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C-O-U-N-C-I-L

Minutes of Ordinary meeting of the Port Stephens Council held in the Council
Chambers, Raymond Terrace on 10 February 2015, commencing at 5.45pm.

PRESENT: Mayor B MacKenzie; Councillors G. Dingle; C.
Doohan; S. Dover; K. Jordan; P. Le Mottee; J.
Morello; J Nell; S. Tucker; Acting General
Manager; Acting Corporate Services Group
Manager; Facilities and Services Group Manager;
Development Services Group Manager and
Governance Manager.
001 Councillor John Nell
Councillor Ken Jordan
It was resolved that the apology from Cr Peter Kafer be received and
noted.
002 Councillor Paul Le Mottee

Councillor Steve Tucker

It was resolved that the

Stephens Council held on 9 December 2015 be confirmed.

Minutes of the Ordinary Meeting of Port

There were no declaration of interests received.
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ITEMNO. 1 FILE NO: 16-2014-91-1

DEVELOPMENT APPLICATION FOR A BOUNDARY REALIGNMENT,
DWELLING AND EARTHWORKS (EARTH MOUND) AT NO. 13-15 PORT
STEPHENS DRIVE, ANNA BAY

REPORT OF: MATTHEW BROWN — DEVELOPMENT ASSESSMENT AND COMPLIANCE
SECTION MANAGER
GROUP: DEVELOPMENT SERVICES

RECOMMENDATION IS THAT COUNCIL:

1) Refuse Development Application 16-2015-21-1 for boundary realignment,
dwelling and earthworks (earth mound) at No. 13-15 Port Stephens Drive, Anna
Bay for the reasons contained in (ATTACHMENT 3).

MOTION

003 Councillor Ken Jordan
Councillor Steve Tucker

It was resolved that Council move into Committee of the Whole.

COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE RECOMMENDATION

Councillor Paul Le Mottee
Councillor Steve Tucker

That Council approve the Development Application 16-2014-91-1 for
boundary realignment, dwelling and earthworks (earth mound) at No.
13-15 Port Stephens Drive, Anna Bay subject to the conditions tabled at
the Council meeting of 10 February 2015.
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In accordance with Section 375 (A) of the Local Government Act 1993, a division is
required for this item.

Those for the Motion: Mayor Bruce MacKenzie , Crs Paul Le Mottee, Ken Jordan,
Steve Tucker, Geoff Dingle, John Nell, John Morello and Sally Dover.

Those against the Motion: Nil.

Cr Chris Doohan entered the meeting at 5.51pm following the voting on Item 1, in
Committee of the Whole.

MOTION

005 Councillor Ken Jordan
Councillor John Morello

It was resolved that Council approve the Development Application 16-
2014-91-1 for boundary realignment, dwelling and earthworks (earth
mound) at No. 13-15 Port Stephens Drive, Anna Bay subject to the
conditions tabled at the Council meeting of 10 February 2015.

In accordance with Section 375 (A) of the Local Government Act 1993, a division is
required for this item.

Those for the Motion: Mayor Bruce MacKenzie , Crs Paul Le Mottee, Chris Doohan,
Ken Jordan, Steve Tucker, Geoff Dingle, John Nell, John Morello and Sally Dover.

Those against the Motion: Nil.
BACKGROUND

The purpose of this report is to present to Council for determination development
application 16-2014-91-1 for boundary realignment, dwelling and earthworks (earth
mound) at No. 13-15 Port Stephens Drive, Anna Bay (the 'subject site'). The
application was called to Council by Councillor Le Mottee to debate the
permissibility of the proposed dwelling on the subject site and is reported to Council
on this basis. The call fo Council form is provided as an attachment to this report
(ATTACHMENT 4).

Port Stephens Local Environmental Plan 2000

The applicant seeks approval for the construction of a single storey dwelling to be
located on a 2.7 metre earth mound and boundary realignment. The subject site is
zoned 1(a) Rural Agriculture under LEP 2000. The development is permissible within
the 1(a) zone, however, does not satisfy the requirements of LEP 2000 as it would
present an increased flood risk o the area.
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Port Stephens Local Environmental Plan 2013

The development application was lodged prior to the commencement of LEP 2013.
Clause 1.8A of LEP 2013 provides savings provisions relating to development
applications lodged prior to the commencement of the new Plan. This Clause
provides that the consent authority must determine an application as if the new Plan
had not yet commenced. On this basis, the application must be determined under
LEP 2000, in particular from a flooding perspective.

Section 79C of the EP&A Act requires consideration to be given to the provisions of
LEP 2013. Pursuant to the provisions of LEP 2013 the subject site is zoned RU2 Rural
Landscape. Development as proposed by this application is prohibited under LEP
2013.

Site Suitability

The subject site is not considered suitable for the proposed development as the
increased density is incompatible with the flood risk of the area. The development
cannot be supported from a staff perspective due to the risk to life and property
caused by frequent inundation.

Whilst there is currently a resolution of Council relating to all rural dwellings on flood
prone land being deferred until such time as the policy position is developed, it is the
understanding of Council staff the intent of the Council resolution was not to apply to
applications lodged prior to the resolution. Therefore the application has been
assessed on its merits and is reported to Council for determination. Further, in the
presentation of the notice of motion and deliberations in regard to the deferral
pending the flood study, it is understood this only applies to the 'rural west'.

Site Suitability — Flood Risk

The subject site is located within the Anna Bay Catchment area. As there is no area
specific flood study prepared for Anna Bay, flood levels for the subject site have
been extrapolated from the Port Stephens Flood Study Climate Change Review,
2010 (PSFSCCR 2010).

From this data it has been identified that, the subject site would be inundated to a
depth of 1.7 metres AHD and have a flood planning level of RL 2.7 metres AHD (2050
1 % AEP flood level plus 500 mm freeboard — from the PSFSCCR 2010).

The subject site is classed as high hazard as flood depths are greater than 1.0 meftre.
During flooding events it is likely that the site could be located within a floodway.

The proposal development is not appropriate for the site as any increased density is
not compatible with the flood risk of the area. The development cannot be
supported due to the unacceptable risk to life and property.
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Key Issues

The key issues associated with the development proposal are:

. The site is not suitable as the subject site is classified floodway and is located
within a high hazard category.

o The development does not meet the objectives of the 1(a) Rural Agriculture
zone of LEP 2000 as the development is not compatible with the flood risk of the
area.

The application is recommended for refusal as the subject site is not suitable for the
development in accordance with s.79C (1) (c) of the EP&A Act 1979. A detailed
assessment of the proposal against the provisions of Section 79C of the EP&A Act
1979 is provided within (ATTACHMENT 2).

FINANCIAL/RESOURCE IMPLICATIONS
Should Council refuse the application the applicant may appeal Council's

determination under s.97 (1) EP&A Act 1979. Defending the refusal would have
financial implications.

Source of Funds Yes/No Funding Comment

(%)

Existing budget Yes Funds to defend Council's
refusal of the development
application are available within
the existing budget.

Reserve Funds No
Section 94 No
External Grants No
Other No

LEGAL AND POLICY IMPLICATIONS

The application is not consistent with Port Stephens LEP2000, Port Stephens LEP2013,
Port Stephens Development Control Plan 2013 (DCP 2013), NSW Wetland
Management Policy, Floodplain Management in Australia: Best Practice Principles
and Guidelines (CSIRO, 2000), NSW Floodplain Development Manual 2005 and the
PSFSCCR 2010. The development presents a risk to Council and the community if the
application is approved.

On 27 November 2012 Council adopted a revised Corporate Risk Management
Policy. The policy includes Councils risk appetite statement that explicitly states that
Council has no appetite for risks that may compromise the safety and welfare of
staff, volunteers, confractors and/or members of the public. The policy also identifies
that Council will not accept a risk that has potentially catastrophic consequences,
regardless of the likelihood of that risk eventuating.
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A decision confrary to the recommendation presents an unacceptable risk to
Council as per Council's standard risk management matrix. These unacceptable risks
relate to Council and the local community in respect to public safety, Council
reputation and legal exposure.

A decision contrary the planning framework may waiver the good faith provisions in
the Local Government Act 1993. This could result in individuals being personally
accountable and responsible for any subsequent implications resulting from the
decision. Further, discussions with Councils Corporate Risk Unit confirmed that it is
likely Council's insurers may not cover Council should a decision be made contrary to
the relevant standards etc.

It is not considered appropriate to place additional dwelling houses in high risk flood
areas creating further demand on already limited SES resources by way of domestic
property protection, rescue/medivac and evacuation. Given the high risk of flooding
across the site and the potential negative impact on adjoining properties, the
proposed development cannot be supported.

Risk Risk Proposed Treatments Within

Ranking Existing
Resources?

There is a risk that if the Low Determine application in line Yes

application is refused the with recommendation.

determination may be In Webster v Muswellbrook

challenged in the Land Shire Council [2-13] NSWLEC

and Environment Court. 1146 and Radray

Constructions Pty Ltd v Hornsby
Shire Council [2014]
NSWLEC1024 the Land and
Environment Court dismissed
appeals against Council's
decision to refuse
development applications
located within a floodway.
Council's refusal of the
application would therefore
be likely to be upheld.

SUSTAINABILITY IMPLICATIONS
Includes Social, Economic and Environmental Implications

Despite the economic benefits of the development for the proponent, the
development shall have an adverse social and economic impact in the locality. The
flooding constraints of the site do not enhance and promote the social needs of the
community. Supporting such a development would potentially have an economic
cost to the community as it will place undue pressure on emergency services such as
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the SES, ambulance, fire brigade and police in terms of responding to any natural
hazards and any medical emergencies that may occur and affect the site.

CONSULTATION

In accordance with Council’s Notification Policy, the application was not required to
be notified or advertised.

OPTIONS
1) Adopt the recommendation;

2)  Amend the recommendation;
3) Reject the recommendation.

ATTACHMENTS
1) Locality Plan;
2)  Assessment;

3) Reasons for refusal;
4)  Call to Council Form.

COUNCILLORS ROOM

1)  Development Plans — also provided under separate cover;
2)  Statement of Environmental Effects.

TABLED DOCUMENTS
Nil.
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ATTACHMENT 2
ASSESSMENT

The application has been assessed pursuant to Section 79C of the Environmental
Planning and Assessment Act 1979 and the following is a summary of those matters
considered relevant in this instance.

THE PROPOSAL

The applicant proposes a boundary realignment and construction of a dwelling and
earth mound.

THE APPLICATION

Owner Chasiy Pty Limited

Applicant Chasiy Pty Limited

Detail Submitted Development Plans including;
Architectural Plans and Elevations;
Proposed Earth Mound Details;
Detailed Survey Plan;
Statement of Environmental Effects; and
BASIX Certification.

THE LAND

Property Description Lot: 3221 DP: 1033004, and
Lot: 212 DP: 1113323,

Address 13 - 15 Port Stephens Drive,
Anna Bay

Area Lot 3221: 23.97ha
Lot 212: 17.7ha
Total: 41.67ha

Site Description Lot 3221 is currently vacant and does not contain
any improvements. Lot 212 currently contains a
bus depot, single storey dwelling, swimming pool,
tennis court and associated outbuildings.

Characteristics SEPP 14 Wetlands
Flood Prone Land — Flood Planning Level 2.5m
AHD

Acid Sulphate Soils Class 2 & 3

Bush Fire Prone Land

Koala Habitat — Preferred, Buffer over Cleared
and Link over Cleared

Endangered Ecological Communities — Swamp
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Sclerophyll Forest, Coastal Saltmarsh, & Swamp
Oak Floodplain Forrest

Core Habitat

THE ASSESSMENT
PLANNING PROVISIONS

Environmental Planning and Assessment  5.79C Planning provisions

Act 1979

Rural Fires Act 1997 s. 100B Bush fire safety authorities

State Environmental Planning Policies State Environmental Planning Policy
No.14 — Coastal Wetlands.
State Environmental Planning Policy No.
44 — Koala Habitat.
State Environmental Planning Policy No.
71 — Coastal Protection.
State Environmental Planning Policy
(Building Sustainability Index: BASIX).

Port Stephens Local Environment Plan Cl.12
2000
Cl.14

Cl.37

Cl1.38
Cl.47

Subdivision within rural zones
generally

Dwelling-houses and dual
occupancy housing in rural zones
Objectives for development on
flood prone land

Development on flood prone land
Services

Draft Port Stephens Local Environmental Cl. 1.8A Savings provision relating to

Plan 2013

development applications

Cl.4.2 Rural subdivision
Cl.4.2AL 0t size exceptions for certain rural

and environmental zones

Cl.4.2CErection of dwelling houses on

land in certain rural, residential
and environmental protection
zones

Cl.7.3 Flood planning
Cl.7.6 Essential services

Port Stephens Development Control Bl Subdivision and Streets
Plan 2013 B2 Environment and Construction
Management
Bé Single and Dual Occupancy Dwellings

PORT STEPHENS COUNCIL
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STATUTORY ACTS AND REGULATIONS

Environmental Planning and Assessment (EP&A) Act 1979

Section 79¢ - Planning Assessment

An assessment under section 79C of the act has been undertaken throughout this
report.

Rural Fires Act (Section 100B) 1997

Section 100B of the Rural Fires Act, requires a bushfire safety authority for a subdivision
of bush fire prone land that could lawfully be used for rural residential purposes. The
applicant has elected not to nominate the development as integrated
development. Should Council elect to approve the application, a condition of
consent would be imposed requiring the applicant to obtain a bush fire safety
authority from the NSW Rural Fire Service prior to issue of a Construction Certificate.

State Environmental Planning Policy No. 14 - Coastal Wetlands

State Environmental Planning Policy No. 14 — Coastal Wetlands (SEPP14), aims fo
ensure coastal wetlands are preserved and protected. The application has been
assessed having regard to the aims of the SEPP and Clause 7 — Restriction on
development of certain land.

The site contains SEPP14 wetlands to the south-western boundary. The proposed
development has been located approximately 100 metres from the edge of the
mapped area. Site assessment has indicated that it is likely that the wetlands
extend beyond the mapped area. However, insufficient information has been
submitted for a full assessment to be undertaken. Ground truthing and onsite
data would need to be gathered in order to determine the extent of the SEPP 14
wetlands on the site and impact of the development to this area. The
application does not satisfy the provisions of SEPP 14.

State Environmental Planning Policy No. 44 - Koala Habitat Protection

State Environmental Planning Policy No. 44 — Koala Habitat Protection, aims to
encourage the proper conservation and management of areas of natural
vegetation that provide habitat for koalas to ensure a permanent free-living
population over their present range and reverse the current trend of koala
population decline. Port Stephens Council has a Comprehensive Koala Plan of
Management (CKPOM) which overrides the provisions of the SEPP.

The site is mapped as Preferred Koala Habitat, Buffer over Cleared and Link over
Cleared under Council's CKPOM. Development proposed by this application is
located on a cleared part of the site, resulting in minimal impact on the
movement or habitat of Koalas. The proposal is satisfactory with regard to SEPP
44 and Councils CKPOM.
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State Environmental Planning Policy No. 71 - Coastal Protection

State Environmental Planning Policy 71 — Coastal Protection (SEPP 71), aims fo
protect the visual, environmental and social assets of coastal land. This application
has been assessed having regard to the aims of the SEPP and matters for
consideration contained in Clause 8 (Matters for consideration). The application is
consistent with the aims of the SEPP and matters for consideration in Clause 8.

State Environmental Planning Policy: Building Sustainability Index (BASIX)

State Environmental Planning Policy: Building Sustainability Index (BASIX) seeks to
provide environmentally sustainable dwellings through the use of various building
practices. A valid BASIX Certificate has been submitted as part of the development
application.

Port Stephens Local Environmental Plan (2000)

1(a) Rural Agricultural Zone

The site is zoned 1(a) Rural Agriculture. The development is permissible within the
zone. However, the development is inconsistent with the objectives of the zone as it
is not compatible with the flood risk of the area (as discussed elsewhere in this
report).

Clause 12 Subdivision within rural zones generally

Clause 12 seeks to maintain the rural characteristics of the zone. The proposed
boundary realignment is permissible within the zone. No additional allotments are
proposed which will assist in maintaining the rural character of the area.

Clause 14 Dwelling-houses and dual occupancy housing in rural zones

Clause 14 requires a minimum land size before a dwelling is considered an
appropriate development on the site. The proposed boundary realignment will
create a parcel of 5.14 hectares on which the proposed dwelling is to be located. In
the case of land within the 1(a) zone a dwelling cannot be constructed if the
allotment has an area of less than 4,000 square meftres. The development area
meets the minimum requirements of this clause.

Clause 37 Objectives for development on flood prone land

Clause 37 seeks to minimise the risk to life and property associated with the flood
risk of the area. The application is not acceptable as the site is considered to be
located in a high hazard floodway and is located within an area that conveys a
significant portion of the flood waters. The high hazard classification of the site
results in the proposed development not being compatible with the flood hazard of
the area. During a flood event, residents would not be able to access a safe
evacuation route with Port Stephens Drive being subject to inundation. Accordingly,
the proposal is inconsistent with the requirements of this clause
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Clause 38 Development on flood prone land

Clause 38 seeks fo restrict development that is not compatible with the land's flood
hazard so as o ensure that significant adverse impacts on flood behaviour and
the environment are avoided. The application is inconsistent with the
requirements of this clause as the site is likely to be located in a high hazard
floodway which carries a significant portion of the flood water.

Clause 47 Services

Clause 47 requires the consent authority to be satisfied that essential services
including water, electricity, sewage, stormwater and access are available to the
site. The subject site is able to be connected to water, electricity, and
telecommunications services. Sewage management is required to be provided on
site via a suitable on-site sewage management system.

Draft Port Stephens Local Environment Plan (2013)

Clause 1.8A Savings provisions relating to development applications

The development application was lodged prior to the commencement of LEP 2013.
Clause 1.8A of LEP 2013 provides savings provisions relating to development
applications lodged prior to the commencement of the new Plan. This Clause
provides that the consent authority must determine an application as if the new Plan
had not yet commenced. On this basis, the application must be determined under
LEP 2000.

RU2 Rural Landscape

The site is zoned RU2 Rural Landscape pursuant to the provisions of the Port Stephens
Local Environmental Plan 2013 (LEP 2013). The development is permissible in the RU2
zone.

Clause 4.1 Minimum subdivision lot size

As nominated on the minimum lot size map the subject site has a minimum lot size
requirement of 20 hectares. Existing Lot 212 is undersized, having an area of 17.7
hectares. Should the proposed boundary realignment proceed, the size of this
allotment would further be reduced to 5.14 hectares. The development is prohibited
by this clause.

