissions made are attached and
e Office of Environment and | have been summarised in this report.
Heritage
e Sydney Water
o Telstra
e Jemena Gas
e Endeavour Energy
Each public authority/organisation
is to be provided with a copy of the
planning proposal and any relevant
supporting material, and given at
least 21 days to comment on the
proposal.

5. A public hearing is not required to | Noted. A public hearing is not required as
be held into the matter by any | part of this Planning Proposal.
person or body under section
3.34(2)e) of the Act. This does not
discharge  Council from any
obligation it may otherwise have to
conduct a public hearing (for
example, in response to a
submission or if reclassifying land).

6. The time frame for completing the | The gateway determination has been
LEP is to be 18 months following the | altered on 2 occasions and the timeframe
date of the Gateway Determination. | for completionis now 31 December 2021and

submission to DPIE for finalisation no later
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This condition was amended and
the current condition is as follows:
The time frame for completing the
LEP is by 31 December 2021 and
must be referred to the Department
for finalisation no later than 29
October 2021.

than 29 October, 2021. The date of 29
October is set to incorporate the time
required for DPIE to finalise the plan before
31 December, noting that there is a
Christmas shutdown period. The early
submission of this Planning Proposal
provides maximum time for resolution of
the concerns raised by Heritage NSW.

New Prior to referring the proposal to
condition | the Department for finalisation,
as at 6| Council must consider an updated
May 2021 | visual impact report and urban
7. design analysis that
e Provides more detailed analysis | An updated visual impact report and urban
and massing model assessment | design analysis report was submitted to
to justify the proposed height | Council for review on 8 June 2021.
and FSR control; and
The additional information provided to
e Provides 3D diagrams at the | Council is considered to be consistent with
ground level (that is, an | the Reimagining Campbelltown City Centre
assessment of the impact of | Master Plan for the following reasons:
development on the street
view), Campbelltown CBD|e The updated information identifies
skylines, as well as through-site links between Mawson
consideration on  sensitive Park and Glenalvon House.
views including the adjacent
State listed heritage item. e The development would not have an
adverse impact on the City Centre
skyline in line with the proposed height
and massing identified in the
Reimagining Campbelltown City Centre
Master Plan.

e The impacts of the RSL/Hotel
development on Glenalvon House are
limited. The proposed mixed use
development on 3 and 11 Cordeaux
Street and 1 Carberry Lane is able to be
controlled through the proposed site
specific DCP to limit its impact on
Glenalvon House. The  updated
information includes a 3D montage of
the concept design of the development
and Glenalvon House from Lithgow
Street, Campbelltown.

Ongoing discussions have occurred in
regards to this issue and further
information is still required. For more
detail see the section on Heritage NSW
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submission.

e The height of the Planning Proposal
would be considered consistent with the
scale of development identified in the
Reimagining Campbelltown City Centre
Master Plan and the 6 pillars identified in
that plan, particularly the character of
future development identified in the
“City in the Bush”. The site is located in
the core CBD and in the highest
intensity use zone.

The updated information is located at
attachments 4 and 6.

Conclusion

A Planning Proposal, draft site specific Development Control Plan and associated documents
for the Campbelltown RSL Planning Proposal were publically exhibited from 13 May 2021 to 10
June 2021.

In response, one public submission, b State Agency submissions and a submission from
Council's Strategic Property team were received. The submissions received have raised issues
relating to traffic, pollution, energy, heritage and scenic values. These matters raised and the
response to the same has been discussed in the body of this report. In response to the
submissions, it is recommended that the site specific DCP not be adopted at this point in time
in case it needs to be amended to address the issues raised by Heritage NSW. The site specific
DCP will also be amended to address the submission made by Transport for NSW in regards to
bicycle parking for visitors to the site.

Concerns regarding the potential impact of the Planning Proposal on Glenalvon House have
been raised by Heritage NSW and Council's property team. In response there have been ongoing
discussions between the Heritage NSW, the Department Planning, Industry and Environment,
the applicant and Council staff led by the Governments Planning Development Unit.

As part of these discussions there has been an agreed list of information required, shown in
attachment 14 to this report, and an agreed pathway to the resolution of the issues. Staff from
the Department Planning, Industry and Environment are satisfied that the agreed information
and pathway is sufficient to resolve the outstanding matters and enable the finalisation of the
Planning Proposal in accordance with the Gateway deadline.

Given the constraints of the Gateway deadline as reported, it is recommend that the Planning
Proposal at attachment 9 be sent to the Minister for Planning and Public Spaces with a request
that the amendment to the Local Environmental Plan be made so that the Department Planning.
Industry and Environment is able to consider and resolve the issues raised by Heritage NSW.

It is also recommended that Council request the inclusion of a satisfactory arrangements
clause within CLEP 2015 preventing development consent to be granted for new building works
on 3 and 11 Cordeaux Street and 1 Carberry Lane until such time as the site specific DCP has
been adopted.
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Attachments

©ONDOTH NN

1.

