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TO: Planning and Strategy Committee - 18 July 2005 
REPORT: Corporate Planning and Strategy Division Report No.  32 
SUBJECT: Manly, Mosman, North Sydney Bushfire Management Committee - Councillor 

Representative as Chairperson       
FILE NO:   
 

SUMMARY 
 
Manly Council has been requested by the NSW Fire Brigade and the Manly Mosman North Sydney 
Bushfire Management Committee to provide a Councillor to chair the Committee. 
 
 
REPORT 
 
The Manly Mosman and North Sydney Fire Districts encompasses diverse topography bound by 
harbour foreshores, coastal beaches, National Parks, and the Manly, Warringah, Willoughby, and 
North Sydney Local Government areas.  This district embraces a total area of 33 km2.  
 
As a requirement of the Rural Fires Act 1997, A bushfire management plan is required to be 
developed with the aim of coordinating fire management practices, for the protection of life and 
property, community assets and values, and natural and cultural heritage. Each Fire districts are 
therefore required to form bushfire management Committees to ensure that the aims of the 
management plan are met.  
 
Since the inception of the Manly Mosman North Sydney Bushfire Management Committee, it has 
been facilitated by the NSW Fire Brigade, and chaired by Mosman Councillor Jim Reid. At the last 
bushfire management committee meeting held on 3 June, Cr Reid indicated that he would like to 
step down to give another Council the opportunity to provide a Councillor to take on this role. 
 
On 9 June 2005 the NSW Fire Brigade has written to Manly Council formally seeking a nomination 
to chair this committee. Should a Councillor be nominated it is intended that they will take up this 
position immediately, with the next meeting scheduled for 2 September 2005.  Interested 
Councillors are invited to contact the Director Corporate Planning and Strategy for further 
information. 
 
 
RECOMMENDATION 
 
Submitted for Council's consideration. 
 
 
 
ATTACHMENTS 
There are no attachments for this report. 

PS180705CPSD_6.DOC 

*****   End of Corporate Planning and Strategy Division Report No. 32   *****
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TO: Planning and Strategy Committee - 18 July 2005 
REPORT: Corporate Planning and Strategy Division Report No.  33 
SUBJECT: Victoria Parade, Manly, Numbers 29 and 31 - Application for Separate Interim 

Heritage Orders – Response from NSW Heritage Office       
FILE NO:   
 

SUMMARY 
 
The NSW Heritage Office has declined to place IHOs over these two properties. 
 
REPORT 
 
Council on 16th May, 2005 resolved to: 
 
1. seek separate Interim Heritage Orders over No. 29 and No. 31 Victoria Parade, and  
 
2. prepare an LEP amendment to list both properties as separate Items of the Environmental 

Heritage under the LEP.  
 
There is a current development application for Nos. 27-29 (currently at Appeal), and an inquiry 
about potential redevelopment of No 31 has recently been received.  
 
The NSW Heritage Office has now advised that it will decline to recommend to the Minister to 
make the Interim Heritage Orders sought.  The Heritage Office has though indicated that it 
supports Council’s process of listing the properties as heritage items in the LEP. 
 
The LEP amendment process is continuing.  The amendment will be placed on public exhibition 
once endorsement by the Department of Infrastructure, Planning & Natural Resources has been 
received.  
 
The letters from the Heritage Office, both dated 17th June, 2005, are Tabled for the information of 
Councillors. 
 
 
 
RECOMMENDATION 
 
That the Report be noted. 
 
 
ATTACHMENTS 
There are no attachments for this report. 

PS180705CPSD_2.DOC 

*****   End of Corporate Planning and Strategy Division Report No. 33   *****
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TO: Planning and Strategy Committee - 18 July 2005 
REPORT: Corporate Planning and Strategy Division Report No.  34 
SUBJECT: Tree Policy - Establishment of Significant Tree Register       
FILE NO:   
 

SUMMARY 
 
• The preservation of significant trees in Manly is important. 
 
• Council is requested to endorse a Significant Tree Policy. 
 
• The policy will in turn result in the creation and maintenance of a Significant Tree Register. 
 
 
REPORT 
 
A Draft Council Policy is attached for adoption by Council. 
 
Adoption of the Policy will result in the establishment of a Significant Tree Register. 
 
It is proposed to engage with the community (and Precincts in particular) to establish the 
Significant Tree Register. 
 
Identifying "significant" trees will afford greater protection and maintenance attention on their 
preservation. 
 
The Policy is submitted for Council endorsement. 
 
 
RECOMMENDATION 
 
That Council endorse the Significant Tree Policy in order to facilitate the preparation and 
maintenance of a Significant Tree Register in Manly (for both private and public lands). 
 
 
 
ATTACHMENTS 
AT-1   Significant Tree Policy - Draft 4 page(s) 
   

PS180705CPSD_7.DOC 

*****   End of Corporate Planning and Strategy Division Report No. 34   *****
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SIGNIFICANT TREE POLICY 
 

DRAFT 
 
Objectives: 
 
1. To identify significant trees or tree stands within the Manly  Local 

Government area, and  
 
2. To adopt planning and conservation strategies for the preservation of these 

significant trees or tree stands throughout the Local Government area on 
both public and private land. 

 
Definition:- 
 
A significant tree or tree stand is one that in the opinion of Council makes a major 
contribution to the landscape of Manly and meets one or more of the appropriate 
significance criteria listed below. Consistent with Manly Council’s Tree Preservation 
Order, a prerequisite is that the tree be greater than 5 m in height.  
 
Other Relevant Policies and Studies Include:- 
 
• A Tree Preservation Policy which applies in the Local government area 

(LGA) and provides some protection to trees generally but does not identify 
particular trees which may deserve special mention.  

 
• Tree Preservation and Landscape Policy which identifies certain, non-

indigenous, trees on public land to be of landmark or historic value. All 
Moreton Bay & Port Jackson fig and Norfolk Island Pine trees will be 
considered as landmark trees. 

 
• Manly Council Local Environment Plan Part 3 special provisions Item 18 

schedule 4 includes street trees listed as heritage items having been 
identified in the Heritage Study of Manly Council. 

 
• Noxious weeds which have been declared for Manly Local Government 

area. 
 
• Manly’s Norfolk Island Pine report August 1997 by Marcia Lambert 
 
• Significant environmental weeds that have been listed in the Regional Weed 

Strategy prepared by Noxious Weed Committee Sydney North in 1998. 
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Identification of Trees of Significance:- 
 
The Significant Tree Register will identify existing trees or tree stands with special 
qualities. These values are:- 
 
• Visual/aesthetic. 
• Heritage (historic plantings or indigenous remnants). 
• Cultural/commemorative. 
• Scientific. 
 
It is proposed that Council will progressively establish a Significant Tree Register as 
trees are assessed. Owners or interested members of the public may nominate 
trees or tree stands for entry onto the Significant Tree Register. For trees or tree 
stands on private property, nominations will proceed to formal registration only with 
the agreement of the property owner(s) and after the adjoining neighbours have 
had an opportunity to comment on the nomination. A nomination form is available 
from Council. 
 
Nominated trees or tree stands will be assessed by Council against the 
"significance criteria". A description of the tree or tree stand and statement of 
significance will be prepared for each listing.  
 