The application is inconsistent with the requirements of Clause 4.1.
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Clause 4.2 Rural subdivision

Clause 4.2 allows for rural subdivision that is less than the minimum lot size for the
purposes of primary production. A dwelling cannot be erected on an allotment
created under this Clause. The application proposes to create an undersized
allotment for the purposes of a dwelling house, which is inconsistent with the
requirements of this Clause. Clause 4.2 does not apply. The development cannot
be supported.

Cl.4.2B Erection of dwelling houses on land in certain rural, residential and
environmental protection zones

Clause 4.2B enables the erection of dwelling houses on suitable land within rural,
residential and environmental protection zones. Development proposed by this
application is a lot which was created before the commencement of this plan and
has an area greater than 4,000 square metres (5.14 hectares).

Development for the purposes of a dwelling proposed by this application is
consistent with the requirements of this clause.

Clause 4.6 Exceptions to development standards

Exemptions to development standards are provided within Clause 4.6. Under this
Clause, development consent must not be granted utilising the provisions of this
Clause for a subdivision which would result in atf least one (1) lot that is less than 0%
of the minimum area specified under Clause 4.1. Subdivision (boundary realignment)
proposed under this application, would result in one (1) allotment which has an area
of less than 90% of the minimum lot size prescribed by the minimum lot size map. The
proposed subdivision would create an allotment which is 25.7% of the minimum area.
Accordingly, clause 4.6 cannot be utilised to vary the minimum lot size, the
development is therefore prohibited.

Clause 7.2 Earthworks

Clause 7.2 aims to ensure development will not have a detrimental impact on
environmental functions and processes, neighbouring uses, cultural or heritage items
or features of the surrounding land. The proposed development may impact upon
the existing wetlands. However, insufficient information has been provided to
determine the potential impact of the proposed earthworks on the
environmentally sensitive area.

Clause 7.3 Flood planning

Clause 7.3 seeks to minimise the flood risk to life and property associated with the
use of land and to allow development only where it is compatible with the land's
flood hazard so as to ensure that significant adverse impacts on flood behaviour
and the environment are avoided. The application is not acceptable as the site
is classified as high hazard floodway and is located within an area that conveys
a significant portion of the flood flow. The area, even if partially blocked by
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development, would cause a significant increase in flood levels or a significant
redistribution of flood waters. As such the proposed development may adversely
affect other areas and adjoining properties.

Cl.7.6 Essential services

The subject site is able to be connected to water, electricity, and
telecommunications services. Sewage management is required to be provided on
site via a suitable on-site sewage management system.

Cl.7.9 Wetlands

Clause 7.9 seeks to ensure that local wetlands are preserved and protected from
the impacts of development. The subject site is identified as local wetlands.
Insufficient information has been submitted in order for an assessment of the
potential impact of the proposed development on the wetlands to be undertaken.
Clause 7.9 has not been satisfied.

PORT STEPHENS DEVELOPMENT CONTROL PLAN (2000)

B1 Subdivision and Streets

The application has been assessed against the provisions of Chapter B1 — Subdivision
and Streets and is considered satisfactory. There is no significant change to the
subject sites which would impact upon service provisions, access to site, or drainage.
B2 Environmental and Construction Management

The application is required to be assessed against the provisions of Chapter B2 —
Environmental and Construction Management. Based on the information submitted
with the application, the development is consistent with the requirements of this part.
Bé Single and Dual Occupancy Dwellings

The application has been assessed against the provisions of Chapter B6 — Single and

Dual Occupancy Dwellings and is considered to meet the requirements of this part
as outlined below.

Part 4 Development Requirements Dwellings and Alterations

Clause Comment

B4.2 There is no maximum prescribed height limit for the
Height site.

B4.3 The proposed dwelling is single storey and meets the
Max. no. of storeys reguirements of the control.
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B4.5
Setbacks - Rural

The control requires a front setback of 10m and a
side setback of 5m. The proposed dwelling is
setback 50m from both the front and side
boundaries. The setbacks of the development are
acceptable.

B4.6
Building form and streetscape

The dwelling faces the street, is single storey, and
runs back into the site. The dwelling will be visible on
all sides (except the rear) from the road due to its
elevated position. Each of the visible elevations will
have habitable rooms, windows and living spaces
addressing the street in accordance with the
reguirements of the control.

B4.7
Orientation to street frontage

The proposed dwelling has been sited facing Port
Stephens Drive in accordance with the control.

B4.13
Car Parking and Garages

The proposed dwelling provides a double garage in
accordance with the control requirement for 3
bedroom dwellings.

B4.14 The proposed earth mound will be constructed to RL

Earthworks 2.7m AHD. The top of the pad will measure 20m x
40m running east/west along the site and have
batter slopes 1:4. Any fill would be required to be
certified VEMIN.

B4.15 No stormwater proposal has been submitted with

Stormwater and Drainage

the development application.

B4.17
Energy Efficiency

Valid BASIX certificates have been provided for
each unit. The development is satisfactory with
regard to energy efficiency.

COMMUNITY CONSULTATION

In accordance with Council's Nofification Policy, the application was not required to

be nofified or advertised.

INTERNAL REFERRALS

Flood Engineer

The proposed development does not comply with Port Stephens LEP flood planning
controls for the following reasons:

a) The subject sites flood hazard

development (dwelling).

is not compatible with the proposed

PORT STEPHENS COUNCIL
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b) The impact of the proposed dwelling and filling on neighbouring developments
and properties cannot be adequately assessed.

c) The impact of the proposed dwelling and filing on the environment cannot be
adequately assessed.

d) The impact of the proposed dwelling and filling on social and economic factors
cannot be adequately assessed.

The high hazard classification of the site results in the proposed development not
being compatible with the flood hazard of the area. During a flood event, residents
would not be able to access a safe evacuation route with Port Stephens Drive being
subject to inundation. On this basis the application is not acceptable on flooding
grounds.

Development Engineer

Subject to conditions of consent the proposed development has been determined
to be satisfactory with regard to engineering considerations.

Building

The proposal is satisfactory in relation to building matters subject to conditions of
consent.

LIKELY IMPACTS OF THE DEVELOPMENT

The assessment has considered the likely impact of the development by identifying
the potential impacts of the proposal, available measures to ameliorate impacts
and frequency/severity of impacts.

The development is not compatible with the lands flood risk and will in unacceptable
impacts upon life and property. Insufficient information has been submitted to allow
an assessment of the potential impact on the SEPP 14 and local wetlands to be
undertaken.

The development is recommended for refusal based on the reasons outlined within
(ATTACHMENT 3).

SUITABILITY OF THE SITE

There site is physically constrained by flooding and is likely to be affected by
ecological constraints and is therefore unsuitable for the proposed development.

PUBLIC INTEREST

The development will result in adverse social, economic and environmental
outcomes as the development has not been designed in a manner that is
compatible with the flood risk of the land. The development has an unacceptable
risk to life and property and will also result in adverse flood impacts to surrounding
properties. The development is not within the public interest.
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ATTACHMENT 3
REASONS FOR REFUSAL

THAT the consent authority, REFUSE development consent to Development
Application No. 16-2014-921-1 for Boundary Realignment, Dwelling and Earth Mound
af No. 13-15 Port Stephens Drive, Anna Bay for the following reasons:

1.

The subject site is not suitable for the proposed development (s.79C(1)(c)
Environmental Planning and Assessment Act (EP&A Act 1979) for the following
reasons;

a. The subject site is located within a tidal inundation area.
b. The site is located within a high hazard flood prone area.

c. Intensification of development within the floodway will result in increased
safety risks to occupants and adjoining properties.

Development proposed is inconsistent with the aims and objectives of the 1(q)
Rural Agriculture Zone under the Port Stephens Local Environmental Plan, 2000
(LEP 2000) as the development not compatible with the flood risk of the area
(s.79C (1) () (i) EP&A Act 1979).

The development is inconsistent with Clause 37 Objectives for development
on flood prone land and Clause 38 Development on flood prone land of LEP
2000 due to the high flood risk, resulting in an unacceptable risk to life and
property (s.79C (1) (a) (i) EP&A Act 1979).

The development (boundary realignment) is prohibited as it fails to satisfy
Clause 4.1 Minimum subdivision lot size pursuant to the provisions of the Port
Stephens Local Environmental Plan 2013 (LEP 2013) (s.79C (1) (a) (i) EP&A Act
1979).

The development is inconsistent with LEP 2013 specifically Clause 4.2 Rural
Subdivision, Clause 4.2B Erection of dwelling houses on land in certain rural,
residential and environmental protection zones, Clause 7.2 Earthworks and
Clause 7.3 Flood Planning. The development of the site is not compatible with
the land's high risk flood hazard and would result in unacceptable flood risk to
life and property (s.79C (1) (a) (i) EP&A Act 1979).

The development is inappropriate for the site given the site is within a high risk
flood area and it is therefore not within the public interest (s.79C (1) (e) EP&A
Act 1979).

Insufficient information has been submitted to allow a full assessment of the
application (detailed ecological data and ground tfruthing relating to extent of
wetlands identified under State Environmental Planning Policy No. 14 — Coastal
Wetlands). Development fails to satisfy Clause 7.9 Wetlands of the Port Stephens
Local Environmental Plan 2013 (s.79C (1) (a) (i) EP&A Act 1979).
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ATTACHMENT 4
CALLTO COUNCIL FORM

CALL TO COUMNCIL FORM
DEVELOPMENT APPLICATION
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ITEM NO. 2 FILE NO: PSC2014-03597

PLANNING PROPOSAL - 2885 PACIFIC HIGHWAY, HEATHERBRAE
(MOTTO FARM)

REPORT OF: TIM CROSDALE - STRATEGY AND ENVIRONMENT SECTION MANAGER
GROUP: DEVELOPMENT SERVICES

RECOMMENDATION IS THAT COUNCIL:

1)  Adopt the Planning Proposal at (ATTACHMENT 1) for the purposes of Section 55
of the Environmental Planning and Assessment Act 1979 to amend Schedule 1
'‘Additional permitted uses' of the Port Stephens Local Environmental Plan 2013
to permit (with consent) a 'service station', restaurant or café and 'take-away
food and drink premises' on land at 2885 Pacific Highway Heatherbrae (Lots 1, 2
and 3 DP 264023; Lot 1 DP 350551; and Lot 101 DP 807522); and

2)  Forward the Planning Proposal at (ATTACHMENT 1) the NSW Department of
Planning and Environment for a Gateway Determination.

ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING - 10 FEBRUARY 2015
COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE RECOMMENDATION

Councillor Paul Le Mottee
Councillor Sally Dover

That the recommendation be adopted.

In accordance with Section 375 (A) of the Local Government Act 1993, a division is
required for this item.

Those for the Motion: Mayor Bruce MacKenzie, Crs Paul Le Mottee, Ken Jordan, Chris
Doohan, Steve Tucker, Geoff Dingle, John Nell, John Morello and Sally Dover.

Those against the Motion: Nil.

MOTION

006 Councillor Ken Jordan
Councillor John Morello
It was resolved that Council:

1)  Adopt the Planning Proposal at (ATTACHMENT 1) for the purposes
of Section 55 of the Environmental Planning and Assessment Act
1979 to amend Schedule 1 'Additional permitted uses' of the Port
Stephens Local Environmental Plan 2013 to permit (with consent)
a ‘'service station', restaurant or café and 'take-away food and
drink premises' on land at 2885 Pacific Highway Heatherbrae (Lots
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1, 2 and 3 DP 264023; Lot 1 DP 350551; and Lot 101 DP 807522);
and

2)  Forward the Planning Proposal at (ATTACHMENT 1) the NSW
Department of Planning and Environment for a Gateway
Determination.

In accordance with Section 375 (A) of the Local Government Act 1993, a division is
required for this item.

Those for the Motion: Mayor Bruce MacKenzie, Crs Paul Le Mottee, Ken Jordan, Chris
Doohan, Steve Tucker, Geoff Dingle, John Nell, John Morello and Sally Dover.

Those against the Motion: Nil.

BACKGROUND

The purpose of this report is to advise Council of a request to amend Schedule 1
'‘Addifional permitted uses' of the Port Stephens Local Environmental Plan 2013
regarding land at 2885 Pacific Highway, Heatherbrae (known as Motto Farm Motel)
to permit (with consent) development for the purposes of a 'service station’,
'restaurant and café' and 'take-away food and drink premises'.

Date Lodged: October 2014

Proponent: TFA Project Group (on behalf of Newcastle Airport Hotel
Motor Inn & Convention Centre Pty Ltd.)

Subject land: 2885 Pacific Highway, Heatherbrae - Lot 1, 2 and 3 DP

264023; Lot 1 DP 350551; and Lot 101 DP807522 (refer to
Location plan at (ATTACHMENT 2))

Zoning: RU2 Rural Landscape (to be retained)

Site Area: 4.9 ha

Proposed Additional

Land Uses: Service station; Restaurant or café; Take-away food and

drink premises (nofe: 'pub' and 'small bar' are not
proposed to be permitted).

The site is currently operating as 'Motto Farm Motel' which is made up of a number of
buildings over the site including motel accommodation and dining and restaurant
facilities. The Planning Proposal seeks to expand the site's existing motel use to
accommodate a service station, ancillary take-away food and drink premises and
restaurant dining facilities. A car wash and alterations to the reception area of the
motel reception building is also proposed.

It is noted that a previous DA for change of use — Restaurant to Hotel and associated
alterations and additions — was refused by Council in 2011, and a subsequent Land
and Environment Court appeal was dismissed. The development permissible with
consent under this proposal is of smaller scale and different type of use to that
previously sought under this development application. In addition, the specific land
uses to be allowed for by the Planning Proposal have been specifically defined to
limit adverse amenity, social and traffic impacts on the locality.
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The principal issues in considering the Planning Proposal are the suitability of the
subject land for the proposed additional uses and amendment to Schedule 1 of the
Port Stephens Local Environmental Plan 2013 to permit certain additional uses on the
subject land.

Suitability of the Subject Land

The proposed 'service station', restaurant or café' and 'take-away food and drink
premises' will play a supporting role to the employment lands in the Heatherbrae
Enterprise Corridor identified in the Port Stephens Planning Strategy (PSPS) without
impacting on the viability of bulky goods in the B5 Business Development Zone
located on the opposite side of the Pacific Highway.

The site currently has direct vehicle entry via the Pacific Highway and a site exit via
Kingston Parade. An initial traffic assessment by the proponent recommended an
additional vehicle egress point onto the Pacific Highway to cater to the increased
traffic leaving the site. The Traffic Report submitted with the proposal recommends
that the existing deceleration lane on the Pacific Highway be shortened to ensure
the proposed egress from the subject site does not enter the Kingston Parade left
turn deceleration lane (ATTACHMENT 3). Further consultation with RMS would be
undertaken as part of the exhibition consultation.

Amendment to Schedule 1 of the Port Stephens Local Environmental Plan 2013

The Amendment to Schedule 1 will specifically enable and limit the additional land
uses allowed on site to a 'service station', 'restaurant and café' and 'take-away food
and drink premises' without changing the existing RU2 zone. These uses are no threat
to the retail hierarchy in the areaq, they provide facilities to service the local residents,
and utilise patronage provided by Pacific Highway traffic. The Planning Proposal
enables the limited expansion of existing development on the site.

FINANCIAL/RESOURCE IMPLICATIONS

There are no foreseen financial or resource implications for Council as a
consequence of the recommendation of this report.

Source of Funds Yes/No Funding Comment
($)
Existing budget Yes 10,500 ]S’roge 1 Rezoning Fees - 15
August 2014. |

Reserve Funds No | | N

Section 94 No | | ||

External Grants No | \ N

Other No | | N
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LEGAL, POLICY AND RISK IMPLICATIONS

There are no foreseen legal, policy or maijor risk implications for Council as a
consequence of the recommendation of this report.

Port Stephens Local Environmental Plan 2013

The existing RU2 Rural Landscape zone that applies to the subject land under the Port
Stephens Local Environmental Plan 2013 will be retained under the Planning
Proposal.

The Planning Proposal will permit (with consent) additional land uses which
complement the existing motel use on site and are compatible with the character of
the area. By permitting specific additional land uses and retaining the existing RU2
Rural Landscape zoning, potential development is limited to those land uses.

Limiting the land use negates potential negative social impacts associated with
allowing other uses through a rezoning. A rezoning may permit development of a
pub or small bar, the negative social impacts of which was the concern in the case
of the refused Development Application 16-2010-478-1 for a Change of Use -
Restaurant to Hotel and Associated Alterations and Additions.

The proposed additional uses on site as defined by Port Stephens LEP 2013 are:

"service station means a building or place used for the sale by retail of fuels and
lubricants for motor vehicles, whether or not the building or place is also used
for any one or more of the following:

(a) the ancillary sale by retail of spare parts and accessories for motor
vehicles,

(b) the cleaning of motor vehicles,

(c) installation of accessories,

(d) inspecting, repairing and servicing of motor vehicles (other than body
building, panel beating, spray painting, or chassis restoration),

(e) the ancillary retail selling or hiring of general merchandise or services or
both;

restaurant or cafe means a building or place the principal purpose of which is
the preparation and serving, on a retail basis, of food and drink to people for
consumption on the premises, whether or not liquor, take away meals and
drinks or enfertainment are also provided.

fake away food and drink premises means premises that are predominantly
used for the preparation and retail sale of food or drink (or both) for immediate
consumption away from the premises."

Past Development Application for Hotel

Council refused Development Application (16-2010-478-1) for a Change of Use -
restaurant to Hotel and Associated Alterations and Additions on 8 February 2011. The
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summary reasons for refusal include loss of amenity; traffic; and social concerns
principally related to the impacts of alcohol consumption. A subsequent appeal on
the refusal by the Proponent to the NSW Land and Environment Court was refused.

The Planning Proposal subject of this Report seeks to address previous concerns
related to Development Application 16-2010-478-1 by excluding 'pubs' and 'small
bars' as permissible land uses on the subject land. The Proposal limits additional land
uses to a 'service station' 'restaurant and café' and 'take-away food and drink
premises'. Any liquor served as part of a restaurant or café is not anticipated to have
the negative social impact of the former developments or the previously refused
hotel. Additionally, any alcohol serving components of a new restaurant/café on the
site will be assessed and managed at development application stage and liquor
licencing requirements.

Further, the Traffic Report provided with the Planning Proposal indicates any traffic
generated by the additional permitted uses could be managed with an additional
egress to the Pacific Highway. This will be subject to further consultation with RMS
post Gateway.