12.
13.

14.

Gateway Determination and Alterations (contained within this report) &

Submission - Transport for NSW (contained within this report) §

Submission - Heritage NSW (contained within this report) &

Submission - Endeavour Energy (contained within this report) 4

Submission - Jemena (contained within thisreport) §

Submission - Campbelltown City Council (contained within this report) 4

Submission - Resident (contained within this report) §

Submission - Sydney Water (contained within this report) 4

Public Exhibition - Draft Planning Proposal - Campbelltown RSL (contained within this
report) J

Public Exhibition - Final - Site Specific DCP for Campbelltown RSL (contained within this
report) J

Additional Urban Design Report - Queen Street Campbelltown (contained within this
report) J

Photomontages - RSL (contained within this report) &

Additional Urban Design Report - Campbelltown RSL - (due to size) (distributed under
separate cover)

Campbelltown RSL Information Requirements and Process (contained within this report) J
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Gateway Determination

Planning proposal (Department Ref: PP_2018_CAMPB_006_00). to increase the
maximum building height for land at 158-168 Queen Street, 1 Carberry Lane and 3 &
11 Cordeaux Street, Campbelltown from 32m to 45m and 85m.

I, the Director, Sydney Region West at the Department of Planning and Environment,
as delegate of the Minister, have determined under section 3.34(2) of the
Environmental Planning and Assessment Act 1979 (the Act) that an amendment to
the Campbellitown Local Environmental Plan (LEP) 2015 to increase the maximum
building height for land at 158-168 Queen Street, 1 Carberry Lane and 3 & 11
Cordeaux Street, Campbelltown from 32m to 45m and 85m should proceed subject
to the following conditions:

1. Prior to public exhibition, Council is to amend the planning proposal as follows:

(a) under the Introduction section of the proposal, identify the number of
additional dwellings, jobs and commercial floor space generated by the
proposal;

(b) under Part 2 - Explanation of Provisions, include the following:

i. amend the proposed building height for the site based on the findings
of any additional studies;

ii. apply a maximum floor space ratio (FSR) control to the site based on
the findings of any additional studies;

iii. apply a minimum FSR for the employment components (i.e. hotel and
registered club) of the proposed development to the site; and

iv. indicate that satisfactory arrangements for the site may apply to
ensure contributions for State infrastructure is provided as the site is
located within the Glenfield to Macarthur Urban Renewal Precinct;

(c) under Part 4 — Mapping, update the proposed maps in accordance with
condition 1(b) and include a legend for the current and proposed maps;

(d) address the consistency of the proposal with Council’s local strategy Re-
imagining Campbellitown CBD;

(e) prepare the draft DCP and concurrently exhibit this plan with the planning
proposal, including a standard building setback from the Queen Street
interface for solar and visual purposes be developed

(f)  prepare a public domain plan to inform appropriate DCP controls for
outdoor plaza, streetscape enhancements and pedestrian linkages;

(g) prepare a traffic impact study to ensure the proposed density increase
does not have any adverse impacts on the surrounding road network;

PP_2018 CAMPB_006_00 (IRF18/4970)
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(h) prepare a visual impact assessment report and detailed shadow analysis
to address the following:

i. the impacts on the surrounding area, in both the current low-scale
environment and the transition to a high-density centre; and

ii. the impacts on the adjacent heritage items;

(i) prepare a heritage impact study to determine the impacts of the proposed
development on the three heritage items and to inform development
controls that should apply to the site.

2. The revised planning proposal is to be updated in accordance with condition 1
and forwarded to the Department for review and approval prior to exhibition.

3.  Public exhibition is required under section 3.34(2)(c) and schedule 1 clause 4 of
the Act as follows:

(a) the planning proposal must be made publicly available for a minimum of
28 days; and

(b) the planning proposal authority must comply with the notice requirements
for public exhibition of planning proposals and the specifications for
material that must be made publicly available along with planning
proposals as identified in section 5.5.2 of A guide to preparing local
environmental plans (Department of Planning and Environment 2016).

4.  Consultation is required with the following public authorities/organisations under
section 3.34(2)(d) of the Act and/or to comply with the requirements of relevant
section 9.1 Directions:

Roads and Maritime Services;

Transport for NSW:

Office of Environment and Heritage; and,
relevant servicing authorities including:

o Sydney Water,

o Telstra;

o Jemena Gas; and

o Endeavour Energy.

Each public authority/organisation is to be provided with a copy of the planning
proposal and any relevant supporting material, and given at least 21 days to
comment on the proposal.

5. A public hearing is not required to be held into the matter by any person or
body under section 3.34(2)(e) of the Act. This does not discharge Council from
any obligation it may otherwise have to conduct a public hearing (for example,
in response to a submission or if reclassifying land).

PP_2018_CAMPB_006_00 (IRF18/4370)
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6. The time frame for completing the LEP is to be 18 months following the date of
the Gateway determination.