Planning and Preservation Strategies:- 
 
Significant trees or tree stands should be preserved, including their form and 
character. Generally, permission will be given under the Tree Preservation Order 
for remedial works only, such as removing dead wood. 
 
A significant tree in poor physical condition can still be included on the Register. 
However, the safety of the property owner, their family and the public is paramount 
and, on request, Council will expedite an inspection of a tree in potentially 
dangerous condition. Permission to remove the significant tree will only be given if 
all options to render the tree safe and preserve it have been explored but Council is 
satisfied that the tree’s removal is the only reasonable option.  
 
In determining development applications Council will give priority to the 
preservation of significant trees. The development must aim to maximise the 
preservation of significant trees or tree stands and the application must include 
strategies for the maintenance of their long term health. Where a tree(s) not listed 
on the Register may be affected by a proposed development, then the tree(s) will 
be assessed according to the significance criteria listed below, as part of the 
Development Assessment process.  
 
Council may require the lodgement of a bond by way of bank guarantee where 
significant trees or tree stands are to be retained but are potentially affected by 
development. The level of that bond should reflect the value of the particular tree as 
determined by a Tree Valuation Methodology recommended by the Institute of 
Landscape Architects. 
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Significance Criteria:- 
 
1. Remnant Indigenous Tree 
 

The tree or tree stand is, in the opinion of Council, a remnant of the 
indigenous tree cover of the area. The species occurs naturally in the Manly 
local Government area, the tree is the local form and naturally propagated. 

 
2. Outstanding Aesthetic Quality 
 

The tree or tree stand has, in the opinion of Council, visual and/or sensory 
appeal and/or landmark qualities. 

 
3. Important Contribution to the Landscape/Townscape 
 

The tree or tree stand makes, in the opinion of Council, a major contribution 
in establishing a distinctive and highly valued landscape or townscape within 
Manly (LGA). 

 
4. Growth Habit or Physical Features 
 

The tree is, in the opinion of Council, worthy of recognition and is of value 
for its growth habit or physical features as follows:- 
 
• its form is a good representation and typical of its species; or 
• it has a curious growth habit; or 
• it is of large size at the upper recognised limits for that species on a 

regional basis. 
 
5. Part of an Historic Garden, Park, etc. 
 

The tree or tree stand forms, in the opinion of Council, an integral element in 
a garden, park or landscape, which is individually heritage listed or which 
forms a precinct or curtilage to heritage listed property. 

 
6. Historical/Cultural Associations or Commemorative Tree 
 

There is, in the opinion of Council, conclusive evidence that:- 
 
• the tree or tree stand was planted to commemorate a major event; or 
• the tree or tree stand is associated directly with an historical event of 

major significance to Manly Local Government area, the State of 
New South Wales or the Australian Nation. 

 
7. Associated with Public Figure and/or Ethnic Group 
 

• The tree or tree stand has, in the opinion of Council, a verified key 
(major) association with a person who is recognised for his/her 
contribution to Manly , the State of New South Wales or the 
Australian Nation; and/or 
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• The tree or tree stand has, in the opinion of Council, a verified key 
(major) association with an ethnic group and is recognised by that 
group for its considerable historical or cultural significance to that 
group. 

 
8. Horticultural/Scientific Value 
 

In the opinion of Council the tree or tree stand:- 
 
• has significance as an early-introduced horticultural variety; or 
• is a locally indigenous species recognised by a state or national 

scientific conservation body (CSIRO, NPWS, etc) as being rare, 
threatened or endangered at the state or national level; or 

• is at its extreme limits of its distribution; or 
• has scientific research potential and these values can be confirmed 

by a relevant authority (Royal Botanic Gardens, NSW Agriculture, 
State Forests, etc). 

 
9. Old Specimen 
 

The tree or tree stand is, in the opinion of Council, reliably documented to 
be at the upper limit of the scale of longevity of the species in the Sydney 
Region and the scale of longevity can be confirmed by a relevant authority 
(Royal Botanic Gardens, State Forests, NPWS, etc). 

 
*   *   * 
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TO: Planning and Strategy Committee - 18 July 2005 
REPORT: Corporate Planning and Strategy Division Report No.  35 
SUBJECT: New South Wales Planning Reform - Implications       
FILE NO:   
 

SUMMARY 
 
The NSW Planning reform comprises various components of legislative changes, aiming at 
streamlining existing planning instruments to reduce the amount of assessment and concurrence 
requirements currently spread across different pieces of legislations. 
 
The reform is part of the implementation strategy for the Metro Strategy. 
 
This report summarises the proposed planning reform and discusses implications for Council. 
 
By resolution of 20th June, 2005, Council indicated a number of concerns with the changes. 
 
REPORT 
 
Background 
 
The NSW Government announced a major planning reform in September 2004 to reduce the 
complexity of the existing planning system.  The reform included the following elements: 
 
1. Standardisation of environmental planning instruments across NSW. 
 
2. Streamline the existing assessment, approval and enforcement system for State significant 

development. 
 
3. Review of the existing S94 system. 
 
Workshops and seminars were conducted by DIPNR announcing and seeking support for the 
reform. 
 
A series of legislation has now been introduced in respect of the reform.  The latest being the 
Environmental Planning and Assessment (EP&A) Infrastructure and Other Planning Reform) Bill 
2005, EP&A (Development Contributions) Bill 2005 and the State Environmental Planning Policy 
(SEPP) State Significant Development 2005. 
 
In relation to the above legislative changes, Council at its meeting on 20 June 2005 considered a 
notice of motion and resolved: 
 

That Council write to the Premier and the Minister for Infrastructure, Planning and Natural 
Resources 
 
1. Expressing serious concerns that the recently introduced planning reform 

legislation: 
 

� removes the right of appeal against approval of ‘critical infrastructure’; 
 
� exempts ‘critical infrastructure’ and ‘major development’ projects from the 

provisions of LEPs, thereby overriding all local government planning policies; 
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� exempts ‘critical infrastructure’ and ‘major development’ from the need to 
conform with the following Acts: Coastal Protection Act, Heritage Act, Fisheries 
Management Act, National Parks and Wildlife Act, Native Vegetation Act, Rivers 
and Foreshores Improvement Act, Rural Fires Act, Water Management Act; and 

 
� the overriding of the Threatened Species Conservation Act in respect of interim 

protection orders and stop work orders. 
 
� empowers the Minister for Planning to designate development as ‘critical 

infrastructure’ and to approve ‘concept’ plans for such development without 
being required to undertake public consultation. 

 
2. Seeking mechanisms to ensure that the introduction of a ‘concept’ approvals 

process not be used to limit the ability of a council to amend or reject subsequent 
Development Applications that are consistent with the ‘concept’, where the detailed 
Development Application plans provide significant information that was absent, 
scanty or incorrect at the concept stage; 

 
3. Seeking an ongoing consultation process between Local Government and the State 

Government about proposals to reform planning instruments such as LEPs, DCPs, 
SEPPS and REPs; 

 
4. Seeking a commitment to ongoing consultation in relation to development of the 

Seaforth TAFE site and any other public sites released for development within the 
Manly LGA; 

 
5. Deploring the lack of consultation between local government and DIPNR concerning 

major changes enacted in this Amendment Act, and that local government has 
thereby been deprived of the opportunity to assess the legislation, despite the 
profound impact the proposed bill will have on local government and the community. 