Environmental Planning and Assessment Act 1979

Under Part 3 of the Environmental Planning & Assessment Act 1979 only the Minister or
Council as a delegate can initiate a Local Environmental Plan. The Proponent has
followed Council's procedures to request a planning proposal to amend the Port
Stephens Local Environmental Plan 2013.

If Council resolves to proceed with the recommendation of this Report and prepare
a Planning Proposal it will be forwarded to the NSW Department of Planning and
Environment for a Gateway Determination.

Lower Hunter Regional Strateqgy

The Planning Proposal is of local planning significance and consistent with the
hierarchy of centres identified in the Lower Hunter Regional Strategy. The subject site
is identified as 'existing urban area’, while the opposing side of the Pacific Highway is
mapped as 'employment land'. The subject land is also in close proximity to the
Major Regional Centre of Raymond Terrace. The service station and ancillary retail
component is not of a scale to have detrimental effect on the 'employment land'.
The additional uses may provide support for the light industry and business existing in
the area.

The Planning Proposal will assist in achieving 1600 jobs to be accommodated by
Raymond Terrace and Heatherbrae under the Lower Hunter Regional Strategy.

Port Stephens Planning Strategy

The Port Stephens Planning Strategy identifies the subject site within the 'Heatherbrae
Enterprise Corridor'. Heatherbrae is identified as a Specialised Centre that provides
local services (e.g. mechanics), caters for highway commuters (via service stations
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along the Pacific Highway) and industry (e.g. Weathertex Timber Weatherboards,
Wall Panels & Cladding). The proposed permissible uses - 'service station’, restaurant
or café' and 'take-away food and drink premises' will support nearby employment
lands and passing frade, without impacting on the viability of bulky goods retailing in
the BS Business Development Zone located on the opposite side of the Pacific
Highway. The Proposal is consistent with the strategic direction of the Port Stephens
Planning Strategy.

Risk Risk Proposed Treatments Within
Ranking Existing
Resources?
There is a risk that the Low Limited additional permitted Yes
expansion of the land uses to a 'service station’,
commercial enterprise ‘restaurant' and 'take-away
could negatively impact food and drink premises' and
on other identified do not apply the B5 Business
centres. Development Zone.
There is a risk that adding | Low The relevant additional Yes
the group term 'food permitted uses are specifically
and drink premises' as a limited to a restaurant or café"
permissible use to the and 'take-away food and
subject land could result drink premises'.
in an application for a This will ensure development of
‘pub’ or 'small bar the site is limited and that
"oubs' and 'small bars' will
remain prohibited land uses.

SUSTAINABILITY IMPLICATIONS
Includes Social, Economic and Environmental Implications

There are limited or no environmental implications. Some mature trees are located
on site however any impacts can be managed at development application stage.
Any additional noise generated by the development will be addressed at
development application stage.

The Planning Proposal has positive economic implications. It is estimated to directly
create 13 jobs and bring an approximate output of $685000 to the area
(REMPLAN/Compelling Economics: 2013).

There is a limited potential negative social impact. The proposed additional uses do
not include a 'pub’ or 'small bar' as permissible land uses. This is achieved through the
specification of land use as part of this planning proposal that adequately addresses
the previous concerns associated with the past refusal of the DA on the site. This aims
to strengthen Council's controls o manage this land use, and potential impact,
through a subsequent development application for the site. |
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CONSULTATION

]Subjec’r to a Gateway Determination the Proposal will be placed on public exhibition
for comment from state agencies and the community for a minimum period of 28
days.

Preliminary consultation with the RMS has been undertaken. Further consultation will
be undertaken during the formal planning process.

OPTIONS

1)  |Adopt the recommendations;
2)  Amend the recommendations;
3) Reject the recommendations.

ATTACHMENTS

1) Council's Planning Proposal;

2)  Location Plan;

3)  Proponent's Concept Plan.

COUNCILLORS ROOM

!Proponen’r's Planning Proposal (including Traffic Assessment).

TABLED DOCUMENTS

Nil.
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ATTACHMENT 1
Council's Planning Proposal
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SUMMARY

Subject bend: SRS Pocific Mighw oy, Heatherbros [Matfo Farm Mot
Lot 1, DF 260000 Lot 2. DF 2680037 Lot 3. DF 284003 Lot 1, OF
AS055 0 Lak 101, DFBOF522Z

Froponent: TFA Project Group [on belall of Mewomie Afpord Hobed Py Lid]

Lasmchorwma b, eEchaos! Dokt

Tolal freac &9 Haclores

Extsling Zoning: U2 Ruredd Londscaps [io be retoinad)

Froposed Amendment:
Development for the pupose of o serdce skotion, mstoueant or
café ond toke-gway food ond drink prermices & 1o be pemithed
with developmen! consern,
Hole: The exiling BUR Ruwiol londicape poning wil remain
wnchanged

BACKGROUND

In Jure 2004 Councl received a mguett 1o amend the Port Hephers Local
Envirgrmenha Plon 2013 for lend of 23885 Pocific Mighway, Heatherbroe (known
Moita Fom Moiel' - e sie]. The regues b o ofiow oddifiona poniffed wvses on
e sile inchuding o ‘lendee stalisn’, reviourant o cofd’ ond Take-away Tood ond
drink premies’, The adifing RUZ Rurd Llondscope roning il be reboned.

The proposal aims ho foc@ole redevelopment of porf of fhe adsfing moted fo
cooommadale 9 serdee stafion and oncllary toke-oway and resfoumant dining
fociiles. A cor wosh ond gierofiors 1o the recepion grea of the mobel receplion
budding e ercAsaged by Bhe curmamnt 0w,

A Flanmng Propossl was lodged with Councd an 13 Cclobes 2014, occomporsed
by 0 Tralfic Assessmvedyl. The Tralfic Assedsment concludes thal iralfic mpach fram
e oddfiond wes con be monoged. It hay been iderfiled thal the euiling
gecelerafion lone info Engiton Poode & longer thon the dondand reguirsmisnl,
ond fat fre wapius moy be ullhed for 0 1ofe odditionol egress Bom the e 1o the
Pacific Highway, Futer consullation with 9w Roods ond Marilime Sendoes (RG]
a part o ary e developrment opefcation shoud be undertaken,

The request for oddifional pemiied wes b of minor locd planning signficance,
porticulody given Bal the Lower Hunder Regionol Shaofeqy 2004-31 (the LHRES)
ientifies e oea on the cppoite side of the highway o ‘empbement londy’, The
proposrd ‘sendce dofion’, vedtouront or cold’ ond Yioke-owoy food and grink
prembses’ b considered ho e on eoponsion of fe eadsling motel lond wee and maoy
cdditionoly provice suppoi o The ligh! indusiey and butineises exising in the oea,

2
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The sile & well poliionad fo foke acvanloge ol pasng rode cdong ihe Pockc
Higheasay. Ths proposel it also cordadened corslsbent with tha Poef Stsphans Plonning
Strofegy which identifies fhe lond ot whin the Heofherbeos Enferpise Coiridor.

SITE

The 38 lotaly 4.5 ha and s localed on the west side of e Pocific Highway, of
Heatherorge In he Port Stephers Locol Govermmen! Areg. The Iohs ore legolly
dercribed o Lof 1, 2L 3 DP 244023, Lol | DPASDESY, ond Lot 101 DP BOTSSZ,

# development appfication for o molel was approved al 2 £ingsion Porode in 1787
ond fhe site & curendy opengling of "Molto Form Motel™. Thee ofe o mumber of
bulding: cocupying the sile, including fthose wsed for occommpdalion, dining and
restaurant fociifies, cooking ond cleoning. oo porking. conference ond recepdion
fociiies, Trewr axsfing serdces cofer for fhe loco Heotharbros community and
raflic pasiing dong tha Pocific Higrway.

Fgue 1 - Asia Mop [p. £) ond Fgure 2 - Sreet Map B, 5] provide confexiual
Buziralions lor L= b,
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hotio Fam Maolal

FIGURE 1 = Aerial Mop

Figure 2 Asnal Fiew (sounce Silians)
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FART | - Objective of the proposed Local Enwironmenial Flan

They objecfive of ths propotal & fo snable fhe redeveiopment of parf of e exlifing motel fo
oocommodate o wenacs shation davelopmant, B motel =il axpond 1o Inciade oncllory
dining ond cke goway focifirs,

FART 7 - Explanatien of ihe providens o be Incheded in proposed LEP

the chieclive of i proposcl wil be ochisved by amending Schedule | “Addiional permitied
uses' of The Port Stapherd Locd Eritanmeantal Plon 20713 o follaws:

Schedule | Additional permitted uses

7 Uie of cortain land af 2885 Pocilic Highway, Heatherbras
1) This clouse oppdes Mo kand of 2585 Poclic Heghway. Heatharbrae, Bang Lok 1. 2. and 3.
DP 268073 Lot 1, DF 350551 and Laf 1G], DF 807522,

2] Developrment for the purpose of o service sfafion, restourant or cold and hoke-away
food and dnnk premizes B permitfed with déveiopment consant.

They peopoted oddilional uues on sits, op dafined by Podt Stephom UEP 2003 aee:

“service shaffion means g bulding or place uwsed for fhe sale by refadl of fuel and lubriconds for
mofor vehickes, whelfer of nol he buldng o place & ako wed fof any one of moie of the
Peliawing:

faf the oncliony sofe by retadl of spore pork ond cocessodies for malor vahicles,

(B hha claaning of mohor e e

fef rsfabolion of Oooadire

{f ispeching. repaiing and servicing of malor vehicles [other than Body Bulding. panel

bealing. speoy painfing. o chossis restoralion),
fe] ihe ancllary refoll seling o hiring of genanal marchandise of senices of bofhe

reshourant of cofe meons g bulding or ploce fhe prmcipdl purpose of which B ke prepamalion
ard tendng. of o fehel bors of food and dink o peopls for cordumption an the plamaes,
whedher or nod lguor, fake away meats and drinks or enferdoinment one obo proviaed,

foke awoy focd and deink premises meors premces that oo predominontly wused for the
preporation ond refod sole of food o drink [or both] for immediofe comsumpdion away from
MNahe, 5oih redicurant oF oote and Iabe oway Teod ond dond peermsed gree fvpead o lood and
drink premises in this Dicfionan:
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FART 3 = Jushificalion for the Flanning Prop-csal

SECTION A = Mesd for the Planning Proposal

1. Iz ihe planning prepeial o resll of any sirabegic shedy of repad?

This proposal b nod fhe result of a shofegic study or repord. The applicond haon bod ongoling
discussions with the patrons who ulfise the molel's serdces whe hove idenfified fhot refusiing
ond diring senvices on the e would be benslickl,

The e s lscaled wilki tha Healhaibios Blaipiie Coidol. Undes Podl Slephani Fhamming
rategy (FEPE] the Healbekios orea it idenlifed for bulioy goodh retal, The proposed Tenice
skafion’, resiouranl o cafd’ ond "Iaie-oway Food ond dink premises’ wil play o suppading role
to the exponding employment lands, wilthout mpocling on the viobdity of bully godds in this
erlerprive corddor.

Thit proposal i oo expeciad fo conlibute 1o oddiliond jobs idenlilied Dy The LHES foe
Rayrmiond Teroca,

Z Is the planning propossl fhe bedl means of achieving the sbjeclives of iInbended sulcomes,
of it fhere a betler way?

& plonning proposal b the only mecns 1o glow the wies sought by the opplicond under the
Poif Skephens LEP X3 P propodal sseks on omendment o Schedue | 'addiional
pormitied wser’ of Por Slephers Lood Ervdrenrental Plon 213, The cpplicant i nol seeking
ey brood specirum Aesdiblity which s ochieved applving o Buiness rona fo the gite,
Amandng schedde 1 of the LEF [onk) will dlow hres ypacific additiong uaet of he tite and
t ihe Batl counte ol aclion ot the applcan! hos @ daar dea of the tize, vpe ond wops al
g Faipr alatie

A DA lor a shange ol uie — hom g Reshowrand 1o o Holel ord eseciate altersliors ard
oddfiont = wa lodged ond relused by Counel in 2000 (DA 2010-887}, A cowl cppeol wa
subiequentty dismissed. The group fem food and dink premiset’ B nod being oppiied by he
Farring Propasal. This hos been ochieved through fhe proposed omendmen bo Scheduie |
of the LEF and excludes o “put” ond “tmall b from those lond wes which may be
parmissie with corsent,

SECTION B = Relolonship fo Sirolegic Plamning Fromework

L b the planning proposal considend with the chjectives and aclions cordained within the
opplicable regional or wb-regional dradegy (including fhe Sydney Metropoiian Srotegy and
exhibited draft srolegies)?

Lower Homlar Beglongl Srgtegy

The proposal is corsifent with the hierachy employed by 1he Lower Hunber Begional Sirofe gy,
Ther subject site i identified oi "exsfing wbon ared’, whie the opposing Sde of the Pocific
Highaay b mopped for "employment land’, wilhin fhe Majoe Reglona Cenbee of Porf Stephens.

?
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Thes service siatiod and ancllany iaiod carmpanant B ol &l a seale 1o hdawe deliimenia &lfac!
on the ‘empioymend lond’. Fufhemoes, this proposal will aasish with ochisving the 1600 joba ko
be accommodaled by Boymand Temoce and Hedalherivoe under the Lower Hunder Regionol
Sheafegy,

4. |5 the planning proposal consslent with the local Councls Community Sholegic Flon, o
elher local dralegle plan?

Pt Stepihuns Praneing Siatesy 2011

The wibject sie i locoled within the Healherbroe Enterprie Comidor, Hecfherbioe & idenifiad
@ o wpecialied centre’ thal provdes local serdces |e.g. mecharics]. cofen for highway
commuten: (o senvice stalions cong e Pociic Hgheay], ond indairy (e.g. Weolhariex
Timber Weoherboonds, Wol Ponels & Cloddingl. The Fonning Fropodal will wopor tha
gaveopment of Heatheleas o1 on Bnterprise Comdor,

this Srategy provide wppor!t foe e curenl propodal. o3 ¥ B focwsed on plons for
Haalherbros boed buky goods relol ond the economic iabdity ond desrability of fhh
developmen i e o 1o mediom lem. The propoded ode®ana uses are drawn from fhe

parcahved el wdftin the coren] sile bae aconomic Wiobilly ond IRe sursunding orea
conbex! which tendcas the Pocific Highwaay ond the neighbouring ndusiia area.

5. I3 the planning proposal considend with applicable dale envirormental planning policies?

There ore no eediiing or drall State Ervionmendal Flonning Poliches that probiph or restricd g
proposed development o ocutinerd in ihl plonining proposal. An ciresement of relevont Shote
Eriiarrmental Plonning Policss oganal the plonning proposd s provided as fellows:

SEPP Eelovonce Consislency and Implications

SEFP 33 This ZEPP provides corsidenalions | The pioposead sendce shalion 3 a
(Harordious & tor consent for harordows 4 | “pofenficly horordous indusfry™ under
CHfersiee gHershve dewelopment, SEPP 33, which defines s o
Dewelopmant) "devecpment for the porposes of amy

inckuiry which, i ihe development
were 1o opetme withow! Smploying
any meosenes  fncheding,  for
ecomple, - salafion Fom  exafing or

i
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Eely lufure dewropment on ofher
land] fo reduce or minimse gy impoct
in the jfocalty or on e exbling or
Ermly fufure develcpemant o olbsy
land, wouwld pese o sgmficandt ik n
refodion fa.. fo the biephyscaol
ermvironmend.”

Becose of e Bk nvelved,
mecues mual be loken lo enpae
grobastion of human hadll, holuee
developmenl in e aea o well and
e blophvaicad esmdonment. The
proposed sendce sialion will uilke a
hopord  monogemend monua - ond
mfoll underground peboleum  ond
dheiel fonks ol st be desigred
ond istaled in occordance  with
ASI0-2004:  The  zlovoge ond
handing of fleramcalabe cand
Eambus s i, Heszaed
mszesament wil dio be underdclken of
development applicotion sioge

SEFP 44 [Fooio
Hotitol
Prolection|

This SEPPF opples o fond ocross
MEW fhat b grecter thon | heclone
ond B not o Kotonol Pok or
Formsiry Reserve,  The  SEFP
encourages the comntenafion and
mmwnenr ol Pl
wegaiofion oem hal  peodde
habifal for koo o Ensune
permanen! freediving populalions
will be manlcoed ower thel
PrEsEn IO,

The e B idenSfisd ot "Monly
Cleged” Koolo Hobiol by 1he Koogia
Hobitgt Farning Mop 3000, There ore
iome tofoled mobhes Moss on e
ond i & urikely the sile & Being
ulibied by kool dus Mo e dDorne
vegataion and prodmity. 1o fhe
Pacific Highway.

This bese will be oddiessed hurther of
ihe Devalopmend Applhaalion Hope
ord by opphing the Port Slepheng
kodla Plam ol Monogemant, The
proposed oddfonal v [serdce
statfon’, reslowant o cafd’ ond TFoke-
owoy food ond dirk peemiey),
riangily he . exdifing lond wie wiihin
the exfsiing developmaen footgrint,
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SEFP 55
{Femediotan of
Land]

This SEFP opplie fo larnd ocross

HEW and siotes thof lond must nol
b developed B 5 uniobie fora
propoded e Dacoute ol
conkaminafisn,

The subject site & nol known o
canfominaled band ond b consldersd
oppropricle for e odditional
prepated wier ol “werdee sbalion’
Tedouanl or oabd’ omd hoke-cewery
lead ol diirk premie”. By
mNicducing a erdee. shalion lo the
sife, e lomd will in lehee bDe
considered conlamirsated ond
emediafion of the lond wil need fo
bo undertaicen before an opplication
¢ @ differert we may bDe
considened. Ary folue coveloprmendt
applizalion changng he lond use
My recpare el lond D remaecisatodd
belore fhe bond B wisd for Thod
puUrpaie.

SEPP 6d
{Ach eititing &
signage|

This SEFP aimis lo andune fhel
outdaar odwarlising i compatitle
wifi the desied amenity and vizual
chorocier of an areq, provides
afecive communicafion in
suiioble locafions and Iy of high
cpnality deiac and fini,

Al adverdising ond signage wil nead
o be appiiad for ored ostesed op
port of aony dewslopment ooplicalion
lodiged for the proposol,

e cpplicant thauld consul with hs
RMS regording Bw propoted tignage,
i the dite & within 250 maies of o
closified rood (e Pocific Higheay )
CouraclE will Be regqured to  iefas
opolicafions which fol under s
calegory fo the BEME or whems the
lignoge propoded i 20 1oore makias
orvd greciar or hl'l:ﬂ"lﬁl than B maka
obove e ground. A F i kely 1hat
sighnoge meeling Feie spacificalion
wil be cormsdered dedrable o
ocdhverlisze fhe oddiiona peoposed
e, conpuioticn with the REA &
fecommended,
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SEPP
firfnosinuchure )
x0T

Pognvides a conmidant apperaach lor
Fhrainuchse and the peovidion of
saTvicEl ooioss MW, ond to
wppor grecier elficiancy in e
location of infroshuc e and
marvice fockitie.