Dated 29" day of January 2019.

Ann-Maree Carruthers

Director, Sydney Region West

Planning Services

Department of Planning and Environment

Delegate of the Minster for Planning

PP_2018_CAMPB_006_00 (IRF18/4970)
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Alteration of Gateway Determination

Planning proposal (Department Ref: PP_2018_CAMPB_006_00)

|, Acting Director Western, Central River City & Western Parkland City at the
Department of Planning, Industry and Environment, as delegate of the Minister for
Planning and Public Spaces, have determined under section 3.34(7) of the
Environmental Planning and Assessment Act 1979 to alter the Gateway
determination dated 29 Janurary 2019 for the proposed amendment to the
Campbelltown Local Environmental Plan 2015 as follows:

1. Delete condition 6 and replace it with a new condition 6 stating:
“The time frame for completing the LEP is by 29 June 2021.”

Dated 5" day of August 2020.

Eleanor Robertson

Acting Director, Western

Central River City & Western Parkland
City

Department of Planning, Industry and
Environment

Delegate of the Minister for Planning
and Public Spaces

[PP_2018_CAMPE_006_01] (IRF20/2880))
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Alteration of Gateway Determination

Planning proposal (Department Ref: PP-2020-2142)

|, the Director, Western, Central River City and West Parkland City at the Department
of Planning, Industry and Environment, as delegate of the Minister for Planning and
Public Spaces, have determined under section 3.34(7) of the Environmental Planning
and Assessment Act 1979 to alter the Gateway determination dated 29 January 2019
(since altered 5 August 2020) for the proposed amendment to the Campbelltown
Local Environmental Plan 2015 as follows:

1. Delete condition 6 and replace it with a new condition 6 stating:

“The time frame for completing the LEP is by 31 December 2021 and must be
referred to the Department for finalisation no later than 29 October 2021.”

2. Insert a new condition 7 stating:

“Prior to referring the proposal to the Department for finalisation, Council must
consider an updated visual impact report and urban design analysis that

* provides more detailed analysis and massing model assessment to justify the
proposed height and FSR control; and

* provides 3D diagrams at the ground level (that is, an assessment of the
impact of development on the street view), Campbelltown CBD skylines, as
well as consideration on sensitive views including the adjacent State listed
heritage item.”

Dated 6 May 2021

Adrian Hohenzollern

Director, Western

Central River City, West Parkland City
Greater Sydney, Place and
Infrastructure

Department of Planning, Industry and
Environment

Delegate of the Minister for Planning
and Public Spaces

PP-2020-2142 [formerly PP_2018_CAMPB_006_00]
(IRF21/ 1864)
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10 June 2021

TfNSW Reference: SYD20/00253/02
Council ref: 1166/2021/E-PP, PP-2020-2142

Ms Lindy Deitz

General Manager
Campbelltown City Council
PO Box 57

Campbelltown NSW 2560

Attention: Ante Zekanovic

Dear Ms Deitz,

PUBLIC EXHIBITION - PLANNING PROPOSAL AND SITE SPECIFIC
DEVELOPMENT CONTROL PLAN (DCP) 158 QUEEN STREET, 1 CARBEERRY LANE
AND 3 AND 11 CORDEAUX STREET, CAMPBELLTOWN

Transport for NSW (TTNSW) appreciates the opportunity to provide comment on the above
proposal as referred to us in Council's correspondence dated 12 May 2021.

TNSW has reviewed the planning proposal, site specific DCP and supporting studies.

We note that the proposal seeks to amend the Campbelltown Local Environmental Plan
2015 (the LEP) to increase the maximum permissible building height from 32m to 45m for
158 Queen Street, and to 85m for the remainder of the site. It also seeks to apply a
maximum floor space ratio control (FSR) of 3.2:1 for 158 Queen Street and 7.2:1 for the
rest of the land under Schedule 1 of the LEP (currently there is no FSR control for the
site). A minimum FSR relating to the employment floor space as a site specific clause
under Part 7 of the LEP is also proposed.

TINSW'’s detailed comments are provided at Attachment A. We recommend these
matters are addressed prior to the making of the plan, and where specified addressed in
the DCP and in any transport impact assessment (TIA) supporting the future DA for the
site.