 
A letter has been sent to the Premier and the Minister on 30 June 2005.  A response is yet to be 
received. 
 
Implications 
 
The proposed reform package has far reaching implications for local councils across NSW.  This 
report provides a broad overview of the reform package.  It will also discuss the actions required 
for Council in the next few years to satisfy the State government initiatives.  
 
Metropolitan Strategy 
 
The Metro Strategy for the Greater Metropolitan Region presents the direction for strategic land 
use and transport planning, with an aim to consolidate urban growth in existing centres and 
corridors, taking into account natural resource and other constraints. 
 
For developed areas, local councils will be required to demonstrate ways to accommodate growth 
through intensification of existing centres and corridors.  This will be reflected in the new LEP. 
 
For undeveloped greenfield areas, DIPNR is the main body to control the release and development 
of new neighbourhoods.  This is proposed to  be supported by extensive infrastructure construction 
and upgrade. 
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The Planning Reform Package 
 
The stated objective of the reform is to ensure that development will not be hindered by 
unnecessary legislative assessment requirements.  The reforms proposed are to rationalise the 
approval process for State and local development and streamline the planning instruments across 
the State.  It will also allow for new ways to finance infrastructure projects. 
 
The reform package is the State government’s initiative to facilitate the implementation of the Metro 
Strategy.  It contains the following elements: 
 

� Redefining State and Local development 
� Review of planning instruments 
� Financing infrastructure, public amenity and services 

 
1. Redefining State and Local Development 
 
State Significant Development 
The Minister is the consent authority for State significant development.  The current legal context 
provides no criteria to clearly define the nature of State significant development. State significant 
development is spread over many different SEPPs and REPs or in a declaration by the Minister. 
 
The planning reform to date has seen the gazettal of the SEPP (State Significant Development) 
2005, which provides criteria for state significant development.  The new SEPP identified 9 
categories of state significant development, including tourism, recreational facilities, education, 
health and transport infrastructure, etc.   
 
The SEPP also formalises a new process for assessment, by removing the need for separate 
assessment and approval requirements from different pieces of legislations.  The EP&A Act will 
become the primary legislation for assessment, approval and enforcement and The Minister will 
become the consent authority.  The SEPP will expedite and simplify the assessment process and 
potentially reduce the cost of major projects. 
 
Local Development 
In terms of local development, new legislation will be introduced to remove the existing layers of 
concurrence requirements spread throughout different SEPPs and REPs.  Local councils will now 
become the primary consent authority for all local development. 
 
2. Review of Planning Instruments 
 
The reform will ensure that all local environmental planning instruments and new development 
control plans across the State are standardised in order to eliminate inconsistency among different 
instruments.  The reform proposed one LEP for each local government area, resulting in a 
reduction of LEPs from 5,500 to 152.  This is to be carried out through the issue of the LEP 
template and rationalisation of Model Provisions.  All NSW councils have been advised to review 
their LEP within 2, 3 or 5 years.  Manly Council was granted 5 years to consolidate the LEP in 
accordance with the template which has not been issued as yet.  (Council is also in the process of 
streamlining the existing DCPs). 
 
3. Financing Infrastructure, Public Amenity and Services 
 
The reform also introduced the EP&A (Development Contributions) Bill that provides for two new 
mechanisms to levy for public amenity and services in addition to the traditional S94 contributions 
plan.  These include planning agreements and a fixed rate levy.   
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For greenfield areas, the traditional S94 contributions plan may be the most appropriate.  However, 
in established areas where there is little opportunity to acquire open space, or for small rural 
councils, where costs associated with preparing a S94 Plan may be too high, application of a fixed 
rate levy can be used.  The Bill enables individual councils to determine the most appropriate way 
to impose the levies.  In addition to these contributions, which are administered under a S94 
Contributions Plan, the Bill formalises the application of planning agreements achieved through 
negotiation and not part of the process under S94 of the Act. 
 
The introduction of these mechanisms is expected to also increase flexibility in financing public 
infrastructure and services. 
 
Implications for Council 
 
� The requirement to review the LEP was a recommendation of Council and a comprehensive 

review is currently underway.  This initiative coincides with the State government reform 
proposal and the LEP template, which will be part of our LEP review.  

 
� The concern over the lack of detail in the LEP template has not been addressed by DIPNR.  

However, it is expected that these issues will be addressed when the LEP template is finalised.  
It is anticipated that another round of exhibition and public comment will take place later in July. 

 
� Council is undertaking a regional inventory project jointly with the SHOROC councils.  This 

inventory will identify environmental and other constraints, and will be used to inform the 
proposed regional strategy and upcoming Metro Strategy.  This is seen as a positive step 
towards integrating environmental, economic and social parameters into land use and transport 
policy making on a regional scale. 

 
� The options for voluntary planning agreements, fixed rate levy and traditional S94 levy are 

open to Council.  Voluntary planning agreements can be prompted through a development 
control plan, specifying the different circumstances when planning agreement will be 
considered.  Both a fixed rate levy and the traditional S94 contributions will require Council to 
prepare a strategy to indicate the details of such levies.  The Regulation, which will be gazetted 
in conjunction with the amendments to the Act, will provide the implementation details. 

 
� Concerns arising from the lack of consultation regarding the State Significant Development 

SEPP were highlighted in the Council resolution.  These concerns relate to the community’s 
determination to protect the environment and avoid irreversible long term impacts on fragile 
environmental assets. 

 
Conclusion 
 
The NSW Planning Reform is the State government’s initiative to rationalise the current planning 
system and increase flexibility and efficiency, without compromising the environment.  The reform 
package has generated much criticism in terms of the lack of consultation with local government 
and communities. 
 
Council will be faced with the challenge to protect our fragile environmental assets and community 
interests as a result of the ongoing pressure for development.  This challenge does not seem to be 
appreciated by the State government in its reform package.  Council and the community will have 
to negotiate and work with State agencies to resolve the differences. 
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Council has in place an LEP and DCPs which were based on extensive research and consultation.  
These are already being reviewed, and are to be considered by the Councillor Working Group prior 
to being formally reported to Council, commencing with the Residential DCP.  Council staff 
understand that the existing structure of the Manly LEP supported by DCPs is very similar to the 
proposed standardised LEP/DCP structure. 
 
It is proposed to progress the reviews, and address the reforms yet to be revealed by DIPNR.  The 
release of the template has been delayed, and the Department has requested that Council not 
proceed with amendments to its LEP ahead of the release.  As this may take some considerable 
time Council officers will continue with the LEP review process, the SHOROC Regional Inventory, 
the DCP reviews, and the conversion of all statutory and other planning maps to electronic form. 
 
 
RECOMMENDATION 
 
That Council receives and notes this report. 
 
 
 
ATTACHMENTS 
There are no attachments for this report. 