The progosal neolves developmen
on lond that kot a fontoge o a
clogfied mod ond 4§ considersd
“roffc-ganerciing  developmani”, A
such ungder the inboainechuee  SEPP
Councll i raguied o ghve wrillan
nalice of the application 1o Bhe RIS
Thare hat areody Besn corguthilion
batwesn 1he apoiicant and the RS
e recommendaficn ore
discusyed n the Roffic Bepot
subriited il the peoposol. Ay
subdsquent developmaent coolication
a fegquired 1o oddiein Bow The
mansificalon of e sfa's via will nod
imp=act e salety, effickency and
ongeing cpemtion of the closifed
{xlnn

Ay vl ossessmyen] of the pregosdl
By The ENG R recommanded on
odditional velicle egrais pord onfo
he Paclc Highway lo caler 1o The
ncreoed tralfic lemdng e sie. The
Traffic Fepord swbmiled with fhe
proposal recommaends e oxisting
deceferofion lone on tw Pocific
Highesdy e draihimad 1o snias s
oropcied agret Ingm e subyact e
does nol enler he Knglon Paode
et bum decelerafion lane.

the remoining reod infrosfuciee i
considered oppeopeiate o coler for
e oddifiongl propoded wed. Ty
propotal B nol oddresied 1endces
Iee  ufi®y wehiches: 1hiE w4l b
oeddiresnied at e ae
opplicalion Hoge.

Crargd, the proposal b expecied ho
oooommodaa 1 afficiant
manemen of people and eight fe
ond from fhe site. The ploposal does
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not wuggeld oy negotve potenticl
hoffic solety. mwod comgashon o
parking  Implicoflom, ond  the
suiroursing 1o0d reteark wil nat be
odversely aflecied by the propoid.
Mere consdialion with e RS
should b undlesiokan.

SEPP [Rurci
Lands) 2008

The ESEPF oimi fo focildo'e
poonomic we ond developmend
of wirgd londs, reduoce lond e
cenfilchy ond ponddes
developmant pinciohe.

The e B mored RUZ Rud
Landscaps. Deipite the nid zomeng,
tier site by operoied os g molsl for
numerocw yeors in occondonce with
on esiling dewsiopmaent consen,
he pepoied oddiional Uset ae an
axpadion ol the adting malel
deveslopeenl, ord ang gl condishent
wilh fhe Furol Monning Principles of
treir Rurdl Londs SEPP.

This oddifiona proposed uses supoon
e meonanic vabdity al lhe lecoily
by providing iandces which ore
condisterd wilh the exiafing land uses
within the locally. The wmes do nol
compromie oy  Stale  significond
ogriculbed lond, ond indersfly fhe
exhting motel use withoat boldng up
ogiditiono lond e,

Sechion 117 Ministerial Direchions
k. |s the planning proposal consishent with opplicoble Minisedal Direclions?
The Pelowing 1117 Minhtakal Discliorn: ore opplcabls o fhe planning propaial
e .1 Boaineess and Industrial Dones = Comdfiienl
s 1.2 Ruwral Iones - Condithard
= 1.5 Biural Londs = Consishen|
= 23 Herloge Proleciion = Conglstend
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= 3d megalng Land e ond Tiarepod — Consaherd

= 3% Development nem Uocensed Asrodeomes = Coralient
& 4] Akl Suiphale Soli — Caralilant

= 43 Rood Prone Lond =LCorsliten

= 4.4 Farring for Buinfre Prolection - iInconsisent

= 51 implemenialicn of Begional Sirofegies - Corsaient

= 54 Commarcig ond Reigl Develcpment cong the Pocific Highway, Hofh Coost -
Comisheni

* &) Approvd ond Referal Regurements - Consishend
s &2 Feardng Lond for Public Puipoies = Comiland
= A3 Sie Ipecilic Frowsions — Cornsfent

Thes inconsishancias fed obove ane condidened to be al minor sigrdficance, Councl seaks ihe
Coracior Ganerdls concurmence lor lhase ied inconsithancies.

f 5117 dArdiha i

Mirdsharial

Airm of Direchion Considlency and implication:

Bireclion

1.1 Buginass and
Indusirial fores

Coraistent. The proposa B coraisbent wilh
fhis drecon a5 | proposes new

Encourages ESrmpoyTTiEn|
growh in suitable locations,

prolec! employment land
n busiem ond  ingusiiol
onet, ond supporl  the
viobity  of  idenffed
throtlagic contial,

empioyment londs wilhin @ cenhre thot &
dentiied by the Port Stephens Flonning
Shotegy, whech 4 guided by the cenires
cppcoch oufined In the Lowar Hurder
Regional Strabegy. This proposcl wil not
undemnite e rode of the exdling cenlies
resrarchy. ond Wil coniibufe fo the jobd
idenlified for Hoymond el
Heathebroe under the LHRS.

laroce
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1.2 Fungl ores

The cobjecthve of this
dirscilon i to prolect the
O b el PO o
vl o norcs Bared,

Corsiitent, The ste b zoned RUZ Fud
londicope. The Proposol sesks 1o uilise
ignd in g ruial 2one lor e inherdiffcolion of
on aglling buineds. The ube hos lmited
oericuliung value ond b3 a logica exlersion
ol the exnling mobel. The propota meets
the demond fof busnedes sendcing fhe
sumpunding oiea. The propossd sendoe
stofion B oo exomple of developmand
under the Burg Londh SEFF which suppoeh
“moducive ond walomoble  economic
e fivities oy noral oneal”. Alfough the sie B
ol deecly ulised for ndag  pemony
Eroduciion puiroies, i baldamses e social,
Bconomic ond ansvirormantal el of
fre cammiunity In the aneaq.

1.5 Furdl Lerch

The objeclive ol thi
deecton B to peofect the
agriculturol producton
volue of ool lond o
fociiiale fhe ordedy ond
Ecanomis developmeant ol
maral ok Por oeal ond
elcied pupEoses.

Cormishant. The Proposal wifised land wilthin
o g zone for the exporsion of e
miting motel boiness. The oddiion of o
‘werdce shotion”. ‘restorond or cofd’ ond
Toke-away food ond dirk prembes wil
providhe services which ora consislerd wilh
iord wae in i oreda. Although e sie s
idenfifed s having Prime Agricufhundl Lard
[Clegs 1-3) fha site B Bmited ogriculiueal
vlue due 1o the exdfing motel ond & nod
cumenity wed for ogicueg puEeie.

23 Hertoge
Corqarsation

The oblechwe of this
decilon & to conserve
ilemi. ama, obech ond
place: of ervilonmenia
hesifoge significonce and
e Fusitaage

sigrificonce.,

Corsistend. Tre Mortan Boy Fgs exdsting on
te site ore nominoded o Herlfoge Hem
number 10 by Poil Sephema Loca
Eriicrmmental Plian 2003, These will be
unaffected by the proposed development.,
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The piosoid s corgnban] wdlk tha objeck.e
o i will provide serdoes and jolbs within a
walivable cafchment, reduce depeandsnce
on con. and froved dermond in general. Tra
additional L i Cseoad
converiance for shod wakricle melusting
ard eueniiol commenchal igs lor tedidant
N e mmeadiote orea, e plopoiol vl
credale some employmeant  opporunifie
within wolking  diglonce of suwrounding
residenilal oreos.

The propodal B oho considered constsiant
withi I deechive o i providel lor Bthe
alficiant movernant of Bisighl by enabling
i patusineg of Feavy velicias.

34 Inlegating e objeclhwe of ki
Lond e ond | direclion B o ergure thal
Tromspard wban shuchures, bllding

forma, lond we locolicns,
darvadopmen dasigna
subcivision  omd  sheed
karvaiah aeheae IFis
s laincls frarporn
obisciiees.

35 Development | The objeclives of Ithis

] i direchon B 1o emure lhe
::;;“I afficiant ond sole

operchion o oeodomas,
anwee thal opambion i rol

Corgislent. The peapcsd o Baan asiedied
ogard! clowe L4 _Anpoce Opergliions of
Poat Stephers local Envionmerda Mon
N3 T sife 3 nof affected by grcnoft
nobbe, The wte & ideniified on Bhe Podt
itepharg Helghl Tlgger Mop o reguring

& OdTLE ST B [ =1

incampatitle ot iafaral bﬂm_ RAAF Beme 'Willomdown and
fioiring land uses sall Adh AW Weononi Romge e oall
shuchores  highs fman  d43m. The
geveElopmeEnl B ROt ﬂ'ﬂpﬁ:-u‘lﬁ oy

shruchures which tigger refencl.
4.1 ackd Sulfale The oblective of this | Corslstent. The sulbect site B localed in an
Sols directicn bk to  ovold | oreo idenified o8 handing Closs 4 Ackd
sgriftccnt odvene | Aicie Sols. The preporafion of on ofikd
afvionmenicl moasl sullaie sofs I'I"Iﬂﬂ&ﬂl‘.'fl"lﬂﬂi an B8 |l'5ﬂ1]Ht\{‘|

-3
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from five wse of lond thed
s o pobobdity el
contoreng ockd  julphole
SO

when workl occwr mome thon 2 medres
balow the noharal grownd sefoce o whare
i winteriobde i Beely 1o be lowaed more
o 2 raabed betow the nalual ground
suface.

The proposed sendoe stafion wil reguie fhe
miollcion of undergroand  fuel  tomi,
Undar clowse 1] Ackd Sulfole Sofs PREP
2013, on acid wilgle soli monogemant
Pl B odecparad o be peapaaad Iod e
proposed worlks in occordance with e
okl Sulfgle Soft  Monwd  with  ary
development applicafion.

An fckd Sulfore Sol soncoement Plom wil
neaad o ba cedgred and implemenlhed
prior to e commencernent af arme ontihe
Exciarnaian, The mull be adorasied T Gy
deved opment opplicofion.

4.3 Aood Prong
Lordd

The objectives of this
deection ofe bo erdure Thol
devefopmend of food
prone lond i3 consishend
it "] VY
Govarrrment's Aood Prons
Lard Polsy ond the
pincples S 1ha Fioodban
Dy alpperssnt Mool 23005,
ond hat e provaiors of
on LEP on fiood peone land
@e  commargurole  wih
fioed hmod ond include
consdaration af fhe
pofentia flood  impoch
bafh on and ol fhe subsjec
land.

Conslstent. allhough the norfhemn porlion
of s sile k& idenfifed o being within e
Agod PMonning Ameq, the mew wes
proposed ore locoled ot e for south of
fir dlie, odocend to the Poclic Hghwoy,
he ldanffication of iha #e o llood
ofeciad & bBefieved o be of misde
sigrificance BEcouss:

*  fhe proposed rew lond waes will bDe
locoted oway from the poeffon of
thay st kdonffed i e Food
PManning Adaa

*  The 5fe & nof locoted in o loodway
CHE0

* Ceouncl Aooding Enginesns  may
Mently hBow  devesiopmant  may
mpocl on dranoge potharms; Thil
corn b piondded abf developmeand

oppicalion soge. This would
include _simdor _informafion o g
&
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shoemworher droinoge plon, such os:

location and
datention fysham;
Dermongingted volume  foe
Mok AEF;

Fipel, pill, owedond Sow and

fhvpes o

discharge aocess paink;
Crifice type, locofion ond
scroaning Foctity;
Hopeafyodent al tha lond;
and,

Poyi-devetopanand figwan
Squal 18 pEe-ceeodnan]

e,

The concurence of the Dieclor Genana s
nab reguired o it b I ococcordonce with Bwe
Aoodpioin #izk Monogement Plon ond i o
mird significonce.

4.4 Plarming foi

Profection

The abecliwar ol
diractian ohe 1o probect Be,
prapeErty et lhe
armdonmen| hom bush fre
harceds, by dicouragng
linas eyiobiishmant ol
ncompatfible lond wes in
bush fere prorss oreas, fo
Ll SR e o
maorogement o buahy Fre
P S0

Inconiilant, Parl of tha e e DBsn
ientified o bushive peone, Alihaugh any
davelopmenl on I porlian of land misl
be desgned n ocoodance wilh the
provisiors of Fonning for  Bushfre
Profection, the propoted oddiional uses
ore  jlocoled odjocent fo e Pocific
Highway ond w4l not involve land which i
mapped of bushiie aflecied,

The apsbsan! maad Brpage " consullaliin
willy il Burol Frs Serdce, ond commeni
from the Furgl Are Sendce will be soughé
during public exhibifion.

t - ii.i"' i :.i .:

21

The oblectve of this

Comsisheni. The proposol B conaistent with

2
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mplomentation
al Regional
Shrafegiet

diechon b lo give lega
affect fo e viglon, lond
wme  dlralegy.,  polkch,
outcoma: ard  ochons
contained im regona
ifrofeghes,

trey LHES o dhowssed wnder Seclion B
Folofiormship  fo Siroiegic  Plommeng
Fermework’ of this Plonning Proposal, Por 3
im. &1 The works ore naf of o jcole wihich
wil mpact sirabegic business development
i the region and they suppor Bapmond
Teiroce o8 o Major Regiona Centre,

54 Commeicial The objeclive of | Comsiblent. The proposal b consisfent with
ond Relal direclion B ko manags | ks diiechon as @ propodes 1o caber 1o e
Dewelopment | commencid  ond  refal | food, vehicle sendce ond reid noeds of
clong tha davelopmen! dong  the | koweders on the hghwoy, The oddilion of g
Pocilic Pacific Highway, werdon shation”. ‘mshawond o cald’ ond
Highmeay, Marthy Yoke-away lood and dink premizes’ b nol
Coast ol sufficient icale ta hawe o fegaive

mpach an ke dvabilily ol wroundng
businesses and retal cenlras.

Furtrar fomod consutialion wih e RRS wdl
be uncedoken o porl-of ony developmant
eppbeafion proceis,

T TS S Lol RN

&3 Sie Specific The oblecHw of this | Consistent. The proposal s mot considensd
Pranisions direction b 1o diecounage | to comprombe B infent of this chjective,

s aisaily rericihoe de
spacilic plorring conticls.

SECTION C = Envirsrsmenlal, Social and Econsrrde Imgac!
7. b fheve any likelihood that ertical habélal o threafensd species, populations or ecological
communities, or thelr habilals, will be adversely olecled os o resull of the proposal?

Mg, Tha site i idenilfied o "Woinly Oeared” Koglo Hobiol by the Koolo Hobligl Plonning Mop
2000, Thede ohe ome bolaled malue best on sile ond iF i urlisly e sile & baing uilised By
koclo dua 1o the spans vegelalion and praxdmity o the Pacilic Mgy,
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B. Are lhere any olher likely environmental effecls o a resull of the planning pooposal and
ke are they proposed to be manoged?

The wihiect dbe b locofed in prosdmity to - but not within - the Tomogo Sondbeds didnking
wahst eolchment [refer 1o Diinking Waler Calchmeanl Map ol LEF2003]. The subsaduent
daveloprent B mal apecied o s amdonmenia mpach ai e §ile dieing o e north
o wesl and The infergificalion of uie B piopoied al the south soelem porlion of The site, I i
recommended thal the proposal be relened fo he Hunder Woler Coporation for comment.
These potential concemns mual olso be oddressed with the submbsion of ony devefopment
opolication.

The design ond miollofon ol of lusl dorage nyibems musl be whown o be in occordanca wilh
AL 1740, All sforrreeater mant be diverted ond kealed fe comiominanls on dile. An ocid
sdphate 1ol monogement plan must be amploved duing the consfruclion and instalation
phae, ond o free monogement plan is suggesiied to anduie thal no damoge fo the herilioge
ilem fig fresy on sile b wsianed, These Buses would be inveslipaled furthar of desveiopmand
ceplicalion doge,

rcreased fralfic vokmes maoy geneate ncremsed nobs axpedenced by the adoning
regdentiol propedfed. Polentiol ocoushe impocts 1o be feihed invedligalad ol develspment
apoiicalisn ege.

%. Has the planning proposal odeguately addressed any social and sconomic effects?

The proponent swbmilty fhal fhe exponson of the exdsfing motel lond we will hove no odvense
socicd impoct, The applicant skales fral e proposed ndce stolion’. festowront or colé’ ond
Yoks-oway food ond dink premises’ Wil be equpped with odegquaie lighling and CCTV
sEveiance lechnolegy. The plopoda itabe Brat there @ cio dgnificont patsies iunedionce of
the bulldings on site wiich ofl discouoage onfsecia bebardour. Additionaly, any aloobs
serving companent of a new redtowronticale an the tite wil be cileked and monaged o
cevelopment applicafion shoge and hiquad cencing regueements.

The scohe of the propoial ond he fype of the tond wees irevebved sugoest that supporing
aevelopmenl will hove o podiifve effect on ihe aconemy of e ceea, The proposa bnol ol @
soche to comprormie the vobillly of fubue “employment growlh™ areas on the opposie side of
i Pacific Highway.

Bosed on on esfimaoled irvesiment of 35000000 In the propoacl, REMPLAN indicodes thal tha
gemond o inlermediale goodh ond sendoms would e by $138000, The secondary
comumphon affec! under Bh scenorio b esSmated ob 347000, moking fhe folg increass in
oufpul appeoxmiaiely $685 000

The employmeant of ten [10] people in fhe elal sacior [on esfimale reguired o sendce fhe
new sendce siofion, reshourandfcalé ond fokor owaoy lood ond dink premies) wil howe a
diect incieose in oulpul of 11,092 milion (REMPLAMN J Compeling Economics: 2013). Aow-on
mduairial aect in teera of local puechosss o good ond sendcel o onfcipated rom dieci
los creciad, Thews incirect impoct woukd nesut in fhe goin of o further 1 job,

PORT STEPHENS COUNCIL 47



MINUTES ORDINARY COUNCIL - 10 FEBRUARY 2015

The ncrease in diec! ond Rdrect oulpad afd Bhe condsponding créalon of jobd in the
sconony oe eapecled fo resdl in on ncreose In the woges ond solanies poid 1o employeess.
A proporfion of fhese wogets ond salordes are fypecally spent on consumplion and a propodion
of this expendiye i cophaed in the local economy. The consunphon effects under this
scamong gre eimaled to fuiher oot ermploymant by 3 polos, Tohal empicymend, Including ol
dinect, Indusivial ond consumplion effects i ihpelone aifimoted fo increos By up to 13 fobs,
The praposdl i this axpecied fo bring an coprodimabe autput of 5685000 ko e oo o
creghe 13 jobs [REMPLAN [ Compeling Economecs 2013]).