Should you have any questions or further enquiries in relation to this matter, Rachel
Davis would be pleased to take your call on phone 8849 2702 or email;
development.sydney@transport.nsw.gov.au

Yours sincerely

Cheramie Marsden
Senior Manager Strategic Land Use
Land Use, Network & Place Planning, Greater Sydney Division

Transport for NSW
27-31 Argyle Street, Parramatta NSW 2150 | PO Box 973, Parramatta CBD NSW 2124
P 131782 | W transport.nsw.gov.au | ABN 18 804 239 602
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Attachment A: TFTNSW Comments on planning proposal, site specific Development
Control Plan (DCP) and supporting Traffic and Parking Assessment Report dated
11 February 2020 for 158 Queen Street, 1 Carberry Lane and 3 and 11 Cordeaux
Street, Campbelltown (provided 10 June 2021)

Strategic context and regional infrastructure contributions

1. TfNSW notes that the subject site falls within the Campbelltown Precinct of the
Glenfield to Macarthur Urban Renewal Corridor Strategy, and that planning proposals
in these precincts need to be consistent with the Greater Macarthur Growth Area
Implementation Plan and relevant precinct plan. The Department of Planning, Industry
and Environment's (DPIE’'s) Campbelltown Precinct Plan (2017) (the Precinct Plan)
identifies the subject site as 'Commercial and retail core’. We note the planning
proposal contains a reference to the need for a minimum FSR control relating to the
employment floor space as a site specific clause under Part 7 of the CLEP 2015. Little
further detail is given in relation to this other than in the Attachment C ‘Response to
Gateway Conditions’, which indicates the requirement would be for a minimum of
5,000m? non-residential floor space. TfNSW supports the implementation of a
minimum non-residential floor space control as this will assist in ensuring that a
balance of residential and non-residential floor space is maintained to provide local
employment, shops and services in the walking catchment of housing to assist with
trip containment over the long term.

2. It is noted that the Gateway determination identified the need for a satisfactory
arrangements clause/funding mechanism to be indicated in the planning proposal as
the site falls within the Glenfield to Macarthur Urban Renewal Precinct. This does not
appear to be mentioned in the planning proposal. In the planning proposal Attachment
C ‘Response to Gateway Conditions’ document, this refers to the VPA letter of offer
(Attachment B of the planning proposal) which proposes focal infrastructure
contributions. There does not appear to be any mention of State/regional infrastructure
contributions in the VPA letter of offer or the planning proposal.

Council should be satisfied that a suitable funding mechanism is in place to obtain
developer contributions on an equitable basis towards regional transport infrastructure
upgrades to support future growth associated with the Campbelltown Precinct. DPIE's
2018 Proposed Special Infrastructure Contribution Greater Macarthur report mentions
the need for a separate SIC for Glenfield to Macarthur. Until this SIC (or an alternative
contribution framework) has been implemented, it is recommended an alternate
developer funding mechanism is in place prior to the making of the LEP amendment.
The site should be included in the Campbelltown LEP Urban Release Area Map to
ensure that Clause 6.1 "Arrangements for designated State public infrastructure”
applies to the subject site.

Contributions should be obtained for the regional cycle network and various other
improvements identified in the Precinct Plan. Developer contributions towards State
and regional infrastructure should be obtained on a fair and equitable basis to ensure
that the cost of delivering these items is not solely borne by taxpayers. While the
subject proposal, considered in isolation, may not warrant regional upgrades, the
cumulative impacts of the growth planned for Campbelltown and Glenfield to
Macarthur requires supporting State and regional infrastructure.

Page 2 of 7
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Active Transport

3. Future Transport 2056 emphasises the importance of walking and cycling for short
trips and reinforces the importance of walking and cycling to increase the catchment
of public transport as part of the whole customer journey.

Building Momentum - State |Infrastructure Strategy 2018-2038 includes
recommendations related to walking and cycling, including integrating transport with
land use; managing travel demand; unlocking capacity in existing assets; and
improving population health outcomes through more active transport.

It is noted that reducing car dependence and enhancing pedestrian permeability
through the site are considered as positive features of the development. The Traffic
and Parking Assessment Report (the Traffic Report) states the proposal is “ideally
located to reduce reliance on private car usage and to encourage increased usage of
public transport services.”

However, there is no consideration of cycling and bicycle parking for visitors to
downtown Campbelltown. The planning proposal should explore ways that the
proposed development could contribute to increased accessibility of Campbelltown by
bicycle.

The Traffic Report makes no reference to the infrastructure requirements listed in the
Precinct Plan. The Precinct Plan identifies a local cycle network on the Cordeaux
Street frontage and improved pedestrian netweork on Queen Street and Cordeaux
Street frontages including the through-site link requirement. The DCP and Public
Domain Plan should reflect this, including any ground floor setbacks required to
provide enhanced cycling and pedestrian improvements.

TINSW is supportive of direct and convenient pedestrian links, including the through
site link proposed in the DCP and Public Domain Plan, to encourage walking and
cycling.

It is requested that the DCP also ensures that provision for bicycle parking and end of
trip facilities for staff, residents and visitors is made in accordance with Section 9.1
Direction 3.4 - Integrating Land Use and Transport Subsection (4), and supporting
standards and guideline documents by including the following:

* Locating bicycle facilities in secure, convenient, accessible areas close to the main
entries incorporating adequate lighting and passive surveillance and in accordance
with Austroads guidelines.