PS180705CPSD_3.DOC 

*****   End of Corporate Planning and Strategy Division Report No. 35   *****
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TO: Planning and Strategy Committee - 18 July 2005 
REPORT: Corporate Planning and Strategy Division Report No.  36 
SUBJECT: North Head Treatment Plant Improvement Programme       
FILE NO:   
 

SUMMARY 
 
In March 2005 Sydney Water prepared a Review of Environmental Factors (REF) in relation to 
proposed “Process and Reliability / Renewals” for North Head Sewage Treatment Plant.   
 
Public exhibition of the REF closed 11th April and Sydney Water received 10 submissions.  Issues 
raised in each submission have been detailed by Sydney Water in their “Decisions Report” (July, 
2005).   
 
Council has written to the Premier and Minister Sartor (twice) advising of Council’s strong concerns 
regarding the proposed upgrade of the North Head Sewage Treatment Plant (NHSTP). 
 
 
REPORT 
 
BACKGROUND  
 
In March 2005 Sydney Water prepared a Review of Environmental Factors (REF) in relations to 
proposed “Process and Reliability / Renewals” Improvement Programme for North Head Sewage 
Treatment Plant.   
 
The level of expenditure for the works is in the order of $91.7million which is considerably more 
than a ‘minor upgrade’ as Council has been advised constantly during the consultation process.  
On 20 August 2003, Manly Council staff and our Local Member, David Barr, were assured by the 
Hon. Frank Sartor, MP  “that there was no plan within the next two years to expand and upgrade 
NHSTP” as the focus of Sydney Water was to provide a reliable and adequate potable water 
supply.   
 
It was further stated that any work at North Head would be related to maintenance and reliability 
rather than expansion or upgrading (which would entrench long term reliance on the site). 
 
The expansion now proposed will further entrench outdated systems and technology for effluent 
treatment at a time when water reuse and water shortages is a critical issue for Sydney.  
 
REVIEW OF ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS:  
 
Sydney Water’s objectives included: 
 

1. To ensure North Head STP achieves a new level of “operability, reliability and 
maintainability” i.e. expanding the throughput of sewage at North Head.  

2. To ensure North Head STP “continues to comply with the existing environmental protection 
licence whilst service new customers in Sydney”.  

3. To replace existing bio-solids facility.   
 
The REF was placed on public exhibition between 24th March and 11th April and Sydney Water 
received 10 submissions from conservation groups, Manly Council, Little Manly Precinct, 
community individuals and State Government.   
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The philosophy underlying Council’s submission were framed in the context: 
 

• That the proposed works further entrench North Head as a centralised sewage treatment 
facility for next 25 years and beyond. 

• That the works further entrench Sydney Water a singular monopoly in water cycle 
management and promotes a lack of accountability in determining the ‘significance of work’ 
which triggers an EIS as opposed to the REF. 

• The expansion discourages sustainable alternate approaches to integrated water cycle 
management such as stormwater and (significant) effluent re-use. 

• The expansion will result in increased treatment and discharge volume through the deep 
ocean outfall system. 

• Lack of proper consideration of certain important elements such as the bush fire risk 
assessment, effect on threatened species and community safety (odour and fire risk). 

• Furthermore the expansion works and REF could be viewed as premature as a review by 
IPART on Water and Waste Water is due on the 6th September – would the expansion still 
be necessary if effluent re-use was adopted? 

 
The fundamental position of Council is that the North Head Sewerage Treatment Plant does not 
represent a sustainable future and we should not see it incrementally upgraded and entrenched to 
the extent that no resources are committed to an alternative sustainable sewerage treatment 
system. 
 
THE DECISIONS REPORT (This is a report that responds to the various submissions submitted in 
response to the REF.) 
 
Issues raised in each submission have been detailed by Sydney Water in their “Decisions Report” 
(July, 2005), prepared to “assess, recommend and propose” conditions of approval in light of the 
received submissions.   
 
Sydney Water has made some minor modifications in their proposed construction activities in light 
of received submissions, as outlined below.  Sydney Water has not addressed the Council’s 
philosophical position of decentralised and sustainable water cycle management, i.e. North Head 
will expand and continue to operate for the next 25years regardless of sewage re-use and 
alternate water sourcing schemes being implemented within the Sydney catchment.   Furthermore, 
Sydney Water is not required by law to action community and council submissions as they are the 
“determining authority” under clause 228 of the Environmental Planning and Assessment Act 2000. 
 
Summary of Sydney Water’s responses to issues 
 
• Environmental Protection Licensing 
The DEC advises Sydney Water that as the proposed works will be undertaken within the existing 
footprint of the STP, a variation to the existing environmental protection licence No. 378 for the 
North Head STP will not be required. 
 
• Threatened species – Eastern Banksia Scrub 
DEC staff undertook an 8-part test to assess the potential impacts on the endangered community.  
The test revealed, with the “additional safeguards” there would not be a “significant” impact to the 
endangered ecological community.   The successful contract will be required to complete a 
“construction environmental management” plan prior to work commencing.  This will be 
undertaking in consultation with Manly Council. 
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• Threatened species – Long Nosed Bandicoot 
There is a consensus between DEC and Sydney Water that the 8-part test undertaken reveals the 
loss of habitat as a result of the proposed works is “not significant”.  However, Sydney Water 
concur there could be increases in mortality rates from vehicular movements and a number of 
“safeguards” have been devised.   
 
• Lack of consultation 
Sydney Water responded by stating “Sydney Water is not required by legislation to display the 
REF” and did so out of courtesy. Sydney Water also granted extensions to anyone who applied.   
 
• Biogas storage and cogeneration facility 
Issues raised in relation to the Biogas storage and cogeneration facility included:  

- Impacts on Eastern Banksia Scrub  
- Visual impacts 
- Hazards and risks (such as bushfire, and impacts on recreational tracks) 
- Zoning (electricity production is not allowed under the current zoning) 

Sydney Water responded by stating the design of the biogas storage and cogeneration facility will 
be the responsibility of the successful tenderer and be “sympathetic” to site constraints.  This will 
be done in partnership with the Rural Fire Services to ensure and Sydney Water will “consider” any 
recommendations put forth.  The cogeneration facility will not produce enough electricity to be sold 
back to the grid and therefore is permissible under the current zoning. 
  
• Air quality 
The submissions stated the additional screening tanks and increased throughput of sewage will 
result increased odour at the site and into recreational and residential areas of Manly.  Manly 
Council requested the Sydney Waters Health Impact Study of sewage gas emissions be expanded 
to include these areas.  Sydney Water stated there will be a decrease in the odour generated from 
the plant as a result of improvements being made to the odour control systems.   
 
• Decentralisation and Service Sydney Proposal 
Concern raised by Council:  proposed works further entrench North Head as an end of pipe ocean 
outfall sewage management facility and provides little scope for decentralisation of water and 
wastewater management.  Request Sydney Water to review the possibility of eliminating the STP 
at North Head should recycling increase. 
 
Response: The works are necessary to meet licence DEC (Department of Environment and 
Conservation) requirements; that previous and ongoing assessment regarding the potential 
decentralisation would suggest these approaches (sewage re-cycling, stormwater harvesting etc) 
are unlikely to impact the North Head STP before 2009; that “even if the application for third party 
access by Services Sydney is successful, there is insignificant information to confirm the 
implications for North Head”.  This issue considered to be outside the scope of the REF and 
Decisions Report. 
 