SECTICON D - Hate and Commonwealih inberesds

14, Is there odeguale pulblic infrostruclure for the planning proposal?

The site has odequale owesloble pubiic inflosiruchure. B loooted within peodmeity 10 oxisting
miminechee, weh o mojer roodways ond hod occes o uiilties, Whaiher theie e wil
egure on upgrade wil be oiened with ony developmen! coplicalion wbmiled, The
development propades the oddilion of anclher egred poid 1o the Paclic Hgheaoy, hosever
ol o roodl Phostueionge wil be able o wendes The PeEaed demand lor occed o the
siter. The odoiion of on egress point i supported by the Tnoffc Assesrment submiithed with fhe
proposal (Sppendis 1], Fadher consuitation with BWE would ocowr following Golesoy
Debgrmingdion,

1. Whaot ore the views of fhe Sole ond Commonwealth public outhorfies consulbed in
accordance with the galeway delemmination?

Thes BhAS has Baan inilially comutted priod 10 the lodgemeand of fhe propotal with Councl. They
odvise ihal no luither cooess poinls bo 1he site hom the Pocilic Highway should be proposed
and recommend on addificna egress poind for safety reatons, This has been observed by the
opolicont ond an odditional egress lone b propered 1o focilitofe wehicle movemends.

Furthr cormuliofion with fhe BVG wil b underiaken dsing the publlc sdiodion of the
plornirg proposal

Fari 4 - Mapping

attochrment 1 = 5ile deni@calion Map and Site Sureey
Atlochrment 2 —Schwdule 1 Sdcifiorsal Les Mad
Altcchrment 3 - Bdifng and Frepodad Ste Loyoeul Drawings
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Port § - Dedails of Community Consuliation

The Progosad B corsidened fo be low mpoc! ond B recommended to be ploced on public
adhibdfon for @ mikemum perlod of 78 dog, Communily comulbation wil toke ploce in
ecoadance with the Golewoy Determdnotion, Councl sugoesh the lofowing openches onme
cordilhed durng The pobic exsbticn penad:

I. Roods ond Morifime Sendoes (RMS)
2. The Rud fre Sendce [RES]

3. Hurles Waler Coponalion

Part & — Projec! Bmeline

The Bollsowing imelabls is propoded:

JAN FEB MAR AFR | MAY | JUN ML ARG SEFT

Councll Repovt |

Exhitition

Councd Repod

Pavliarmenfary
Counsel

Atbachements

The folowing ottochments are supplemeniory bo this planning proposal;
Allmchrmant 1 —3ile IdeniScation Mop

Atlockrment 2 - Edifing Addiliono Pamrmiifed et Map

Atieckrrient 3 = Propoied Adcfona Permited Lses Mop

21
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ATTACHMENT 2
Location Plan

Light industrial
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Motla Farm Matal
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ATTACHMENT 3
Proponent's Concept Plan
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\
ITEMNO. 3 FILE NO: PSC2013-00406

POLICY REVIEW - DEVELOPMENT WITHIN THE EXPLOSIVES SAFETY
ZONE (ADJOINING WILLIAMTOWN RAAF BASE)

REPORT OF: TIM CROSDALE - STRATEGY AND ENVIRONMENT SECTION MANAGER
GROUP: DEVELOPMENT SERVICES

RECOMMENDATION IS THAT COUNCIL:

1)  Revoke the Policy Development within the Explosives Safety Zone (Adjoining
Williamtown RAAF Base adopted 20 May 1997 (Minute No. 1037). |

ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING - 10 FEBRUARY 2015
COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE RECOMMENDATION

Councillor Steve Tucker
Councillor John Morello

That the recommendation be adopted.

MOTION

007 Councillor Ken Jordan
Councillor John Morello
It was resolved that Council revoke the Policy Development within the
Explosives Safety Zone (Adjoining Wiliamtown RAAF Base adopted 20
May 1997 (Minute No. 1037). |

BACKGROUND

The purpose of this Report is to review the Council Policy Development within the
Explosives Safety Zone (Adjoining Williamtown RAAF Base) adopted by Council on 20
May 1997 (Minute No. 1037) (ATTACHMENT 1).

The Policy requires Council to refer development applications to the Department of
Defence that are located within the Explosives Safety Zone associated with RAAF
Base Wiliamtown. The Policy also requires notification for affected properties to be
placed on planning certificates issued under Section 149 of the NSW Environmental
Planning and Assessment Act 1979, stating that the land is located within a "Planning
Zone" for the Explosives Safety Zone and property owners are to consult with the
Department of Defence for approval prior to any works being carried out.
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At the time the Policy was adopted the Explosives Safety Zone affected privately
owned land to the south of Wiliamtown RAAF Base. Updated advice has been
provided by the Department of Defence indicating that the new RAAF Base
Williamtown — External Explosive Ordnance Safeguarding Map dated 16 October
2013 (COUNCILLOR ROOM ITEM 1) no longer affects privately owned property. The
only affected land is located immediately to the north-west of the Base and is zoned
E1 National Parks and Natfure Reserves and is owned by the NSW Department of
Premier and Cabinet (Office of Environment and Heritage).

Should circumstances change in the future resulting in the Explosives Safety Zone
being extended (so that it impacts on land other than the land managed by the
NSW Office of Environment and Heritage and zoned E1 Natural Parks and Nature
Reserves) the need for a policy can be reviewed at that time.

This Report recommends that the Policy be revoked. The Explosives Safety Zone no
longer affects private property and is a matter that is able to be managed directly
between the NSW Office of Environment and Heritage and the Department of
Defence (note: Council will continue to include the updated Explosives Safety Zone
in its geographic information system for planning information purposes). |

FINANCIAL/RESOURCE IMPLICATIONS

!There are no financial implications for Council if it adopts the recommendations of
this Report. |

Source of Funds Yes/No Funding Comment
($)

Existing budget No | | ||

Reserve Funds No | | ||

Section 94 No \ \ ’ \

External Grants NoO | | ||

Other No | | |

LEGAL, POLICY AND RISK IMPLICATIONS

The new External Explosive Ordnance Safeguarding Map (2013) no longer warrants a
policy position of Council as only public land under management of NSW Office of
Environment and Heritage is affected.

Risk Risk Proposed Treatments Within
Ranking Existing
Resources?
There is a risk that Low Revoke the Policy and advise | Yes
development will be the NSW Office of Environment
proposed within the and Heritage and Department
Explosives Safety Zone on of Defence to consult directly
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land managed by the with each other on any
NSW Office of proposed development.
Environment and

Heritage.

SUSTAINABILITY IMPLICATIONS
Includes Social, Economic and Environmental Implications

!There are no social, economic or environmental implications if Council adopts the
recommendation of this Report.

CONSULTATION

The Policy has been reviewed in consultation with the Department of Defence, who
have no objection to the Policy being revoked.

If Council adopt the recommendation of this Report and revoke the Policy the
Department of Defence and NSW Office of Environment and Heritage will be
nofified. |

OPTIONS

1)  Adopt the recommendation of this Report and revoke the Policy;

2)  Amend the recommendation of this Report and update the Policy to apply to
the land under the management of the NSW Office of Environment and
Heritage which is affected by the updated Explosives Safety Zone map;

3) Reject the recommendation of this Report and retain the Policy 'as is'. The
policy is redundant by virtue of the fact no approvals fall under Council's
jurisdiction as a planning authority within the updated Explosives Safety Zone. \

ATTACHMENTS

1) Policy — Development within the Explosives Safety Zone (Adjoining Williamtown
RAAF Base); |

COUNCILLORS ROOM

1) Map - RAAF Base Wiliamtown — External Explosive Ordnance Safeguarding
Map - 16 October 2013 — Also provided Under Separate Cover. \

TABLED DOCUMENTS

Nil.
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ATTACHMENT 1
Policy — Development within the Explosives Safety Zone (adjoining Williamtown RAAF
Base)

Pont Stepbiess

C-O-U-N-C-1-L

POLICY
fadopted: 20GT
Miriste Mo 1037
Arain e 15 22000
Mimsabas Mo: 710
FILE HO:  SO47T35.001
TITLE: DEVELOPMENT WITHIN THE EXPLOSIVES SAFETY ZOME
(ADJOIRING WILLIAMTOWMN RAAF BASE)
BACKGROUND
As parl af Counalls angomng review of all it policses, Rt policy has been ne-adopled by
Counal
OBEJECTIVE

Thie mim of this policy is fo requine Councl fo refer development applcations fo WilkamEeen
RAAF Base that apply to land within the Exploshs Safoly Zone (adjoining Shat Base)

PRINCIPLES

The pobey Ma wilkun Councils goal that strabagic kand use plans and palices are produced
and reiwed 50 85 to m abeh Councl’s and Tie Commungy's prafemesd hbune

POLICY STATEMENT

1. The followng dawse will be inclhuded in Section 149 Cenificates rsued over thie haslve
propirlies alfecied:

The Deparimend of Defencs has advsed Porl Stephens Councd (Fal The land
desoribad on this Secion 149 CerliSeale thls wilhin & “Planming Jone” related 1o ha
oparabions of the RAAF Base, VWillambown NSW. The “Planning Zone® is necessany
im redation 1o complance with MATO pudelnes for the slorage and movemenls of
mploshaes within the RAAF Base. The aim of the "Flanning Jone” is 1o provide &
guide 1o lndowners within thatl Zone when erecting corlam types of struciures. A s
of the types of drudures, which oould be affected by thal Zone, s prsdded below
The Department of Defence ks 10 be contacted by propesty canors proposng o build
an land within ke “Flanning Tons™ Sor approal poior 10 any works being camied out by
oansulbng the

Cifficer in Charpe 302 Alr Bass Wang
Fagkbes Serdoe Flighl
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RaAF BASE WALLIAMTOWMN NSW 2314
Ph: #5386 5317

2. Plannng Zooe b Prechide the Fellowing Types of Building and FaciiSes

Busiding of curinin wall construction (s, bufidings. laegely of framo and glass consincion
with weaght per unlt asea of wall ess Ban 100 kg'md) reguite specisl considarmbion
ospecialy whon oocupied by o lorge number of poople., These buddings should b
avoided near axploaives anreas due bo the sercus hacard caused to the oocupants of
such buildings from flying and falling glass and ather Frangible materials. Such bulding
coudd inchida the falowing faciltes

« Large focles of special construction or imporinnos:

{a} Large faciodios of vulnarabls cormbiaction;

op Muti-starey office of apammand huddngs of vdnerable cohstruction,

(=) Largs hogpaats snd hospebsl fyeilfiog

[dh Publc works, of Brdges, dylors, lacks, dams obs damaigs 10 which will Causa
oonsidembly dissdantage for the generl publio;

(e} Magor traffic terminals, eg raiksay stations, akports, olc; and

iy Pubilc uilities 0g, gas, water and alctricity works; ard

s Large tpcdbeg ospd Srorass mostngs and of valnesable congiruction:

{2} Assembly halls and fairs;

oy Exhibition arcas, and

(c) Sports. stadiums; and

s Busfup sread whisch arg bodh large ard densely develspad.

RELATED POLICIES
HIA,
REVIEW DATE

This amenddd poficy will ba raviewad within 2 yeads fram the dabe on which & ves adopled
by Tl

RELEVANT LEGISLATIVE PROVISIONS
HrA,
IMPLEMENTATION RESPONSIBILITY

The Lamd Use Planning section of Council s resporsibie for thea implemantabon of Shis policy,
in monjunction with othor staff as appropriate
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ITEMNO. 4 FILE NO: PSC2014-01001

PORT STEPHENS CULTURAL PLAN 2015-2018

REPORT OF: ROSS SMART - COMMUNICATIONS SECTION MANAGER
GROUP: DEVELOPMENT SERVICES

RECOMMENDATION IS THAT COUNCIL:

1) Note the submission received which is included as (ATTACHMENT 1);
2)  Adopt the draft Port Stephens Cultural Plan 2015-2018.

ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING - 10 FEBRUARY 2015
COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE RECOMMENDATION

Councillor John Nell
Councillor Paul Le Mottee

That the recommendation be adopted.

MOTION
008 Councillor Ken Jordan

Councillor John Morello

It was resolved that Council:

1)  Note the submission received which is included as (ATTACHMENT

1);

2)  Adopt the draft Port Stephens Cultural Plan 2015-2018.

BACKGROUND

The purpose of this report is to recommend to Council the adoption of the Port
Stephens Cultural Plan 2015-2018 following a public exhibition period that closed on 7
December 2014, with one submission received.

The content of the one received submission (ATTACHMENT 1) is predominantly
positive and encouraging. The more specific suggestions made by the applicant are
consistent with the overall objectives and strategic actions outlined in the draft
Cultural Plan 2015-2018. As noted also by the author, their comments are most
relevant to The Raymond Terrace and Heatherbrae Growth Strategy.

The draft Cultural Plan 2015-2018 aims to consolidate Council's current support for
cultural development activities within the available resources of Council and
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community. Any additional expenditure, beyond current resource levels, would need
to be externally funded.

Capacity to leverage additional funds is increased by having an integrated plan
that is focused on local cultural development and linked to Council's Community
Strategic Plan.

FINANCIAL/RESOURCE IMPLICATIONS

Costs associated with the implementation of the Cultural Plan are covered in the
2014-2015 budget and will be subject to standard organisation budget review
procedures and approvals.

Source of Funds Yes/No Funding Comment
($)

Existing budget Yes Resources to implement this
plan are covered within existing
budget.

Reserve Funds No

Section 94 No

External Grants Yes The Plan would assist Council in
applying for external funds for
specific cultural projects.

Ofther No

LEGAL, POLICY AND RISK IMPLICATIONS

There is a risk that failure to clearly arficulate Council's position on cultural development
through a Cultural Plan may affect Council's objective to ensure long term sustainability
of focused services to meet strategic goals of the organisation.

Risk Risk Proposed Treatments Within
Ranking Existing
Resources?
There is a risk that Low Adopt the recommendations. | Yes

Council's cultural support
does not match a
strategic framework.

SUSTAINABILITY IMPLICATIONS
Includes Social, Economic and Environmental Implications

The Cultural Plan provides opportunities for the community to participate in activities
that enhance a sense of identity and community belonging, increase awareness
and ownership of both built and natural environment and help drive economic
development.
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It will assist Council to support the many volunteers and organisations in our
community who are themselves investing in a sustainable cultural future for Port
Stephens.

The Cultural Plan identifies initiatives that encourage both local and regional
partnerships with government, tfraining providers and business. These initiatives will
promote Port Stephens and encourage fourism, investment and employment
opportunities.

Port Stephens residents and visitors value the natural environment of Port Stephens.
The Cultural Plan aims to develop projects that will enhance and build a stronger
cultural ecosystem where the relationship between cultural activity and the natural
environment are well defined and help shape a more sustainable future.

CONSULTATION

The development of this Plan has included extensive research and engagement of
relevant community and cultural organisations since September 2013. The
development of the Port Stephens Cultural Interagency has been aligned to the
development of the Cultural Plan.

The development of this Plan is based on community consultations ranging from
invited focus groups to feedback from Council's Strategic Arts and Culture
Committee, Heritage and Aboriginal Strategic Committees, the Port Stephens’
Cultural Intferagency and by the most recent Council community survey (2012). Issues
have also been developed based on data presented in the Lower Hunter Region

Arts and Culture Snapshot 2013. An internal working group was also established to
assist in the process.

OPTIONS

1)  Adopt the recommendation;

2)  Amend the recommendation;

3) Reject the recommendation.
ATTACHMENTS

1) Summary of submission received.
COUNCILLORS ROOM

Nil.

TABLED DOCUMENTS

Nil.
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ATTACHMENT 1

Summary of Submission Received

Sauibrissians 1o draf cubural plan 201 82008 puhbe gvhditian
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ITEMNO. 5 FILE NO: PSC2014-03985

PORT STEPHENS COUNCIL CORPORATE BRAND REFRESH

REPORT OF: ROSS SMART - COMMUNICATIONS SECTION MANAGER
GROUP: DEVELOPMENT SERVICES

RECOMMENDATION IS THAT COUNCIL:

1)  Note the information contained in the Port Stephens Council Logo
Development document included as (TABLED DOCUMENT 1).

2)  Endorse the implementation of the proposed new council logo and branding
suite detailed in the Logo Development document.

ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING - 10 FEBRUARY 2015
COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE RECOMMENDATION

Mayor Bruce MacKenzie
Councillor John Morello

That the recommendation be adopted.

AMENDMENT

Councillor Paul Le Mottee
Councillor Geoff Dingle
That Council:

1) Note the information contained in the Port Stephens Council Logo
Development document included as (TABLED DOCUMENT 1).

2) Endorse the implementation of the revised council logo and
branding suite as detailed to Councillors during two way
conversation and included as (ATTACHMENT 1) of the
Supplementary Information Memorandum provided.

The amendment on being put was carried and became the motion which carried.

MOTION

009 Councillor Ken Jordan
Councillor John Morello

It was resolved that Council:

1) Note the information contained in the Port Stephens Council
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Logo Development document included as (TABLED DOCUMENT
1).

2)  Endorse the implementation of the revised council logo and
branding suite as detailed to Councillors during two way
conversation and included as (ATTACHMENT 1) of fthe
Supplementary Information Memorandum provided.

BACKGROUND

The purpose of this report is to present to Council detail of a review conducted into
Council's corporate brand, including the corporate logo, and recommend a brand
refresh be undertaken by the organisation.

The objective of a corporate brand, and the design elements (such as logo and
other visual representations) that stem from it, is to build brand equity. Brand equity is
defined as follows:

... a set of assets linked to a brand's name and symbol that adds to the value
provided by a product or service to a firm and/or that firm's customers.

In a Council context, assets include anything from company reputation to visual
identity items including the logo, marketing collateral, signage and other delivery
methods.

The visual identity an organisation presents to its community should portray the
organisation's values, its vision and how it sees itself both now and into the future.
One of the key ways of communicating these attributes is via ensuring the
organisation's corporate logo and associated marketing collateral emphasises and
reinforces these attributes effectively.