Travel Demand Management

4. TINSW notes the planning proposal’'s commitment toward sustainable transport
outcomes and recommends that the following controls be included in the site specific
DCP to further encourage sustainable transport use to the site.

s Preparing a preliminary Green Travel Plan (GTP), may help inform mode share
and assist with ensuring sustainable transport provision for the development.

TINSW provides a range of resources to help in the development of a GTP at
https://www.mysydney.nsw.gov.au/travelchoices/resources

Prior to the commencement of first occupation, a Green Travel Plan (GTP), must

be submitted to the satisfaction of the Certifier to promote the use of active and

sustainable transport modes. The GTP must:

a) be prepared by a suitably qualified traffic consultant in consultation with
TINSW and Council;

Page 3 of 7
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include objectives and mode share targets (i.e. site and land use specific,
measurable and achievable and timeframes for implementation) to define the
direction and purpose of the GTP;

include specific tools and actions to help achieve the objectives and mode
share targets;

include measures to promote and support the implementation of the plan,
including financial and human resource requirements, roles and
responsibilities for relevant employees involved in the implementation of the
GTP;

quantification and analysis of staff shift times and numbers on the Site and
analysis of workforce residential post code data to properly understand public
transport and car parking demand and develop effective strategies in
response, as well as help to inform service planning considerations;

consideration of a staff travel survey and workforce data analysis to inform
likely staff travel patterns and resultant travel plan strategies to / from the Site;

strategies for promoting higher mode share targets for alternate transport use,
particularly amongst day shift and administrative staff;

identification of a responsible party (or Committee) for the ongoing
implementation of the Travel Plan and its initiatives;

confirmation of extent and nature of end of trip facilities and bike parking and
how they will be promoted to staff;

identification of a communications strategy for conveying Travel Plan
information to staff, patients and visitors, including for the Travel Access
Guide;

consideration of car parking management strategies that may be required to
encourage sustainable transport use / mode share targets (such as pricing,
prioritisation for those that carpool, use of wait lists, etc);

a detailed action plan comprising specific tasks needed to complete the
proposed actions, the person/s responsible for completion of the task,
completion date and anticipated costs;

an implementation checklist to achieve the proposed initiatives;

alternative actions to undertake where targets are not achieved;

the set-up of a steering group or committee of relevant internal and external
stakeholders to inform future targets and the ongoing monitoring and revision
of the GTP for five years; and

include details regarding the methodology and monitoring/review program to
measure the effectiveness of the objectives and mode share targets of the
GTP, including the frequency of monitoring and the requirement for travel
surveys to identify travel behaviours of users of the development.

Car parking

5. We note DPIE's Campbelltown Precinct Plan (2017) identifies the need to “Undertake
a parking study for the precinct to identify parking demand, develop appropriate

parking

management strategies and identify opportunities for improved mode share to

increase walking, cycling and public transport use”.

TINSW

concurs with the peoints made in the Traffic Report that the current parking

requirements would provide an excessive amount of on-site parking for the future
development, which may undermine efforts to encourage uptake of sustainable travel
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modes. We are supportive of reduced maximum parking rates for this location, noting
this may also require supporting on-street parking schemes to ensure the development
parking demands do not become reliant on the public road network.

Developments situated in activity centre locations are typically able to operate with
reduced parking provisions due to the increased likelihood of multi-purpose trips to the
site, in conjunction with a variation in parking demand between uses over the course
of a typical day and week.

The 2013 update to the RMS Guide to Traffic Generating Development, surveys of
high density residential dwellings within Sydney metropolitan areas indicated that high
density residential dwellings typically generate an average parking demand of 0.85
spaces per dwelling (1.31 x 0.65). This is an indication that developments of this nature
can generate lower car parking demands than those set out in the Campbelltown
(Sustainable City) DCP, 2015.

The Traffic Report lays out a convincing argument for lowering the car parking
requirements for the site specific DCP. Given the very close proximity of the subject
site to Campbelltown Station, Council may wish to consider the need for appropriate
maximum car parking rates for inclusion the DCP for the site (or site-specific LEP
clause) to encourage the use of public and active transport and curtail reliance on
private vehicle use over the long term.

TINSW suggests Council considers the approach taken in Urban Growth's Parramatta
Road Corridor Urban Transformation Strategy Precinct Transport Report 2016 —
maximum parking rates, or select a similar accessibility benchmarking approach.

Traffic Assessment

The following comments should be addressed in any traffic and transport assessment
supporting the future DA(s) for the site:

6. The Traffic Report suggests that trip generation rates of 0.19 and 0.15 vehicles trips
per hour (vtph) per dwelling, for the morning and afternoon peak periods respectively,
apply for this development. These trip generation rates are based on Sydney average
rates in the 2013 update to the RMS Guide to Traffic Generating Development
(Technical Direction TDT2013/04a Updated Traffic Surveys). These rates have been
derived from the results of surveys undertaken at locations with highly established,
high frequency public transport networks, in very close proximity to Sydney’s major
employment centres with high trip containment and very high mode share to public
transport (i.e. St Leonards and Chatswood, which are among centres with the highest
public transport mode share in Sydney). The Sydney average traffic generation rates
are not considered appropriate for the subject site as trip generation from these
locations may not be representative of the travel behaviour of the subject locality,
particularly in the short to medium term.