• Population Predictions and Sydney Metro Strategy 
The predicted population prediction used to justify the need for the expansion works at North Head 
were contested in several submissions.  Sydney Water stated the figure has been obtained from 
recent surveys undertaken by Department of Infrastructure, Planning and Natural Resources.  
Sydney Water also stated the Sydney Metro Strategy is in draft form and presented as a 
discussion paper and therefore not a given at this time. 
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CONCLUSION 
 
Council, in the past, have asserted the view that decentralised approaches to water and 
wastewater management represents good value to the community of Manly and brings to light 
opportunities for eliminating the STP from North Head.  This has many positive knock-on effects 
such as reduced effluent discharging of North Head, reduced traffic through residential areas, 
reduced footprint and impact on ecological endangered communities (flora and fauna) to name a 
few. 
 
It is asserted by the proponents that works must proceed to meet DEC licensing requirements and 
accommodate in growth, however, Council feels there exists feasible opportunities to reduce the 
reliance on North Head STP through more sustainable techniques including sewage re-use and 
stormwater harvesting.  This is not addressed in the report and Sydney Water stated that this is 
beyond the scope of the report.   
 
Council wrote to Premier Carr and Minster Sartor requesting these issues be addressed as a 
matter of urgency, with no response other than the acknowledgement of correspondence has been 
received (6/7/05).  
 
Council believes that any final decision regarding the expansion of the NHSTP should be deferred 
at least until the IPART Report on Water and Waste Water is publicly released, due on the 6 
September 2005 . This IPART Report will deal with "alternative" scenarios beyond the "more of the 
same" strategy. 
 
 
RECOMMENDATION 
 
1. That Council again records its concern and displeasure that the State Government appears 

incapable of addressing the issue of planning for the water and sewerage infrastructure 
needs of Sydney in a sustainable way. 

 
2. That Council remains opposed to the further entrenchment and reliance on the North Head 

site for end of pipe sewerage treatment for northern Sydney and is similarly concerned at 
the introduction of the proposed biogas and co-generation facility. 

 
3. That Council request a presentation from Sydney Water Senior Management on the plans 

for North Head, particularly on the issues of sludge treatment and co-generation and other 
issues that represent significant change to the existing infrastructure and/or operations. 

 
4. That Council request an urgent response to correspondence to Hon Minister FE Sartor dated 

29th March 2005 and July, 2005. 
 
 
 
ATTACHMENTS 
There are no attachments for this report. 

PS180705CPSD_5.DOC 

*****   End of Corporate Planning and Strategy Division Report No. 36   *****
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TO: Planning and Strategy Committee - 18 July 2005 
REPORT: Corporate Planning and Strategy Division Report No.  37 
SUBJECT: The Corso, Manly - Draft Development Control Plan  – Adoption for Public 

Exhibition       
FILE NO:   
 

SUMMARY 
 
A draft DCP addressing the heritage conservation provisions in the Manly LEP 1988 as far as they 
apply to the heritage listing of private property fronting The Corso, Manly is recommended to 
Council for adoption for consultation with the Chamber of Commerce and subsequent public 
exhibition in conjunction with the celebrations in September for the sesqui-centenary of Manly 
Wharf and The Corso. 
 
REPORT 
 
1. In 2002 Council reviewed the heritage listings under the Manly LEP 1988 within the Town 

Centre area.  Amendments were gazetted on 15/8/03 via LEP Amendment No 42.  
Concurrent with this LEP Amendment Council prepared and exhibited a draft Development 
Control to apply to the whole of The Corso (now the Town Centre) Conservation Area.  
However, a review of this draft found that because this Conservation Area is fairly diverse, 
the provisions in the DCP tended to be very general and as such gave only limited 
guidance over and above general accepted heritage conservation practice and existing 
planning controls already adopted by Council, vis. the heritage clauses in the Manly LEP 
1988, the Development Control Plan for the Business Zone and the Manly Town Centre 
Urban Design Guidelines.  As such, Council agreed to re-look at this proposed DCP with a 
view to it applying to the street of The Corso only.  This was on the basis of the high level of 
significance of the heritage listing of The Corso.  

 
2. An important aspect to remember about the listing of The Corso as an Item of the 

Environmental Heritage under the Manly LEP 1988 is that the street space and all the 
buildings on either side are listed as one Item (and not, as some assume, a grouping of 
individually listed properties that happen to be next to each other).  Seeing The Corso as a 
‘whole’ in this way then establishes a different process of assessing its significance  – again 
as a ‘whole’ and not merely individual buildings or street elements.  It is suggested here 
that this point has been lost in some heritage appraisals of The Corso accompanying recent 
DAs.  The significance of The Corso as a whole is summarised in the ‘Statement of 
Significance’ in the new draft DCP.  It has been derived from the Manly Heritage Study of 
1986, the review conducted in 2002, and the earlier National Trust listing.  

 
3. Seeing The Corso in this way also means that individual buildings are seen not as 

individual buildings but as fabric parts of the overall heritage item of The Corso.  Thus those 
buildings identified in the 2002 review as having little heritage importance would be 
regarded as ‘not significant’ fabric or ‘intrusive’ fabric, thus allowing the possibility of new 
development  – but development which must be designed to be appropriate to the Item of 
the Environmental Heritage as a whole. 

 
4. The fact that some individual buildings in The Corso also have individual heritage listings 

does not contradict this interpretation.  Rather, it means that these buildings have their own 
individual heritage integrity as well as, additionally, being part of the overall heritage 
integrity displayed by The Corso as a whole.  
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5. A new DCP for The Corso has been drafted on this basis.  It has included consultation with: 
 

• Council’s Heritage Committee 
• Council’s Landscape Management & Urban Design Committee 
• The Manly Chamber of Commerce (as part of the new co-operative arrangements 

between the Council and the Chamber being established in respect to the future 
management of The Corso) 

• Hector Abrahams, who has acted as a heritage consultant to Council and has advised 
on a number of DAs in The Corso. 

 
6. The particular role of a Development Control Plan compared to that of an LEP should also 

be remembered here.  The Development Control Plan does not establish the obligations of 
owners or applicants to recognise and work with the heritage conservation importance of 
The Corso.  This obligation, and Council’s power to require such recognition, comes from 
the heritage conservation provisions in the Manly LEP 1988.  These provisions are in fact 
more potent than any DCP.  They require the assessment of a development application 
against the effect that the development proposal would have on the heritage significance of 
the Item of environmental Heritage or the Conservation Area.  The DCP provisions are a 
way of setting out up-front for owners and potential applicants, Council’s views on what 
comprises that heritage significance, and what sort of development types or characteristics 
will or will not have a detrimental effect on it.  For information, the LEP clauses state: 

  
18. Items of the environmental heritage 
(1) A person shall not, in respect of a building, work, relic or place that is an item of the 

environmental heritage — 
(a) demolish, renovate or extend any such building or work; 
(b)  damage or despoil any such relic or any part of any such relic; 
(c)  excavate any land for the purpose of exposing or removing any such relic; 
(d) erect a building on the land on which that building, work or relic is situated or the 

land which comprises that place; or 
(e) subdivide the land on which the building, work or relic is situated or the land which 

comprises that place, 
 except with the consent of the council. 