Council's current logo suite was not developed following any kind of strategic
process, nor does it adequately reflect the current state and future directions of the
organisation. It has been progressively updated over a number of years with some
elements having been in place for a decade or more. It features the standard
typeface, a set of icons consisting of three square elements representing the natural
environment of Port Stephens, and an optional trailer text (A community
partnership'), which remains officially a part of the current logo although it is no
longer in common use. The icon set was the most recent addition to the suite, in
approximately 2010.

The strategic review of Council's brand and logo was conducted entirely in-house
utilising the experience and expertise of staff recruited to the Public Relations and
Marketing team during 2014. The review featured detailed research, input from the
executive and combined leadership teams, and a broad review of rebranding
exercises conducted by other local governments and corporates. A series of
concept designs were produced for review by the Executive Leadership Team with
the final recommended logo being endorsed in December 2014.
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In developing the refreshed logo, care has been taken to ensure the stronger
aspects of the current suite are retained while also allowing for modernisation and
accurate portrayal of Council's own evolutionary journey. Port Stephens Council has
recently undergone significant changes on every level. There is a concentrated
focus on changing the culture of Council, its staff, and how it does business.

The proposed logo draws upon these strengths as well as those of the existing icon
set, including the emphasis placed on the beauty and diversity of Port Stephens'
natural environment. The strategic design elements, colour palette, and typography
have all been modernised in the new logo. It retains emphasis on Port Stephens'
water, sand, and land/trees, and also reinforces the linkage and inherent differences
between the local government area's three wards.

The review and proposed refresh of Council's corporate brand supports the
objectives set out in item 19.1.1 ('Strengthen Council's brand and reputation') of the
Port Stephens 2014-15 Operational Plan.

FINANCIAL/RESOURCE IMPLICATIONS

Implementation of the refreshed Council brand will have implications for a number
of projects and initiatives currently in development, in addition to the general roll out
of the brand across the business. These projects/initiatives include:

Waste Services Tender roll out and bin replacement;
Website redevelopment;

Intranet redevelopment;

Administration Building space planning;

Gateway & location signage review.

Costs related to this roll out will be covered under existing recurrent or project
budgets.

A detailed implementation plan is in development. A phased implementation over a
period of six to twelve months, following a post-endorsement launch by the end of
March 2015, is anficipated.

Source of Funds Yes/No Funding Comment
($)
Existing budget Yes Within existing recurring group
and specific project budgets.
Reserve Funds No
Section 94 No
External Grants No
Other No
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LEGAL, POLICY AND RISK IMPLICATIONS

There are no legal or policy implications related to the adoptfion of the
recommendation.

Risk Risk Proposed Treatments Within
Ranking Existing
Resources?
There is a risk that Medium | Adopt the recommendation. Yes

Council's reputation will
be damaged if Council's
visual brand/logo is not
representative of the
organisation it represents
and the diverse
community it serves.

There is a risk that not Medium | Adopt the recommendation Yes
updating Council's logo
could place it in breach
of relevant acts and
guidelines, including the
Disability Discrimination
Act 1992 and Web
Content Accessibility
Guidelines (WCAG)
version 2.0.

SUSTAINABILITY IMPLICATIONS
Includes Social, Economic and Environmental Implications

Social implications of implementing of refreshed branding could include reputation
gains in the community, positioning Council as an organisation that:

Understands its region and the community it represents;

. Is modern, innovative and future-ready;

. Is aware of the importance of branding and its aesthetic representation in its
own community as well as others;

J Is open to growth and change.

In an economic sense, implementing a new brand offers Council the opportunity to
further promote itself and the region as a tourism destination, either corporately,
through the Holiday Parks business, or through existing relationships such as that
which exists with Destination Port Stephens.

There are no environmental implications related to adopting the recommendation.
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CONSULTATION

1) Public Relations & Marketing Coordinator and team;

2)  Executive Leadership Team;

3) Combined Leadership Team;

4)  Section Managers;

5)  Community Services Section Manager, Waste Management Coordinator and
team.

OPTIONS

1)  Adopt the recommendations;

2)  Amend the recommendations;

3) Reject the recommendations.

ATTACHMENTS

Nil.

COUNCILLORS ROOM

Nil.

TABLED DOCUMENTS

1) Port Stephens Council Logo Development document.
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ITEMNO. 6 FILE NO: A2004-0853

POLICY REVIEW: PROPERTY INVESTMENT POLICY

REPORT OF: CARMEL FOSTER - GROUP MANAGER CORPORATE SERVICES
GROUP: CORPORATE SERVICES

RECOMMENDATION IS THAT COUNCIL:

1)  Endorses the amendments to the Property Investment policy shown at
(ATTACHMENT 1);

2)  Revokes the Property Investment policy dated 29 May 2012 (Min No. 110);

3)  Receives and notes the submission.

ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING - 10 FEBRUARY 2015
COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE RECOMMENDATION

Councillor Ken Jordan
Councillor Sally Dover

That the recommendation be adopted.

MOTION

010 Councillor Ken Jordan
Councillor John Morello
It was resolved that Council:

1) Endorses the amendments to the Property Investment policy
shown at (ATTACHMENT 1);

2)  Revokes the Property Investment policy dated 29 May 2012 (Min
No. 110);

3) Receives and notes the submission.

BACKGROUND

The purpose of this report is o review the Property Investment Policy, adopted by
Council on 29 May 2012 (Min No. 110).

Council resolved on 11 November 2014 (Min No. 297)in part to Place the Property
Investment policy, as amended on public exhibition for a period of 28 days and
should no submissions be received, the policy be adopted as amended, without a
further report to Council.

The objective of the Property Investment Policy is to invest in Real Property and
maintain a real estate portfolio as a strategy for providing capital growth and
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recurrent source of income to supplement Council's rates and other statutory income
producing activities to provide services to the community.

During the exhibition period one submission was received and that submission raised
a number of matters which are detailed as amendments in (ATTACHMENT 1).

None of the matters raised in the submission received affect the intent of the Policy
and related to format of the document and to the removal of some matters which
are addressed under Council's Acquisition and Divestment of Land Policy.

FINANCIAL/RESOURCE IMPLICATIONS

Costs associated with Policy review are covered in the 2014-2015 budget.

Source of Funds Yes/No Funding Comment

(%

Existing budget Yes Resources required to review
this policy are covered within
the existing budget.

Reserve Funds No
Section 94 No
External Grants No
Other No

LEGAL, POLICY AND RISK IMPLICATIONS

There is a risk that failure to properly manage Council's documented policies,
management directives, strategies and processes may affect Council's objective to
ensure the long-term sustainability of services and protect the community's assefts.

Risk Risk Proposed Treatments Within
Ranking Existing
Resources?

There is arisk that returns | Medium | Adopt the Property Investment | Yes
from Council's Property Policy.
Portfolio will diminish over
time if an effective Policy
is not implemented.

SUSTAINABILITY IMPLICATIONS
Includes Social, Economic and Environmental Implications

Nil.
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CONSULTATION

1) Property Services Section Manager;
2)  Investment and Asset Manager.

OPTIONS

1)  Accept the recommendations;
2)  Amend the recommendations;
3) Reject the recommendations.

ATTACHMENTS

1)  Property Investment Policy.
2)  Submission.

COUNCILLORS ROOM
Nil.
TABLED DOCUMENTS

Nil.
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ATTACHMENT 1

Dont Siq-ﬂbwt

C-O-U-N-C-I-L

Adopted: 29 May2012

Minute No: 110
Amended:
Minute No:
FILE NO: A2004-0853
TITLE: PROPERTY INVESTMENT POLICY

RESPONSIBLE OFFICER: PROPERTY SERVICES
MANAGER

BACKGROUND

The current portfolio mix and status of Council's investment
portfolio provides investment returns that currently alleviate
some call on rates and continue to provide acceptable
capital growth across the portfolio.

This policy provides guidelines for consideration in the
process of acquisition-improvementvalue-adding-and
dispoesal the management of investment properties.
Investment properties are those that provide financial return
to Council and or provide strategic pathways for future
income generation. Within the context of this policy, it is
important to state that investment properties can also be
held in some cases as land bank opportunities and while
over the inifial ferm Council may derive an income from the
property, future development can be undertaken in
accordance with the Acquisition and Divestment of Land
Policy.

Property Investment activities and in particular lower risk
investments are generally activities spanning medium to
longer terms (say 5 to 20 years).

The aftractiveness of a property investment will be
dependent upon a variety of factors not only inherent to a
particular subject property but also upon a range of
external factors such as Government fiscal, taxation and

Changes

Delete: acquisition,
improvement, value adding
and disposal

Insert: the management of
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investment policies, investor confidence, availability of
funds and analysed returns as compared to other
investments such as the stock market for example.

The Principles of this policy provide a framework of
considerations to ensure a, consistent informed approach
to management of the investment portfolio acguisition;

managementand-divestment is undertaken.

It is noted that this policy refers fo-enky only to Operational
Land as defined under the Local Government Act 1993 and
provides no structure for the acquisition or disposal of
Community Land. All lond reguired; managed erdisposed
of in accordance with this policy will be classified
'‘Operational’ within the context of the Local Government
Act 1993.

OBJECTIVE

1) Toinvestin Real Property and maintain a real estate
portfolio as a strategy for providing capital growth
and recurrent sources of income in supporting
Council's rates and other statutory income producing
activities in the provision of services to the community.

2)  To maintain a portfolio balance of medium and
longer term property investments providing
acceptable growth and recurrent returns in line with
strategic and operational goals of the Council.

PRINCIPLES

1) To ensure optimum financial return is realised through
appropriate management of Council's Property
Investment portfolio.

2)  To utilise effective asset management and planning
practices in the management of Council's Property
Investment assets to ensure maximum economic
return to Council.

3) To satisfy the real property needs of Council by
meeting the requirements and corporate objectives
outlined in the current Long Term Financial Plan.

4)  Investment decisions will have regard to the prevailing
economic conditions and factors relative to property
investment such as those discussed within the Property
Investment policy, taking intfo account vacancy rates,
lifecycle costs of improvements, location future
development potential and market demand.

5)  Any decision to acquire or divest of an asset
comprising part of the Investment Property Portfolio is

Delete: acquisition,
management and
divestment

Insert: management of the
investment portfolio

Delete: to only
Insert: only to

Delete: required, or disposed
of

Insert: 's'
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required to be supported by a resolution of Council
and is to be undertaken in accordance with the
related Acquisition and Divestment of Land Policy.

DEFINITIONS

'‘Act’

'Investment Property'

'‘Property Investment Portfolio'

'‘Real Property'

POLICY STATEMENT

means the Local
Government Act
1993

means built form
commercial, retail,
industrial or
residential property
that derives a
rental return (yield)
in accordance
with the long term
financial plan.

means properties
dealt with within
the financial
statements of Port
Stephens Council
at Note 14.

means a freehold
or leasehold or
other reversionary
or partial interest in
improved land.

1) The purpose of this policy is to set forth a framework
under which Port Stephens Council willmanage the
operations of its Property Investment portfolio ensuring:

. The establishment of a documented process to
guide the decision-making process;
. A reference guide that will survive successive

Councils; and

. The overall mix and nature of investment
properties will provide a balanced source of
income that complements existing investment

activities.

2)  The Investment and Asset Manager (PSC725) will
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3)

regularly review and report on the performance of its
investment portfolio and use this information to
determine recommendations to Council regarding
the portfolio.

All property investment activities will be undertaken in
accordance with Financial Services section Long Term
Financial Plan, Council's Property Investment Strategy
2008-2013 2013 — 2018 and will also reflect Council's
ongoing commitment to sustainability.

RELATED POLICIES

1)
2)
3)
4)
5)
6)
7)

Restricted Funds policy.

Cash Investment policy.

Asset Management policy.

Long Term Financial plan.

Acquisition and Divestment of Land policy.
Integrated Strategic plans.

Property Investment Strategy 2008-2013-2013 — 2018.

SUSTAINABILITY IMPLICATIONS

SOCIAL IMPLICATIONS

Nil.

ECONOMIC IMPLICATIONS

Efficient and effective management of the Property

Investment Portfolio will provide an ongoing income stream,

which reduces the call on rate revenue and provides funds
for further investment.

The distribution of funds received from Council's Investment
portfolio is to be carried out in accordance with the
following:

Delete: 2008 — 2013
Insert: 2013 - 2018

Delete: 2008 — 2013
Insert: 2013 - 2018
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PROPERTY INVESTMENT ACTIVITIES
(Rental and Interest earned within
Property Restricted Fund)

||

Net Profit from
Investment Properties
after depreciation and

Sinking Fund

distributions

100 % distribution to
Commercial Property
Restricted Asset
Fund

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS

Nil.

RELEVANT LEGISLATIVE PROVISIONS

1) Local Government Act 1993.

2)  Real Property Act 1900.

3) Conveyancing Act 1919.

4)  Retail Leases Act 1994.
IMPLEMENTATION RESPONSIBILITY

1) Investment and Asset Manager PSC725.

REVIEW DATE

L My 204 —bwoyearsfrom-implemeniglion.-
February 2017.

i T — Investment
Less Depreciation and As determined in sinking Properties
Refurbishment fund model projection®030 . 'p
Sinking Fund

Delete: 1 May 2014 — two
years from implementation
Insert: 10 February 2017
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ITEMNO. 7 FILE NO: PSC2005-2662 & T18-2014

T18-2014 ENVIRONMENTAL MONITORING

REPORT OF: TIM HAZELL - FINANCIAL SERVICES SECTION MANAGER
GROUP: CORPORATE SERVICES

RECOMMENDATION IS THAT COUNCIL:

1)

2)

3)

4)

5)

That pursuant to section 10A(2)(d) of the Local Government Act, 1993, the
Council resolve to close to the public that part of its meetings to discuss Item
No. 7 on the Ordinary Council agenda namely T18-2014 ENVIRONMENTAL
MONITORING.

That the reasons for closing the meeting to the public to consider this item be
that:

i) The report and discussion will include details of commercial information
of a confidential nature that would, if disclosed, prejudice the
commercial position of the tenderers; and

ii) In particular, the report includes confidential pricing information in
respect of the T18-2014 ENVIRONMENTAL MONITORING.

That on balance, it is considered that receipt and discussion of the matter in
open Council would be contrary to the public interest, as disclosure of the
confidential commercial information could compromise the commercial
position of the tenderers and adversely affect Council’s ability to aftract
competitive tenders for other contracts.

That the report of the closed part of the meeting is to remain confidential and
that Council makes public its decision including the name and amount of the
successful tenderer in accordance with Clause 179) of the Local Government
(General) Regulation 2005.

Accept the Tender offered by GHD for $209,970 (ex GST) for the
environmental monitoring of the four decommissioned landfill sites within Port
Stephens Council from March 2015 to December 2017, with an opftion fo
extend for a further two (2) years.

ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING - 10 FEBRUARY 2015
COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE RECOMMENDATION

Councillor John Nell
Councillor Ken Jordan

That Council accept the Tender offered by GHD for $209,970 (ex GST)
for the environmental monitoring of the four decommissioned landfill
sites within Port Stephens Council from March 2015 to December 2017,
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with an option to extend for a further two (2) years.

MOTION

011 Councillor Ken Jordan
Councillor John Morello

It was resolved that Council accept the Tender offered by GHD for
$209.970 (ex GST) for the environmental monitoring of the four
decommissioned landfill sites within Port Stephens Council from March
2015 to December 2017, with an option to extend for a further two (2)
years.

BACKGROUND

]The purpose of this report is to seek approval for entering into a contract for the
environmental monitoring of the four decommissioned landfill sites in Port Stephens
Council area. These landfill sites are at Salamander Bay, Lemon Tree Passage,
Newline Road Raymond Terrace and King Park Raymond Terrace.

The environmental monitoring of decommissioned landfill sites is a regulatory
requirement set by The Environment Protection Authority (EPA) for the owners of
these types of facilities and is linked to Section 9.1.1.7 of Councils Operational Plan.
The environmental monitoring involves the contractor sampling, testing and reporting
to council on the analytical results in comparison to the standards set by the NSW
EPA for acceptable levels in both ground and surface water as well as for methane
gas levels in the buildings at these sites.

Tenders were called for the supply of environmental monitoring at these
decommissioned landfill sites in Port Stephens Council LGA during November 2014.

A total of 16 tender submissions were received, a summary of which is included as
(ATTACHMENT 1). These tender submissions were assessed by Council staff using a
two-step process:

1) An assessment of all tender submissions was made against the criteria with the
exclusion of references to give each submission a score out of 85, the result of
this assessment is shown in the first table of (ATTACHMENT 1);

2) References were then called for the top three (3) tender submissions from the
previous assessment to give them a complete score out of 100, the result of the
full assessment is shown in the second table in (ATTACHMENT 1).
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The weightings agreed for this Tender evaluation were:

Criteria Weighting %
Tender Price 50
Previous Experience 15
References 15
Management & Staff Resources 10
Current Commitments 10

The detailed breakdown used by the reviewing team to give each tenderer a score
for each of the above criteria is included as (ATTACHMENT 2).

FINANCIAL/RESOURCE IMPLICATIONS

The environmental monitoring of decommissioned landfill sites is an activity that is
already occurring and it is funded from the Waste Management Charge.

Source of Funds Yes/No Funding Comment
($)

Existing budget Yes 209,970 Nil. |

Reserve Funds NO | | N

Section 94 No | | ||

External Granfts No \ \ ] \

Other NO | | N

LEGAL, POLICY AND RISK IMPLICATIONS

The tendering process complied with Council's procurement guidelines and the
Local Government (General) Regulations 2005 Part 7 Tendering and Local
Government Act 1993. Contracts for the amount of $150,000 (inc GST) or more or for
a period of two years or more require Council approval.

The tender specifications considered all of the requirements set by The Environmental
Protection Authority (EPA) for these decommissioned landfill sites and other needs of
Council so risk of contract variation is low. The tendered price is for a three (3) year
contract with a plus two (2) year option and covers all of the tender specifications;
any addifional testing requested by council will incur an additional cost.

Risk Risk Proposed Treatments Within
Ranking Existing
Resources?
There is a risk that Medium Adopt the Yes
environmental damage recommendation.
to surrounding land or
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waterways could occur if
environmental monitoring
is not performed on these
sites as required.

There is a risk that legal High Adopt the Yes
action could be taken recommendation.
against Council by either
the EPA or land owners if
the environmental
monitoring is not
performed on these sites
as required.