The Traffic Report should select a trip rate from a comparable site in terms of mode
share travel behaviour.

7. The trip generation rates for retail assumed in the Traffic Report are not acceptable.
The Traffic Report states that “For the purpose of this assessment therefore, the
abovementioned traffic generation rate for office blocks has been adopted in respect of
the retail component’. These rates of 1.6 (AM) and 1.2 (PM) vtph per 100m? are not
relevant to the retail floor space of this site (they were taken from surveys of office
blocks in North Sydney, Chatswood, Hurstville etc) and would significantly understate
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the trip generation potential of the retail component. TINSW has undertaken recent
surveys of smaller retail centres which has revealed higher trip generation rates for
smaller centres and free-standing supermarkets (see graph below for plot of trip rates
per 100sgqm compared to centre size). The full report can be provided by TINSW n
request.
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8. TfNSW has undertaken a preliminary review of the SIDRA modelling files and
provides comments at Attachment B which should be addressed in any modelling
for the traffic and transport assessment supporting the future DA(s) for the site.
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Attachment B: TINSW SIDRA Modelling Review Comments
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Campbelltown RSL — Planning Proposal

This is to review SIDRA models provided by VARGATRAFFIC PLANNING Pty Ltd consultant. These models include AM
and PM in years 2021. There are three scenarios for this planning assessment: 1) Existing 2) Permissible Network
(Planning Controls Traffic Demands) 3) Proposed Network and 4) Proposed Netwaork with 10% Growth. This review is
excluding calculation of traffic generated from this planning proposal. There are eight key intersections reviewed as
follows:

The review for AM and PM:

Cordeaux St / Moore St
Cordeaux St / Queen 5t
Cordeaux St / Carberry Lane
Anzac Lane / Carberry Lane
Lithgow St / Carberry Lane
Lithgow St / Moore St
Broughton St / Queen St
Railway St / Queen St

e U Ao

The peak periods were identified as 08:15-09:15 AM and 17:00-18:00 PM on the network. The traffic volume was
collected on Wednesday 24 October 2018 and used for modelling the intersections above. The traffic forecast
growth has been applied based on the RMS Traffic Generation Guideline. This review notes reference to the “156-
168 Queen Street, 3 & 11 Cordeaux Street and 1 Carberry Lane, Campbelltown/Traffic and Parking Assessment
Report 11 February 2020”.

Review of issues is for AM and PM as follows:

INTERSECTIONS SIDRA INPUTS COMMENTS
EXISTING NETWORK
COR_MOORX AM e Pedestrian — Pedestrian Timing Data — Use Walk Time Pedestrian safety
TCS2539 Extension or SCATS data walk time.
e Vehicle Movement Data — Path Data — check the approach Minor
Cruise Speed for all approaches.
e Priorities- please check.

COR_QUEX AM ¢ Vehicle Movement Data — Path Data — check the approach Minor

Cruise Speed for all approaches.
COR_CARX AM Vehicle Movement Data — check approach and exit speed. Minor
ANZ_CARX AM Intersection — Car Park approach should be 50m. Minor
LIT_CARX AM Intersection — Car Park approach maximum 200m. Minor
LIT_MOOX AM This intersection is ok.
(Lithgow St and Oxley
St)
RAI_QUEX AM TCS1488 Pedestrian — Pedestrian Timing Data — Use Walk Time Pedestrian safety

Extension or SCATS data walk time.

Priorities- please check.
BRO_QUEX AM Pedestrian — Pedestrian Timing Data — Use Walk Time Pedestrian safety
TCS1574 Extension or SCATS data walk time.

Priorities- please check.

Phase B with 3 second late start.
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NETWORK | ¢ The network is ok; |
PERMISSIBLE NETWORK (Planning Demand)
| e This is ok with all the above changes. |

PROPOSAL TRAFFIC DEMAND

| ® This is ok with all the above changes. |
PROPOSAL TRAFFIC DEMAND + 10%

| » This is ok with all the above changes. |

The SIDRA models are reasonable with a few minor changes as following:

1. Peak periods for the existing traffic flows {page# 16) are different to peak periods in the APPENDIX A - TRAFFIC
SURVEY DATA. It is technically correct to run the models at the same period of time even though it may be off
peak. This allows us to estimate the traffic performance at a specific time period.