(2) The council shall not grant consent to a development application made in pursuance of 
subclause (1) unless it has made an assessment of — 
(a) the significance of the item as an item of the environmental heritage of the Manly 

Council area; 
(b) the extent to which the carrying out of the development in accordance with the 

consent would affect the historic, scientific, cultural, social, archaeological, 
architectural, natural or aesthetic significance of the item and its site; 

(c) whether the setting of the item, and in particular, whether any stylistic, horticultural 
or archaeological features of the setting should be retained; and 

(d) whether the item constitutes a danger to the users of occupiers of that item or to the 
public. 

21. Conservation area 
(1) A person shall not in respect of a conservation area — 

(a) demolish, extend or change the outside of a building or work within that area, 
including changes to the outside of a building or work that involve the repair of the 
painting of unpainted brickwork, plastering or other decoration of the outside of the 
building or work; 
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(b) damage or despoil a relic or part of a relic within that area; 
(c) excavate any land for the purpose of exposing or removing a relic within that area; 
(d) erect a building within that area; or 
(e) subdivide land within that area. 

 except with the consent of the council. 
 
(2)  The council shall not grant consent to a development application made in pursuance of 

subclause (1) unless it has made an assessment of — 
(a) the extent to which the carrying out of the development in accordance with the 

consent would affect the historic, scientific, cultural, social, archaeological, 
architectural, natural or aesthetic significance of the conservation area; and 

(b) whether a refusal to grant consent would constitute a danger to the users or 
occupiers of that land or the public, and 

(c) the provisions of any development control plan relating to heritage conservation 
areas. 

(3) The council shall not grant consent to an application made in pursuance of subclause (1), 
being an application to erect a new building or to alter the exterior of an existing building, 
unless the council has made an assessment of — 
(a) the pitch and form of the roof; 
(b) the style, size, proportion and position of the openings for windows and doors; and 
(c) whether the colour, texture, style, size and type of finish of the materials to be used 

on the exterior of the building are compatible with the materials used in the existing 
buildings in the conservation area. 

 
7. The provisions of the draft DCP relate specifically to how Council will deal with the matters 

raised in these heritage clauses in the LEP.  The provisions of the DCP for the Business 
Zone still also apply, as will any relevant guidelines in the Manly Town Centre Urban 
Design Guidelines.  Eventually it is preferable to combine these provisions into one 
document for easy reference.  Council staff are working on this in conjunction with the 
overall review of the Manly LEP 1988 (and which is being overseen by the Manly LEP 
Review Working Party).  It is considered though given recent development pressures on 
The Corso that these draft provisions be established now as a separate document. 

 
8. The draft DCP is attached. 
 
9. It is suggested here that it would be opportune for Council to utilise the forthcoming 

celebrations for the sesqui-centenary of Manly Wharf and The Corso as a venue to exhibit 
and publicise the draft DCP.  This would complement the proposed exhibition of urban 
design proposals for the street space of The Corso currently being prepared through the 
Landscape Management & Urban Design Committee.   
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RECOMMENDATION 
 
That Council adopt the draft Development Control Plan for The Corso, Manly, 2005, as circulated, 
for further consultation with the Chamber of Commerce and The Corso Precinct and subsequent 
public exhibition during the sesqui-centenary celebrations for Manly Wharf and The Corso. 
 
 
 
ATTACHMENTS 
AT-1   The Corso - Draft Development Control Plan 34 page(s) 
   

PS180705CPSD_4.DOC 

*****   End of Corporate Planning and Strategy Division Report No. 37   *****
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TO: Planning and Strategy Committee - 18 July 2005 
REPORT: Corporate Planning and Strategy Division Report No.  38 
SUBJECT: Cycleway East West Link and Bolingbroke Access and Parking - Progress 

Report       
FILE NO:   
 

SUMMARY 
 
This is a progress report giving a brief history and seeking Council's direction as to how the matter 
should proceed. 
 
REPORT 
 
Background 
 
There are two issues to address:- 
 
• East west cycleway link investigation. 
 
• Completion of the "missing link" in the Scenic Walkway at Bolingbroke Parade. 
 
East West Cycleway Link 
 
Council will recall that the matter of a safe east west cycleway link came to the fore on the Manly 
Bicycle Committee agenda earlier this year and that as a result the Bicycle Committee made a 
recommendation to Council:- 
 

"That family cycling be permitted on the Manly Scenic Walkway between Manly Cove and 
Lauderdale Avenue, Fairlight." 

 
Scenic Walkway Missing Link 
 
Councillors are reminded that a small section of the Scenic Walkway between the cul-de-sac at 
Bolingbroke Parade and the widened pathway to the west had not been completed by reason of 
the fact that there was debate as to whether Council would continue to allow vehicles to access 
and park in the Reserve. 
 
Status of the Reserve 
 
Esplanade Park is Crown Reserve and Council has care, control and management of the Reserve. 
 
When Council was exploring options in relation to the vehicle access and parking question, a letter 
was directed to the Crown Lands Office to seek direction and policy advice as to what limitations 
there may be in relation to Council dealing with the matter. 
 
In writing to the Crown Lands Office, the enquiry was couched in terms that explored Council's 
latitude in dealing with the matter, such as:- 
 
1. Can Council seek the Department of Lands concurrence that it will take no further action to 

prevent unauthorised vehicle access at this time. 
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2. The possibility of adjacent private owners making a contribution to the provision of 
infrastructure within the reserve to improve access on the basis that in the return the 
owners receive some form of "authorised right of access or tenure". 

 
By letter received 20th May, 2005, the Acting General Manager of Crown Lands New South Wales, 
advised:- 
 

"Esplanade Park is reserved for "public recreation" and the Department's policy in relation 
to the use of reserved land for private access and parking is quite clear.  It is long standing 
policy that private use of public reserves for such purposes are not acceptable.  The 
Department's policy and management of Crown Reserves stems from a body of case law 
which essentially requires that:- 
 
(i) use of the reserve be conducive or ancillary to its public purpose; 
 
(ii) public use and enjoyment is a right that should not be diminished by private use. 
 
The Department's policy in relation to use of Reserve land for private access and parking is 
quite clear.  It is a long standing policy that private use of Public Reserve for such purposes 
are not acceptable". 

 
The advice from the Acting General Manager of Crown Lands New South Wales is "unequivocal". 
 
It is therefore inappropriate for Council staff to recommend or act contrary to the terms of the 
assignment of the care, control and management of this Crown Reserve. 
 
My understanding is that the only way that Council could attempt to proceed to change the status 
of the land from Crown Reserve to Public Road would involve acquisition of the land from the 
Crown.  My further understanding is that this would need to go through due process and would be 
the subject of a public exhibition and objection process.  It would be my guess that there would be 
a lot of general community opposition to the proposal to convert the Reserve land to a Road for the 
purpose of access and parking and that, even if this obstacle was overcome, there would be the 
question of the cost of acquisition which would be at a "market" valuation commensurate with the 
value added to the properties serviced.  I would expect this to be a very considerable sum, even 
before the cost of construction of the road and parking (which as a public road would need to be to 
a prescribed minimum standard). 
 