SUSTAINABILITY IMPLICATIONS
Includes Social, Economic and Environmental Implications

The monitoring of the decommissioned landfill sites is a regulatory requirement to
monitor any environmental impact the decommissioned landfill site is having on the
surrounding areas. Not undergoing the process will have legal risk for Council, which
could also have social, economic and environmental implications for Council
because any gaps in data wil not allow us to form a sound environmental
management decision if one is required to be made. \

CONSULTATION

]Consulfoﬁon was held between Council's Waste Management Coordinator,
Conftracts Coordinator & Procurement and Tender Officer in order to produce the
tender documents.

OPTIONS

1) Accept the recommendations;

2)  Amend the recommendations;

3) Reject the recommendations.

ATTACHMENTS (CONFIDENTIAL - provided under separate cover)

1) ]Tender assessment summary;
2) Detailed breakdown used to score evaluation criteria.

COUNCILLORS ROOM
Nil. |
TABLED DOCUMENTS

Nil. |
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ITEMNO. 8 FILE NO: T16-2014

T16-2014 - TENDER FOR THE SUPPLY OF TWO (2) 22.5T TRUCKS WITH
TIPPING BODIES

REPORT OF: TIM HAZELL - FINANCIAL SERVICES SECTION MANAGER
GROUP: CORPORATE SERVICES

RECOMMENDATION IS THAT COUNCIL:

1)

2)

3)

4)

That pursuant to section 10A(2)(d) of the Local Government Act, 1993, the
Council resolve to close to the public that part of its meetings to discuss Item
No. 8 on the Ordinary Council agenda namely T16-2014 TENDER FOR THE
SUPPLY OF TWO 22.5T TRUCKS WITH TIPPING BODIES.

That the reasons for closing the meeting to the public to consider this item be
that:

i) The report and discussion will include details of commercial information
of a confidential nature that would, if disclosed, prejudice the
commercial position of the tenderers; and

i) In particular, the report includes confidential pricing information in
respect of the T16-2014 TENDER FOR THE SUPPLY OF TWO 22.5T TRUCKS
WITH TIPPING BODIES.

That on balance, it is considered that receipt and discussion of the matter in
open Council would be contrary to the public interest, as disclosure of the
confidential commercial information could compromise the commercial
position of the ftenderers and adversely affect Council’s ability to aftract
competitive tenders for other confracts.

That the report of the closed part of the meeting is to remain confidential and
that Council makes public its decision including the name and amount of the
successful tenderer in accordance with Clause 179) of the Local Government
(General) Regulation 2005.

i) Accept the tender from Gilbert and Roach (Hexham) for the supply of
two (2) 22.5T Isuzu CXY 455 Giga trucks at the tendered price of
$340,783.64 ex GST.

ii) That the tendered offer for the frade price for two (2) of Council's
existing trucks plant numbers 27500 and 27803 be accepted from
Gilbert and Roach at the tendered price of $100,000.00 ex GST.
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ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING - 10 FEBRUARY 2015
COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE RECOMMENDATION

Councillor John Nell
Councillor Paul Le Mottee
That Council:

i) Accept the tender from Gilbert and Roach (Hexham) for the
supply of two (2) 22.5T Isuzu CXY 455 Giga trucks at the tendered
price of $340,783.64 ex GST.

ii) That the tendered offer for the trade price for two (2) of Council's
existing trucks plant numbers 27500 and 27803 be accepted
from Gilbert and Roach at the tendered price of $100,000.00 ex
GST.

MOTION

012 Councillor Ken Jordan
Councillor John Morello
It was resolved that Council:

i) Accept the tender from Giloert and Roach (Hexham) for the
supply of two (2) 22.5T Isuzu CXY 455 Giga frucks at the tendered
price of $340,783.64 ex GST.

ii) That the tendered offer for the tfrade price for two (2) of Council's
existing trucks plant numbers 27500 and 27803 be accepted
from Gilbert and Roach at the tendered price of $100,000.00 ex
GST.

BACKGROUND

The purpose of this report is to ask Council to consider and accept the tender for
two (2) 22.5T Isuzu CXY 455 Giga trucks with fipping bodies and the disposal of two
existing units.

In accordance with Council's Plant Replacement Schedule, tenders were called for
two (2) 22.5T trucks with tipping bodies and trade or outright purchase of two (2) of
Council's existing trucks (plant numbers 27500 and 27803).

As the requirements of the two vehicles varied in their application and specification
it was decided to request tender costs for two separate vehicles by designating
them as:

e Option 1, specified to operate as a gravel tipping body with a minimum
payload carrying capacity of 12 Tonne (10m3) with standard well mounted
hoist, 10 speed manual transmission and air bag suspension.
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e Option 2, was specified to operate as a gravel tipping body with a minimum
payload carrying capacity of 12 Tonne (10m3), with a Palift hoist, 10 speed
manual fransmission and spring suspension.

Four (4) tenders were received by the advertised closing date, Friday 7 November
2014.

The following four (4) companies tendered for the supply and trade of Council's
existing trucks

e Newcastle Commercial Vehicles trading as Newcastle Iveco (lveco model
Powerstar 6401);

e Newcastle Commercial Vehicles trading as Newcastle Hino (Hino model
FS2844);

e Gilbert and Roach (Hexham NSW) (Isuzu model CXY 455 Giga);

e Volvo Commercial Vehicles (Sydney) (Volvo model FM13).

One (1) tender was deemed non-conforming due to not completing mandatory
schedules as requested:

e Volvo Commercial Vehicles (Sydney).

Two tenders were deemed non-conforming due to their inability to supply one or
both vehicles as per the specifications.

e Newcastle Commercial Vehicles trading as Newcastle lveco;
e Newcastle Commercial Vehicles trading as Newcastle Hino.

There were no tender submissions for the outright purchase only of the tendered
Council owned frucks.

The tendered prices, including tenders for the purchase of Council's existing frucks,
are compared in detail at (ATTACHMENT 1).
The weightings agreed for this Tender evaluation were:

Criteria Weighting %

Price 100

FINANCIAL/RESOURCE IMPLICATIONS

]The items are listed in the 2014-15 Plant Replacement Schedule and it is proposed to
purchase the items using funds from the Fleet Management Capital Budget.

The Financial Implication is that the existing plant items, Council Plant Nos. 27500 and
27803 have reached the end of their economic life and require replacement in order
to minimise the whole of life cost to Council for the vehicle entitlement. Whilst alll
suppliers and auction houses were given the opportunity to purchase these vehicles,
Gilbert & Roach Pty Ltd was the only company to submit a conforming tender.

PORT STEPHENS COUNCIL 85




MINUTES ORDINARY COUNCIL - 10 FEBRUARY 2015

Council have several similar Isuzu models in its existing fleet and have found the Isuzu
to be one of the leading truck manufacturers that exhibit value for money, reliability,
back up service and spare parts. This reflects in an annual cost that is more than
competitive when compared to other similar makes and models.

The tendered price was within the acceptable price range for this type of vehicle in
today’'s market and was adopted by Fleet in consultation with Capital Works and
Public Domain & Services, without additional evaluation required.

Source of Funds Yes/No Funding Comment
($)

Existing budget Yes 340,783.64 | Capital Budget 2014-15

Reserve Funds No | \ N

Section 94 No | | N

External Grants No | \ N

Other NoO | | N

LEGAL, POLICY AND RISK IMPLICATIONS

The recommended item of plant complies with all State and Federal statutory or

authority requirements.

procurement of these
items of plant may result
in increased
maintenance costs due
to the age of the trucks.

new items of plant within
allocated life cycles.

Risk Risk Proposed Treatments Within
Ranking Existing
Resources?
There is a risk that the Low Minimise risk by following a Yes
procurement of an tendering and specification
unsuitable replacement process that involves other
plant item may result in a stakeholders such as
sub-optimal outcome. workshop and actual
operator.
There is a risk that non High Minimise risk by procuring Yes
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SUSTAINABILITY IMPLICATIONS
Includes Social, Economic and Environmental Implications

There are no social or economic implications.

Environmental Efficiency Features

The Isuzu SITEC Series Il engines produce as little as one sixth of the level of particulate
matter (PM) standard met by their Japanese competitors. PM is the smoke, soot and
harmful invisible unburned hydrocarbons emitted from a truck’s exhaust and does
not rely on fuel additives to achieve this.

Isuzu Clean Air Solutions (I-CAS) technology was applied to the new engines to meet

these high environmental standards; I-CAS incorporates key technologies to improve
emissions and increase efficiency via the stricter Euro V emissions standards.

CONSULTATION

1) Facilities and Services — Public Domain & Services - Roadside and Drainage;
2)  Facilities and Services — Capital Works - Road Construction;

3)  Corporate Services — Procurement;

4)  Facilities and Services — Fleet Operations.

OPTIONS

1)  Accept the recommendations;

2)  Amend the recommendations;

3) Reject the recommendations.

ATTACHMENTS (CONFIDENTIAL — provided under separate cover)
1)  Tender Cost Analysis Table. |

COUNCILLORS ROOM

Nil. |

TABLED DOCUMENTS

Nil. |
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ITEMNO. 9 FILE NO: PSC2010-03960/246

PROPOSED NAME CHANGE OF LEMON TREE PASSAGE PARKS AND
RESERVES COMMITTEE

REPORT OF: STEVEN BERNASCONI - COMMUNITY SERVICES SECTION MANAGER
GROUP: FACILITIES AND SERVICES

RECOMMENDATION IS THAT COUNCIL:

1) Rename Council's 'Lemon Tree Passage Parks and Reserves Committee' to the
new name of 'Lemon Tree Passage Parks, Reserves and Tidy Towns Committee’,
and amend the Constitution Schedule for same.

ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING - 10 FEBRUARY 2015
COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE RECOMMENDATION

Councillor Steve Tucker
Councillor John Morello

That the recommendation be adopted.

MOTION

013 Councillor Ken Jordan
Councillor John Morello

It was resolved that Council rename Council's 'Lemon Tree Passage
Parks and Reserves Committee' to the new name of 'Lemon Tree
Passage Parks, Reserves and Tidy Towns Committee', and amend the
Constitution Schedule for same.

BACKGROUND

The purpose of this report is to seek Council's support for the Lemon Tree Passage
Parks and Reserves Committee to include 'Tidy Towns' in their name, and as such
amend the Constitution Schedule for same.

Section 355 Committee Constitutions consist of the Standard 355 Committee
Constitution, adopted by Council on the 24 June 2003, Minute No 251, as well as a
customised Constitution Schedule of each committee's individual activities. Council
must approve any amendments to a committee's Constitution Schedule.
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At its meeting of the 21 May 2014, the Lemon Tree Passage Parks and Reserves
Committee passed a motion to participate in the Keep Australia Beautiful Tidy Towns
program as they feel it will enable the Committee to engage in a wider range of
community and environmental projects in the local area.

On the 13 October 2014, the Lemon Tree Passage Parks and Reserves Committee
wrote to Council requesting their name to be changed to 'Lemon Tree Passage
Parks, Reserves and Tidy Towns Committee' (ATTACHMENT 1).

The above links to the following Goals in the Community Strategic Plan 2014 — 2024:

6.1 The community is a partner in developing the future of the local government
area.

9.1  Manage the natural environment for existing and future generations.

FINANCIAL/RESOURCE IMPLICATIONS

There are no increased financial or resource implications from adopting this
recommendation.

Source of Funds Yes/No Funding Comment
($)

Existing budget Yes Within existing budgets.

Reserve Funds No

Section 94 No

External Granfts No

Ofther No

LEGAL, POLICY AND RISK IMPLICATIONS

There are no legal or policy ramifications for adopting the recommendations.
Amendments to an individual committee constitution schedule do not affect the
Standard 355 Committee Constitution, which remains in place unless amended by
Council.

The table below identifies a potential risk of not adopting the recommendations.

Risk Risk Proposed Treatments Within
Ranking Existing
Resources?
There is a risk that if the Low Adopt the recommendations. | Yes

name change is not
endorsed, Council will
incur reputation
damage cause by the
Committee not being
satisfied with the
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| outcome.

SUSTAINABILITY IMPLICATIONS
Includes Social, Economic and Environmental Implications

There are no economic implications from adopting the recommendations.

There are social benefits in adopting the recommendations including the expansion
of meaningful volunteering opportunities, rewards and recognition for the work of
volunteers, and improved group dynamics and alignment of committee objectives.
Potential environmental benefits may result from the committee being able to
participate in a wider range of initiatives to protect, preserve and enhance the local
environment, and to increase community environmental awareness.

CONSULTATION

1)  Lemon Tree Passage Parks and Reserves Committee
2)  Volunteers Coordinator

OPTIONS

1)  Adopt the recommendation;
2)  Amend the recommendation;
3) Reject the recommendation.

ATTACHMENTS

1)  Letter from the Secretary of the Lemon Tree Passage Parks and Reserves
Committee, 13 October 2014, requesting the amendment to their name.

COUNCILLORS ROOM
Nil.
TABLED DOCUMENTS

Nil
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ATTACHMENT 1

Letter from the Lemon Tree Passage Parks and Reserves Committee, 13 October 2014,
requesting amendment to their name.

:
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\
ITEMNO. 10 FILE NO: PSC2014-02039

2016 LOCAL GOVERNMENT ELECTION

REPORT OF: TONY WICKHAM - GOVERNANCE MANAGER
GROUP: GENERAL MANAGER'S OFFICE

RECOMMENDATION IS THAT PORT STEPHENS COUNCIL ("THE COUNCIL"):

1) Pursuant to s.296(2) and (3) of the Local Government Act 1993 (NSW) (“the
Act”) that an election arrangement be entered into by contract for the
Electoral Commissioner to administer all elections of the Council.

2)  Pursuant to s. 296(2) and (3) of the Act, as applied and modified by s. 18, that a
council poll arrangement be entered into by contract for the Electoral
Commissioner to administer all council polls of the Council.

3)  Pursuant to s. 296(2) and (3) of the Act, as applied and modified by s. 18, that a
constitutional referendum arrangement be entered into by contract for the
Electoral Commissioner to administer all constitutional referenda of the Council. |

ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING - 10 FEBRUARY 2015
COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE RECOMMENDATION

Councillor Paul Le Mottee
Councillor Ken Jordan

That the recommendation be adopted.

MOTION

014 Councillor Ken Jordan
Councillor John Morello
It was resolved that Port Stephens Council:

1) Pursuant to s.296(2) and (3) of the Local Government Act 1993
(NSW) (“the Act”) that an election arrangement be entered into
by contract for the Electoral Commissioner to administer all
elections of the Council.

2)  Pursuant to s. 296(2) and (3) of the Act, as applied and modified
by s. 18, that a council poll arrangement be entered into by
contract for the Electoral Commissioner to administer all council
polls of the Council.

3)  Pursuant to s. 296(2) and (3) of the Act, as applied and modified
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by s. 18, that a constitutional referendum arrangement be
entered into by confract for the Electoral Commissioner to
administer all constitutional referenda of the Council.

BACKGROUND

]The purpose of this report is to allow Council to consider contract agreements for the
2016 local government election in Port Stephens.

As Council is aware the next NSW local government ordinary elections will be held in
September 2016. Under the Local Government Act 1993, Council has the option of
engaging the NSW Electoral Commission or conducting the election "in-house", by
contract. Council conducted the 2012 election 'in-house".

Council is required to make a resolution 18 months from the next election (by 9
March 2015) should it wish to engage the NSW Electoral Commission (NSWEC) to
conduct the 2016 local government election, and enter into a contract no later than
15 months from the next election.

If Council fails to pass a resolution before the abovementioned dates, Council will be
required to conduct the election "in-house", by contract and seek tenders given the
cost exceed the $150,000 threshold under the Local Government (General)
Regulation 2005.

Council has sought preliminary quotations from the following suppliers:

e NSW Electoral Commission; and
e Australian Election Company.

It is recommended that Council engage the NSW Electoral Commission to conduct
the 2016 local government election in Port Stephens, based on the cost and
experience of conducting local government elections. A report was tabled at
Council following the 2012 election which detailed the conduct of the 2012 election.

The recommendation above is worded specifically to engage the NSWEC. Whilst
there is no fimeframe within the recommendation, under the legislation it will not
commence until the 2016 local government election and can be terminated
immediately following the 2016 election should Council wish. Alternatively, it will
remain in place until 18 months from the 2020 local government election.

FINANCIAL/RESOURCE IMPLICATIONS

The local government election will be funded from a reserve fund. Council dedicates
$100,000 per year to the election reserve.

PORT STEPHENS COUNCIL 93



MINUTES ORDINARY COUNCIL - 10 FEBRUARY 2015

Source of Funds Yes/No Funding Comment
($)
Existing budget No | \ ||
Reserve Funds Yes 400,000 This includes internal costs.
Section 94 No | \ N
External Grants No | | N
Other No | \ N

LEGAL, POLICY AND RISK IMPLICATIONS

In accordance with s296 of the Local Government Act 1993, Council is required to
pass a resolution of its intention in relation to conducting the 2016 local government

election for Port Stephens. |

Risk Risk Proposed Treatments Within
Ranking Existing
Resources?
There is a risk that Low Adopt the recommendation. Yes.
Council will not be able
to engage the NSWEC
should this resolution not
be passed before 9
March 2015.
SUSTAINABILITY IMPLICATIONS
Includes Social, Economic and Environmental Implications
Nil. |
CONSULTATION
1) Mayor;
2)  Councillors;
3)  General Manager.
OPTIONS
1) Adopt the recommendation;
2)  Amend the recommendation;
3) Reject the recommendation.
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ATTACHMENTS (CONFIDENTIAL - provided under separate cover)

1) NSW Electoral Commission preliminary estimate;
2)  Australian Election Company quotation. \

COUNCILLORS ROOM
Nil. |
TABLED DOCUMENTS

Nil.
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ITEM NO. 11 FILE NO: PSC2011-02657

SIX-MONTHLY REPORT JULY - DECEMBER 2014 AGAINST DELIVERY
PROGRAM 2012-2016

REPORT OF: WAYNE WALLIS — GENERAL MANAGER
GROUP: GENERAL MANAGER'S OFFICE

RECOMMENDATION IS THAT COUNCIL:

1)  Adopt the Six-Monthly Report July — December 2014 against Delivery Program
2012-2016.

ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING - 10 FEBRUARY 2015
COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE RECOMMENDATION

Councillor Ken Jordan
Councillor Paul Le Mottee

That the recommendation be adopted, supplementary information.

MOTION

015 Councillor Ken Jordan
Councillor John Morello
It was resolved that Council adopt the Six-Monthly Report July —
December 2014 against Delivery Program 2012-2016.