2. Vehicle Movement Data AM 40 km/h and PM 50 km/h this should only be used at the school zone area
Pedestrian time use walk time extension or SCATS walk time especially for intersections more than four lanes

4. Check into the priorities setting.
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Our ref: DOC21/389871-8

Ms Lindy Deitz

General Manager
Campbelltown City Council
PO Box 57
CAMPBELLTOWN NSW 2560

Attention: Mr Ante Zekanovic, Senior Strategic Planner
council@campbelltown.nsw.gov.au

Planning Proposal — Campbelltown RSL
Dear Ms Deitz

Thank you for providing the additional information requested in our previous letter of 31 May 2021
(see attached) being a more detailed urban design analysis.

Following receipt of the requested information for the Campbelltown RSL planning proposal Heritage
NSW asked the Heritage Advisory Panel (HAP) of the Heritage Council of NSW for their independent
advice on the visual impacts. The HAP made the following comment at their 16 June 2021 meeting:

e The planning proposal which seeks to allow towers up to 85m immediately adjacent the State
Heritage Register (SHR) item “Glenalvon” (SHR 00004) have the potential to compromise the
significance and the setting of the SHR item.

¢ There are opportunities on the subject site for additional height to be accommodated away
from the SHR item. An appropriate design response would see these buildings stepped back
from the boundary of the SHR item, with a lower podium level addressing Anzac Lane and
adjacent the SHR item.

e The impact of these towers in proximity to the two storey SHR item will mean that the item is
diminished, losing its historic prominence as a grand house in its context. This will
compromise the ability to understand and interpret the significance of the house in its setting.

e The cumulative impact of overshadowing, from the proposed towers and existing structures,
will have a major impact on the garden setting and the buildings. The limited access to
sunlight in the winter months will have a detrimental effect upon the growth and overall health
of significant plants and trees in the garden, and the microclimate of the buildings.

¢ The Heritage Impact Statement in support of the planning proposal is inadequate and does
not sufficiently assess the impacts on the SHR item or explore opportunities for ameliorating
these impacts. A peer review of the Heritage Impact Statement is recommended to look at the
significance of the SHR item in detail and assesses the impacts of the proposal impartially.

In light of this advice, we reiterate our comments from our letter of 18 June 2020 (see attached)
regarding the Campbelltown RSL planning proposal being:
¢ The concept design included with the planning proposal shows two proposed towers
immediately adjacent to the curtilage of the SHR item — Building B at 24 storeys and Building

Level 4, 10 Valentine Ave Parramatta N3W 2150 m Locked Bag 5020 Parramatta NSW 2124
P: 029873 8500 m E: herifagemailbox@environment.nsw.gov.au
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C at 21 storeys. The placement of these tall towers along the boundary with this SHR item is
not supported, as it has the potential to cause unacceptable visual impacts, overshadowing and
solar access issues to the SHR item and its grounds.

¢ An acceptable State heritage outcome could be realised by relocating the proposed tall towers
away from the SHR item. Increasing the height of the proposed new Campbelltown RSL at 158-
168 Queen Street and Building A on Cordeaux Street. This would allow a significant reduction
in height of Buildings B and C.

e Additionally, any future development application for the planning proposal site should be subject
to a detailed design process and should implement measures to avoid a ‘hard wall’ effect along
the boundary with Glenalvon. Measures could include modulation of the building envelope,
sympathetic choice of building materials, and human scale design such as low-scale podiums
for any buildings along this boundary and setback of higher levels to reduce bulk and scale.

¢ Any future development application for the site should alseo include a visual impact assessment,
to identify existing views to and from the SHR item and its curtilage, and the changes to these
views arising from the new development. Photomontages should be included to demonstrate
the relationship between the new development and “Glenalven”. The proponent should clearly
articulate mitigation strategies to reduce visual impact on the heritage item.

In addition, a peer review of the Heritage Impact Statement is recommended. The per review should
be informed by the Conservation Management Plan for “Glenalven” and give due consideration to the
SHR item’s cultural significance and makes recommendations for ameliorating the impacts of the
proposal on “Glenalvon”.

If you have any questions please contact Andreana Kennedy, Senior Heritage Policy Office, Strategic
Relationships & Planning at Heritage NSW, Department of Premier and Cabinet by phone on

02 8288 6692 or via email at andreana.kennedy@environment.nsw.gov.au.

Yours sincerely

Rochelle Johnston

Manager, Heritage Act Programs

Heritage NSW

As delegate of the Heritage Council of NSW

17 June 2021
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Our ref. DOC21/389871-2
Mr Paul Di lulio
Chief Executive Officer
Campbelltown City Council
PO Box 57
CAMPBELLTOWN NSW 2560
council@campbelltown.nsw.gov.au

Attention: Mr Ante Zekanovic, Senior Strategic Planner
ante.zekanovic@campbelltown.nsw.gov.au

Planning Proposal - Campbelltown RSL - 158-168 Queen Street, 1 Carberry Lane and 3 & 11
Cordeaux Street, Campbelltown

Dear Mr lulio

Thank you for the opportunity to provide advice on the Campbelltown RSL planning proposal which seeks
to amend the Campbelitown LEP 2015 by increasing the maximum building height of the site from 32m to:
= 45m for the properties at 158-168 Queen Street, Campbelltown and

« 85m for the properties at 1 Carberry Lane and 3 & 11 Cordeaux Street, Campbelltown.