East West Cycle Path Route 
 
Councillors will be aware of the history of this matter and the fact that a Public Forum was held on 
the subject of some form of shared or family cycling within Esplanade Park Reserve.  The 
conclusion of the Forum was a two part Motion:- 
 
1. That this meeting affirms the Council ban on cycling on the Manly Scenic Walkway. 
 
2. That the meeting calls on Council to vigorously pursue alternatives that does not include 

cyclists on the Walkway. 
 



PLANNING AND STRATEGY COMMITTEE 18 JULY 2005 
 
Corporate Planning and Strategy Division Report No. 38 (Cont’d) 
 

 
Planning and Strategy Committee Agenda Page 58 

Please Note:- 
 

The above Motion was moved by David Barr, M.P., and in the Manly Daily in the days 
following the publication of an account of the Forum Meeting, he indicated that the 
reference to the Scenic Walkway were intended to mean and include no cycling within the 
Reserve which the Walkway occupies, being Esplanade Park Reserve. 

 
Mr Barr, M.P., in responding to publicity on the Cycleway Forum wrote the following letter to the 
Editor of the Manly Daily on 24th May, 2005:- 
 

"Today's front-page lead sentence concerning the public forum on bicycle on the Manly 
Scenic Walkway (MD May 17) is misleading.  The two motions I put to the forum, which 
were overwhelmingly supported, clearly indicated there were to be no bicycle on the scenic 
walkway.  The walkway entails not only the path but the entire environs of Esplanade Park.  
That was clearly understood at the meeting and any attempt to construe the motions as 
applying only to a 2m strip of pathway is a sterile exercise in semantics." 

 
Separate to the deliberations of the Forum, there was a recommendation from the Traffic 
Committee of 2nd May, 2005, (which Council did not adopt, but noted), which addressed this issue 
in the following terms inter alia:- 
 
1. The Traffic Committee recognises cycling as an important alternative transport option and 

recreational activity.  The corridor through Fairlight adjacent to Manly Cove is a key east – 
west link in the Manly Bicycle Plan.  On this basis, the Traffic Committee encourages 
seeking of viable options for a bicycle path along this corridor.  

 
2. To determine whether it is appropriate for the Manly Scenic Walkway to be converted to a 

shared path allowing the use by pedestrians and cyclists, it is recommended that Council 
engage an independent consultant to undertake an audit or assessment for the existing 
walkway and a widened walkway. 

 
The reason that the Council only noted and did not adopt the recommendation of the Traffic 
Committee was that it was contrary to the outcome of the Forum meeting. 
 
It is now a matter for Council to determine a way forward in relation to the issue of whether a cycle 
path is to be investigated within the Foreshore Reserve running alongside or parallel to the Manly 
Scenic Walkway. 
 
Need for Clarification and Direction 
 
Before Council staff proceed to either commit resources (or as suggested by the recommendation 
from the Traffic Committee) engage external consultants to investigate alternative east west cycle 
routes, Council needs to be clear in relation to the parameters of the investigation. 
 
So as to establish a clear direction, I propose that Council endorse the recommendation hereunder 
that no further investigation involving a cycleway route within the Foreshore Reserve, between 
Manly Cove and Lauderdale Avenue (Esplanade Park) proceed and that the Bicycle Committee be 
invited to make recommendations regarding the parameters and route of an alternative east west 
link, not involving the Foreshore Reserve (Manly Scenic Walkway) route. 
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Inspection 
 
Please note that an on-site Councillor's Inspection will be held at 8.00 a.m. on Monday, 18th July, 
2005 at Bolingbroke Parade, adjacent to Treharnes Boatshed. 
 
 
 
RECOMMENDATION 
 
1. That Council confirms that it does not intend to proceed with an investigation of an east 

west cycleway link involving the Esplanade Park Foreshore Reserve. 
 
2. That the Manly Bicycle Committee be invited to bring forward suggested routes and 

parameters of an east west cycleway link and that, subject to Council endorsement of the 
route and parameters, internal or external resources be committed to carrying out a 
feasibility study and costing of such a proposal. 

 
3. That in relation to the "missing link" in the Foreshore Scenic Walkway to connect with 

Bolingbroke Parade, that the Walkway be completed to a suitable standard commensurate 
with the existing path and capable of accepting vehicular traffic for emergency access. 

 
 
 
ATTACHMENTS 
There are no attachments for this report. 

PS180705CPSD_8.DOC 

*****   End of Corporate Planning and Strategy Division Report No. 38   *****
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TO: Planning and Strategy Committee - 18 July 2005 
REPORT: Corporate Planning and Strategy Division Report No.  39 
SUBJECT: Items for Brief Mention - Minutes for Adoption by Council - Special Purpose 

Committees and Joint Committees       
FILE NO:   
 

 
1. Minutes Of Meetings: 
 
(i) Manly Sports Facilities Committee - Minutes of a Meeting held on 3rd June, 2005 
 
(ii) Manly Council Bicycle Committee - Minutes of a Meeting held on 9th June, 2005 
 
(iii) Playground Management Committee - Minutes of a Meeting held on 16th June, 2005 
 
(iv) Social Plan Implementation Committee - Minutes of a Meeting held on 28th June, 2005 
 
(v) Northern Beaches Affordable Housing Steering Committee - Minutes of a Meeting held on 9th 

May, 2005 
 
(vi) Manly Council Heritage Committee - Minutes of a Meeting held on 1st June, 2005 
 
(vii) Sydney Water and Manly Council Partnership - Minutes of a Meeting held on 9th June, 2005 
 
(viii) Manly Sustainability Strategy Management Group - Minutes of a Meeting held on 14th June, 

2005 
 
(ix) Manly Council Community Environment Committee - Minutes of a Meeting held on 16th June, 

2005 
 
(x) Manly Traffic Committee - Minutes of a Meeting held on 27th June, 2005 
 
(xi) Manly Coastline Management Committee - Minutes of a Meeting held on 29th June, 2005 
 
(xii) Manly Lagoon Catchment Co-Ordinating Committee - Minutes of a Meeting held on 30th 

June, 2005 
 
(xiii) Manly Sustainability Strategy Management Group - Minutes of a Meeting held on 12th July, 

2005 
 
 
2. The following Minutes contain recommendations of a substantial nature requiring 

formal Council adoption as follows:- 
 
(a) Northern Beaches Affordable Housing Steering Committee - Minutes of a Meeting held on 9th 

May, 2005 
 

Item 4 - Business Arising - Draft Letter to Professor Blakely and Professor Newman 
Seeking Support regarding the Importance of Affordable Housing within the Metro 
Strategy 
 
Recommendation: 
 

"1. That Council further refines the letter by incorporating findings from the draft 
regional housing strategy report. 
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2. That the letter be forwarded to the whole Reference Panel of the Metro Strategy 
as soon as possible." 

 
(b) Manly Heritage Committee - Minutes of a Meeting held on 1st June, 2005 
 

Item 7.3 - DA's in Progress 
 
Recommendation: 
 

"That the DA Unit make its reports available to the representative of the Heritage 
Committee, Gail Lynch." 

 
General Manager's Advice:- 
 

"The General Manager is giving consideration to this recommendation of the 
Committee and will respond to the Committee in due course." 