The subject site is in the immediate vicinity of the State Heritage Register (SHR) item “Glenalvon”
(SHR 00004) located at 8 Lithgow Street, Campbelltown. The Statement of Significance for “Glenalvon”
describes the property as follows:

Glenalvon is historically, aesthetically and socially significant as one of the oldest urban
townhouses in the township of Campbelltown. The house and stables of Glenalvon are a
significant landmark element. Glenalvon has been used continuously as a residence for almost
160 years and although some changes have been made to the house, much of the original
fabric, dating from 1840, has survived intact. The landscape setting of the house is also
important as it represents part of the original curtilage of the property and makes a major
contribution to the historic townscape of Campbelltown.

Insufficient information has been provided with the planning proposal to determine if the proposal
complies with Ministerial Direction 2.3 Heritage Conservation whose objective is “to conserve items,
areas, objects and places of environmental heritage significance and indigenous heritage
significance.” This direction applies when a relevant planning authority prepares a planning proposal,
it does not have to be on land that is the subject site of the proposal.

As stated in our previous letter dated 19 June 2020 (see Attachment A), the placement of these tall
towers along the boundary immediately adjacent the SHR item is not suppoerted, as it has the
potential to cause unacceptable visual impacts, overshadowing and solar access issues to the SHR
item and its grounds.

The provided solar analysis diagrams are considered insufficient for the analysis of impact on the
SHR item. The diagrams include the proviso “Area analysed limited to soft landscape open space of
adjacent site Glenalvon House grid approximately 1m by 1m®. The polygens intended to be
representative of the heritage buildings show no estimate of solar access. As solar access and
overshadowing of the SHR item were key concerns of ours and highlighted in our comments to the
previous planning proposal exhibition it is disappointing that the provided solar analysis remains
inadequate.
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The visual impact assessment provided is inadequate for assessment purposes. It does not visually
demonstrate the impact of the proposed development upon the SHR item. The modified gateway
determination requires “a more detailed visual impact assessment .... which provides 3D view
diagrams at the ground level, consideration of surrounding sensitive views and the adjacent State
listed heritage item.”

The draft Development Control Plan (DCP) for the site states “Overshadowing of heritage listed
gardens/items shall be minimised by careful location and distribution of towers and their heights.”
This outcome is supported but a more detailed solar analysis is required to demonstrate this control
is achievable with the proposed built form envelopes of the development site.

While the DCP specifically stipulates how to have a positive interface with the local heritage listed
Mawson Park, it does not have a detailed control on how it will visually respond to the SHR item. The
DCP does state the new buildings should “Respond to the potential interface and the potential to
provide an opening at the rear of Glenalvon House by providing activation and opportunities for an
alfresco dining precinct along Anzac Lane” and “avoid locating “back of house” services and carpark
entries in the vicinity of the heritage items to ensure there are minimal impacts.” These controls are
supported, however a control that specifically relates to the interface with the SHR item is required.

The Heritage Impact Statement (HIS) prepared by Heritage 21 in support of the proposed building
height increases states that “there is an opportunity to ensure that the proposed design, siting, and
location of the proposed buildings would have a minimal visual impact......on the heritage item”.
However, these comments are not supported by an adequate visual impact assessment to support
this statement. The HIS also states “the introduction of additional landscaping along the south-
eastern boundary of the site would mitigate the potential heritage impact of the proposed works upon
the heritage item”. It is agreed that providing a landscaped buffer at the interface would slightly
mitigate some of the impact from the development site and is supported.

We request a more detailed visual impact assessment and solar analysis be provided to us when
they become available to enable an assessment of the impact of the planning proposal on
“Glenalvon”.

Prior to finalisation of the proposal, Council should be satisfied that all necessary due diligence and
heritage assessments have been undertaken and that any impacts have been sufficiently addressed.
Council’'s assessment should include, but not be limited to, a search of the State Heritage Inventory
(hitps://www.heritage.nsw.gov.au/search-for-heritage/search-for-nsw-heritage/).

If you have any questions please contact Andreana Kennedy, Senior Heritage Policy Office, Strategic
Relationships & Planning at Heritage NSW, Department of Premier and Cahinet by phone on
02 8288 6692 or via email at andreana.kennedy@environment.nsw.gov.au.

Yours sincerely

Rochelle Johnston

Manager, Heritage Act Programs

Heritage NSW

As delegate of the Heritage Council of NSW
31 May 2021
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Qur ref: DOC20/292392
Mr Paul Di lulio
Chief Executive Officer
Campbelltown City Council
PO Box 57
CAMPBELLTOWN NSW 2560

Attention: Mr Ante Zekanovic, Senior Strategic Planner
council@campbelltown.nsw.gov.au

Planning Proposal — Cam