 
(c) Sydney Water and Manly Council Partnership - Minutes of a Meeting held on 9th June, 2005 
 

Item 6.2 - Business Arising - Invitation to David Barr, MP, to Sit on Committee 
 
Recommendation: 
 

"That Council invite Manly's State Member of Parliament, Mr. David Barr, M.P., to 
become a representative on this Committee due to the many issues of State 
relevance." 

 
(d) Manly Sustainability Strategy Management Group - Minutes of a Meeting Held on 14th June, 

2005 
 

Item 7.3 - Triple Bottom Line Reporting - Elements from Draft Management Plan (as 
currently on exhibition) 
 
Recommendation: 
 

"That the Social Plan Committee, Inter Precinct Forum, Visitors and Community Board 
and Traffic Committee consider the triple bottom line indicators and set an appropriate 
target for 2010, with referral back to the Manly Sustainability Strategy Management 
Group for consideration into the three year review of the Manly Sustainability Strategy 
and annual report." 

 
(e) Manly Sustainability Strategy Management Group - Minutes of a Meeting Held on 14th June, 

2005 
 

Item 7.4 - Energy Smart Business Program 
 
Recommendation: 
 

"That Council pursue through Notice of Motions, concerns at the cessation of the 
Energy Smart Business Program." 

 
(f) Manly Council Community Environment Committee - Minutes of a Meeting held on 16th June, 

2005 
 

Item 4 - Manly Environment Centre Issues 
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Recommendation: 
 

"1. Regarding the Statement of Intent for the MEC, this committee supports the 
community view that a staffed street level shopfront facility with direct pedestrian 
access is essential and that the MEC continues shopfront operation now and in 
the future.  Shopfront operation must be included in any future plans to house the 
MEC. 

 
2. That this committee supports the motions of the MEC Working Party that the 

Statement of Intent for the MEC is amended, i.e. includes the appropriate wording 
to ensure that the MEC can act as environmental watchdog, to be included as 
part of the report to be presented to Council." 

 
(g) Manly Council Community Environment Committee - Minutes of a Meeting held on 16th June, 

2005 
 

Item 7 - Australian Institute of Police Management (AIPM) 
 
Recommendation: 
 

"This Committee takes up the invitation from the AIPM to have ongoing consultation in 
the formulation processes of their plans for the site.  The Committee appoints Judy 
Reizes to take this position." 

 
General Manager's Note:- 
 

"Whilst acknowledging the recommendation of the Committee, I will determine which 
staff member is best equipped to take on this role and arrange representation 
accordingly." 

 
(h) Manly Traffic Committee - Minutes of a Meeting held on 27th June, 2005 
 

Item 57/05 - Bareena Drive and Dobroyd Scenic Drive Around Tania Park - Pedestrian 
Access 
 
Recommendation: 
 

"1. That the current signage indicating ‘Bicycles Only’ and the ‘No Pedestrians’ 
pavement markings be removed immediately to make the lane available to 
pedestrians and cyclists. 

 
2. That the speed limit be reduced to 25 km/h through Tania Park as per the Tania 

Park Plan of Management. 
 
3. That the speed reduction be referred to the RTA Speed Management Unit.  
 
4. That shared path on the left hand edge of the existing road pavement be 

created to adequately cater for cyclists and pedestrians be approved in principle 
subject to favourable consultation.  The consultation is to include the Precincts, 
Bicycle Committee and the community be consulted regarding the proposed 
undertaken to look at shared path as per the preferred option. 

 
5. That a further report be submitted to the Traffic Committee outlining the feedback 

received from the consultation." 
 
(i) Manly Traffic Committee - Minutes of a Meeting held on 27th June, 2005 
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Item 59/05 - Rolf Street - Parking 
 
Recommendation: 
 

"1. The committee agreed that further investigation of a lease agreement between 
Council and residents be undertaken.  That the investigation also includes the 
change of status of the land from road reserve to public reserve by gazetting. 

 
2. That community consultation be undertaken on the viable options. 

 
3. That a further report outlining the results of investigation and consultation be 

referred to the Traffic Committee." 
 
(j) Manly Coastline Management Committee - Minutes of a Meeting held on 29th June, 2005 
 

Item 4.1 - Amendment of the Terms of Reference for the Coastline Management 
Committee 
 
Recommendation: 
 

"1 That the Terms of Reference - Part 4A: Membership, be amended to the 
following: 

 
• At least two (2) Councillor representative, 
• State Government representatives (DPI, DIPNR, DEC, NSW MA, SES), 
• 2 Community members, 
• 2 Scientific Advisory Panel representatives, 
• 1 representative from each of the three Life Saving Clubs servicing Manly 

Ocean Beach, and 
• 1 representative from each of The Corso, Ocean Beach and Fairy Bower 

Precincts 
 
2 That Council invite The Corso and Ocean Beach Precincts to nominate a 

representative to become a member of the Manly Coastline Management 
Committee." 

 
(k) Manly Lagoon Catchment Co-Ordinating Committee - Minutes of a Meeting held on 30th 

June, 2005 
 

Item 3.5 - Water Extraction from Manly Dam Reservoir 
 
Recommendation: 
 

"5. That the Chairperson approach Manly Council's General Manager with regard to 
providing legal support to Janine Alderson at the Land Board Hearing on 21st 
July, 2005 regarding Balgowlah Golf Club's application for water use. 

 
6. That correspondence be sent to the Commissioner of the Local Land Board from 

the Committee: 
 

• Requesting that both Councils be grated standing at the Local Land Board 
in regard to the above mentioned Water License Application. 

 
• Outlining the objectives and principles of the ICMS for the Manly Lagoon 
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Catchment." 
 
(l) Manly Sustainability Strategy Management Group - Minutes of a Meeting held on 12th July, 

2005 
 

Item 6.1 - General Business - Energy Smart Business Program 
 
Recommendation: 
 

"In response to the correspondence from the Department of Energy, Utilities and 
Sustainability regarding the cessation of the Energy Smart Business and Leaders 
Programs (attached) the Committee notes with considerable concern the Department’s 
sudden cessation of the Energy Smart Business and Leaders Programs without prior 
notice and recommend that Council: 
 
1. Write to the NSW Premier and Minister for Energy and Utilities (Sartor) 

expressing Council’s strong concerns, and noting the considerable positive 
impact the Energy Smart Business Program has had on greenhouse abatement 
and calling for a replacing program to continue support for local government; 

 
2. Seek reimbursement of the unexpended proportion of the payment to the 

Energy Smart Business Program, and Council reinvest these funds to gain 
professional advice on work already underway on greenhouse abatement 
activities; and 

 
3. Refer the matter to the Local Government and Shires Associations for action on 

behalf of other Energy Smart Business participants." 
 
 
 
RECOMMENDATION 
 
 
1. That the recommendations of Minutes of Meetings, as listed in Item 1 above being 1(i) to 

1(xiii), be adopted. 
 
2. That in relation to all matters of a substantial nature listed in Item 2 above, being 2(a) to 2(l), 

be adopted as per the recommendation of the Committees. 
 
 
 
 
ATTACHMENTS 
There are no attachments for this report. 
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