BACKGROUND

The purpose of this report is to provide to Council and the Port Stephens community
an update on progress in achieving the outcomes of the Delivery Program 2012-
2016. The Six-Monthly Report July — December 2014 focuses on the key result areas
that were agreed between the Council and the General Manager to be priorities in
order to achieve the overall objectives of the Delivery Program.

FINANCIAL/RESOURCE IMPLICATIONS

The Six-Monthly Report July-December 2014 was produced in-house by the
Corporate Strategy & Planning unit of the General Manager's Office and production
was facilitated through recurrent funding.
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Source of Funds Yes/No Funding Comment
($)

Existing budget Yes Within existing budget.

Reserve Funds No

Section 94 No

External Grants No

Other No

LEGAL, POLICY AND RISK IMPLICATIONS

Section 404(5) of the Local Government Act 1993 requires the General Manager 1o
report to Council and the community on progress in achieving the objectives of the
Delivery Program. This report complies with this legislative requirement.

Risk Risk Proposed Treatments Within

Ranking Existing
Resources?

There is arisk that Low General Manager provides a Yes

Council does not adopt Six-Monthly Report for the

the Six- Monthly Report period July to December 2014

July — December 2014 to Council within the stipulated

leading to breach of timeframe — February 2015.

legislation.

SUSTAINABILITY IMPLICATIONS
Includes Social, Economic and Environmental Implications

The Delivery Program 2012-2016 and the Operational Plan 2014-2015 include
objectives and actions that address social, economic and environmental aspects of
Council's operations. The key result area shown in the Six-Monthly Report July-
December 2014 indicates that Council has met and or is meeting 98.2% of the
requirements through completion of associated actions, and therefore there are no
adverse sustainability implications.

CONSULTATION

This Six-Monthly Report July-December 2014 was compiled from data derived from
across all Council's operations.
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OPTIONS

1) Adopt the recommendation;
2)  Amend the recommendation;
3) Reject the recommendation.
ATTACHMENTS

Nil.

COUNCILLORS ROOM
Nil.

TABLED DOCUMENTS

1) Six-Monthly Report July-December 2014 against Delivery Program 2012-2016.
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ITEM NO. 12 FILE NO: PSC2015-00123

LOCAL GOVERNMENT NSW TOURISM CONFERENCE — MARCH 2015

REPORT OF: WAYNE WALLIS - GENERAL MANAGER
GROUP: GENERAL MANAGER'S OFFICE

RECOMMENDATION IS THAT COUNCIL:

1)  Endorse the attendance of Cr John Nell and Cr John Morello at the Local
Government NSW Tourism Conference to be held on 2-4 March 2015 at Mount
Panorama, Bathurst.

ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING - 10 FEBRUARY 2015
COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE RECOMMENDATION

Councillor Ken Jordan
Councillor Chris Doohan

That the recommendation be adopted.

MOTION

016 Councillor Ken Jordan
Councillor John Morello

It was resolved that Council endorse the attendance of Cr John Nell
and Cr John Morello at the Local Government NSW Tourism
Conference to be held on 2-4 March 2015 at Mount Panorama,
Bathurst.

BACKGROUND

The purpose of this report is to inform Council of the Local Government NSW Tourism
Conference to be held on 2-4 March 2015 at Mount Panorama, Bathurst.

The Conference Draft Program is shown at (ATTACHMENT 1).
The Conference is open to all Councillors.
As Councillors would be aware the Payment of Expenses and Provision of Facilities to

Councillors Policy requires that a resolution of Council be sought for Councillor
attendance at Conferences.
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FINANCIAL/RESOURCE IMPLICATIONS

The costs associated with registration, travel and accommodation would be
covered from the budget, subject to the Councillor not exceeding the conference
budget limits in the Policy.

Source of Funds Yes/No Funding Comment

(6]

Existing budget Yes Registration, travel and
accommodation costs are
covered within the existing

budget.
Reserve Funds No
Section 94 No
External Grants No
Ofther No

LEGAL, POLICY AND RISK IMPLICATIONS

The Payment of Expenses and Provision of Facilities to Councillors Policy requires that
Council approve all Councillor conference attendances. Councillors' conference
costs are limited to $3,500 per year under the Policy.

Risk Risk Proposed Treatments Within
Ranking Existing
Resources?
There is a risk that non- Low Endorse the attendance of Cr | Yes
attendance will John Nell and Cr John Morello
disadvantage the Port at the conference.

Stephens Community as
this conference is an
opportunity for
knowledge sharing.

SUSTAINABILITY IMPLICATIONS
Includes Social, Economic and Environmental Implications

The Port Stephens community would benefit from Councillors attending this
Conference to ensure the Local Government area has a presence at an important
Tourism event.

CONSULTATION

Nil.
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OPTIONS

1) Adopt the recommendation;

2)  Amend the recommendation;

3) Reject the recommendation.

ATTACHMENTS

1) Draft Local Government NSW Tourism Conference Program 2015.
COUNCILLORS ROOM

Nil.

TABLED DOCUMENTS

Nil.
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LOCAL

ATTACHMENT 1

GOVERNMENT

NSW

Local Government NSW Tourism Conference 2015
‘Building Community Capital: social, economic and cultural’

244 March 2018, Mouni Panorama Pil Complex, Pil Lane, Mouni Panorama, Bathursi.
DRAFT PROGRAM as of 8 December 2014
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ITEMNO. 13 FILE NO: 1190-001

REQUEST FOR FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE

REPORT OF: WAYNE WALLIS - GENERAL MANAGER
GROUP: GENERAL MANAGER’S OFFICE

RECOMMENDATION IS THAT COUNCIL:

1)  Approves provision of financial assistance under Section 356 of the Local
Government Act from the respective Mayor and Ward Funds to the following:-

a)  Mayoral Funds — Mayor Bruce MacKenzie — Tilligerry Lions Club — Assistance
with Promotion of Area - $500.00;

b) Mayoral Funds — Mayor Bruce MacKenzie — Shoal Bay Public School —
Presentation Day Donation - $250.00;

c) East Ward Funds — Cr Sally Dover — Port Stephens Outreach Centre —
Reimbursement of DA Fees paid for playground cover - $785.58;

ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING - 10 FEBRUARY 2015
COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE RECOMMENDATION

Councillor Ken Jordan
Councillor Steve Tucker

That the recommendation be adopted.

MOTION

017 Councillor Ken Jordan
Councillor John Morello
It was resolved that Council approve provision of financial assistance
under Section 356 of the Local Government Act from the respective
Mayor and Ward Funds to the following:-
a. Mayoral Funds — Mayor Bruce MacKenzie - Tilligerry Lions
Club - Assistance with Promotion of Area - $500.00;

b. Mayoral Funds — Mayor Bruce MacKenzie — Shoal Bay
Public School - Presentation Day Donation - $250.00;

c. East Ward Funds - Cr Sally Dover - Port Stephens
Outreach Centre — Reimbursement of DA Fees paid for
playground cover - $785.58;

The purpose of this report is o determine and, where required, authorise payment of
financial assistance to recipients judged by Councillors as deserving of public

PORT STEPHENS COUNCIL 106



MINUTES ORDINARY COUNCIL - 10 FEBRUARY 2015

funding. The Financial Assistance Policy gives Councillors a wide discretion to either
grant or to refuse any requests.

The new Financial Assistance Policy provides the community and Councillors with a
number of options when seeking financial assistance from Council. Those options
being:

Mayoral Funds

Rapid Response

Community Financial Assistance Grants — (bi-annually)
Community Capacity Building

Bl

Council is unable to grant approval of financial assistance to individuals unless it is
performed in accordance with the Local Government Act. This would mean that the
financial assistance would need to be included in the Management Plan or Council
would need to advertise for 28 days of its infent to grant approval. Council can
make donations to community groups.

The requests for financial assistance are shown below is provide through Mayoral
Funds, Rapid Response or Community Capacity Building:-

EAST WARD - Councillors Dover, Morello & Nell

Port Stephens Outreach Reimbursement of DA Fees paid for| $785.58
Centre playground cover

MAYORAL FUNDS - Mayor MacKenzie

Tilligerry Lions Club Assist with Promotion of Area $500.00

Shoal Bay Public School Presentation Day Donation $250.00

FINANCIAL/RESOURCE IMPLICATIONS

Council Ward, Minor Works and Mayoral Funds are the funding source for all financial
assistance.

Source of Funds Yes/No Funding Comment
($)
Existing budget No
Reserve Funds Yes 1535.58 Councillor Funds $785.58
Mayoral Funds $750.00

Section 94 No

External Grants No

Other No
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LEGAL AND POLICY IMPLICATIONS

To qualify for assistance under Section 356(1) of the Local Government Act, 1993, the
purpose must assist the Council in the exercise of its functions. Functions under the
Act include the provision of community, culture, health, sport and recreation services
and facilities.

The policy interpretation required is whether the Council believes that:

a) applicants are carrying out a function which it, the Council, would otherwise
undertake;
b) the funding will directly benefit the community of Port Stephens;

c) applicants do not act for private gain.

Risk Risk Proposed Treatments Within
Ranking Existing
Resources?
There is a risk that Council | Low Adopt the recommendation. | Yes

may set a precedent
when allocating funds to
the community and an
expectation that funds
will always be available.

SUSTAINABILITY IMPLICATIONS
Includes Social, Economic and Environmental Implications

Nil.
CONSULTATION

1) Mayor;
2)  Councillors;
3)  Port Stephens Community.

OPTIONS

1) Adopt the recommendation;

2) Vary the dollar amount before granting each or any request;
3) Decline to fund all the requests.

ATTACHMENTS
Nil.

COUNCILLORS ROOM
Nil.

TABLED DOCUMENTS
Nil.
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ITEMNO. 14

INFORMATION PAPERS

REPORT OF: TONY WICKHAM - EXECUTIVE OFFICER
GROUP: GENERAL MANAGERS OFFICE

RECOMMENDATION IS THAT COUNCIL:

Receives and notes the Information Papers listed below being presented to Council
on 10 February, 2015.

No: Report Title

Legal Consequences of Offering Graffiti Rewards

Cash and Investments held at 30 November 2014

Cash and Investments held at 31 December 2014

Designated Persons — Pecuniary Interest

Petition from Residents to stop the relocation of the Bus Stop and Shelter
from 112 to 116 Government Road, Nelson Bay

aOMNOWON—

ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING -10 FEBRUARY 2015
COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE RECOMMENDATION

Councillor Sally Dover
Councillor Paul Le Mottee

That Items 2, 3 and 4 be adopted.

Councillor Sally Dover
Councillor Chris Doohan

That Council prepare a Graffiti Reward Policy in accordance with
Chapter 3 of the Local Government Act which states that Council
needs to effectively plan for, account for and manage the assets for
which it is responsible.
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Councillor Geoff Dingle
Councillor Ken Jordan

That a site inspection be arranged for Councillors to visit both sites of
the current and future bus stop and shelter locations on Government
Road, Nelson Bay.

004 Councillor Paul Le Mottee
Councillor Chris Doohan
It was resolved that Council move out Committee of the Whole.
MOTION
018 Councillor Ken Jordan
Councillor John Morello
It was resolved that Items 2, 3 and 4 be adopted.
019 Councillor Ken Jordan
Councillor John Morello
It was resolved that Council prepare a Graffiti Reward Policy in
accordance with Chapter 3 of the Local Government Act which states
that Council needs to effectively plan for, account for and manage
the assets for which it is responsible.
020 Councillor Ken Jordan

Councillor John Morello

It was resolved that a site inspection be arranged for Councillors to visit
both sites of the current and future bus stop and shelter locations on
Government Road, Nelson Bay.
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INFORMATION PAPERS
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INFORMATION ITEM NO. 1

LEGAL CONSEQUENCES OF OFFERING GRAFFITI REWARDS

REPORT OF: TIM CROSDALE - STRATEGY AND ENVIRONMENTAL SECTION MANAGER
GROUP: DEVELOPMENT SERVICES

FILE: A2004-0217

BACKGROUND

The purpose of this report is to inform Council of legal consequences with respect to
establishing a Graffiti rewards scheme.

Council resolved on 8 July 2014 "to prepare a report on the legal consequences of
offering a reward of up to $1,000 for information leading to conviction relating to
graffiti damage on Council property."

Engaging in graffiti, including damaging or defacing property, is an offence under
the Graffiti Control Act 2008. While Council is responsible for the removal of graffiti on
Council property & assets, the NSW Police is the agency responsible for enforcement
and prosecution in relation to graffiti offences.

Should Council wish to offer rewards for information leading to the conviction
relating to graffii damage on Council property it would need to prepare and
establish a policy of the Council to administer the rewards scheme. A graffiti rewards
policy could be established under Council's charter in accordance with Chapter 3 of
the Local Government Act 1993. This provides that Council should "bear in mind that
it is custodian and trustee of public assets" and Council needs to effectively plan for,
account for and manage the assets for which it is responsible.

Typically, graffiti rewards schemes have the following components;

. A reward is payable only for graffiti incidents involving Council owned and
managed property (public property);
Incidents need to be reported to the police;

. Informants need to be aware that as part of a Police investigation they may be
required to provide an additional witness statement or attend court in support
of the Police process. Whether an informants evidence can remain confidential
is a matter for Police;

Applications to Council for reward are verified with the Police; and

o Convictions include an individual admitting guilt or being found guilty of an
offence by a court in criminal proceedings. This extends to cautions and all
juvenile offences administered under the Young Offenders Act 1994 where the
young person has admitted guilt.
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A graffiti reward policy would need to outline conditions, law enforcement and the
assessment process regarding rewards.

It should be noted reward schemes are funded and administered from public money
(Council revenue) and as such a clear nexus between expenditure and savings with
respect to damage to public property should be demonstrated. Costs would need
to include the establishment and on-going administration of the rewards scheme,
which would require Council resources in addition to the financial reward.

The expense of a reward scheme should also be considered against other programs
and mechanisms that are in place to manage graffiti. A graffiti rewards scheme may
duplicate the graffiti and vandalism reporting systems that the community can
access by contacting the Police Assistance Line (PAL) or reporting graffiti vandals to
Crime Stoppers. This reporting can also be done anonymously which also
encourages the community to report these incidents unlike a graffiti rewards
program.

Rapid removal and community education are the current actions utilised by Council
which is the recommended method in Council's existing Graffiti Management Plan
2009. Council's Graffiti Management Plan’s rapid removal action has had a
‘significant impact’ on the incidents of graffiti in Port Stephens. Before deciding
whether to infroduce a rewards scheme Council is advised to review the
effectiveness of the existing Graffiti Management Plan to take a holistic approach. A
review of the Council's existing Graffiti Management Plan 2009 is planned to
commence after June 2015.

ATTACHMENTS

Nil.
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INFORMATION ITEM NO. 2

CASH AND INVESTMENTS HELD AT 30 NOVEMBER 2014

REPORT OF: TIM HAZELL - FINANCIAL SERVICES SECTION MANAGER

GROUP: CORPORATE SERVICES
FILE: PSC2006-6531
BACKGROUND

The purpose of this report is to present Council's schedule of cash and investments
held at 30 November 2014,

ATTACHMENTS

1)  Cash and investments held at 30 November 2014,
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ATTACHMENT 1
CASH AND INVESTMENTS HELD AS AT 30 NOVEMBER 2014

ISSUER BROKER RATING* DESC. YIELD % ;Tx MATURITY ;:::"IEOS‘:?; "?,‘:'EEET
TERM DEPOSITS
BANK OF SYDNEY LTD FIG N/R D 375% 196 03-Dec-14 1,000,000 1,000,000
NATIONAL AUSTRALIA BANKLTD ~ NAB AA-  TD  374% 266 17-Dec-14 1005896 1005896
ING BANK (AUSTRALIA) CURVE A D 3.65% 182 17-Dec-14 1,000,000 1,000,000
BANK OF SYDNEY LTD RIM N/R 1D 375% 210 14Jan-15 1,000,000 1,000,000
SUNCORP SUNCORP A+ D 345% 147 28-Jan-15 2,000,000 2,000,000
NATIONAL AUSTRALIA BANKLTD ~ NAB AA-  TD  345% 182 11-Feb-15 1,000,000 1,000,000
ING BANK (AUSTRALIA) FIG A D 356% 182 25Feb-15 1,000,000 1,000,000
ARAB BANK AUSTRALIA LTD RIM BB+ TD  390% 271 11-Mar15 1,500,000 1,500,000
NATIONAL AUSTRALIA BANKLTD ~ NAB AA-  TD  3.58% 182 25Mar15 2,000,000 2,000,000
NATIONAL AUSTRALIA BANKLTD ~ NAB AA-  TD  3.58% 182 08Apr15 2,000,000 2,000,000
ARAB BANK AUSTRALIA LTD RIM BB+ TD  385% 266 06-May-15 500,000 500,000
POLICE CREDITUNION LTD (SA]  FARQUHARSON N/R 1D 3.65% 224 14-May-15 2,000,000 2,000,000
ING BANK (AUSTRALIA) ING A- 1D 352% 182 20-May-15 2,000,000 2,000,000
AMP BANK LTD FARQUHARSON A+  TD  3.50% 275 29-May-15 1,000,000 1,000,000
BANK OF QUEENSLAND LTD BOQ A- 1D 360% 266 03Jun15 2,500,000 2,500,000
AMP BANK LTD CURVE A+ TD  350% 266 03-Jun-15 1,000,000 1,000,000
gﬁé’gfﬁ&?” UNION CO- CURVE N/R  TD  3.65% 301 Ol-Jukl5 2,000,000 2,000,000
AMP BANK LTD FARQUHARSON A+  TD  3.50% 266 12-Aug-15 2,000,000 2,000,000

SUB TOTAL (§) 26,505,896 26,505,896
OTHER INVESTMENTS
THE MUTUAL THE MUTUAL N/R  FRSD  499%  10yrs 31-Dec-14 500,000 500,000
NEXUS BONDS LTD "TOPAZ AA"  GRANGE A CDO 000%  10yrs 23-Jun-15 412,500 373,317
ANZ ZERO COUPON BOND ANZ AA- BOND 000%  9yrs Ol-Jun-17  1017.877 934,269

SUB TOTAL ($) 1,930,377 1,807,586
INVESTMENTS TOTAL ($) 28,436,273 28,313,482
CASH AT BANK (S) 3,292,636 3,292,636
TOTAL CASH AND INVESTMENTS ($) 31,728,909 31,606,118
CASH AT BANK INTEREST RATE 2.50%
BBSW FOR PREVIOUS 3 MONTHS 276%
AVG. INVESTMENT RATE OF RETURN 3.46%

TD = TERM DEPOSIT
CDO = COLLATERALISED DEBT OBLIGATION
*STANDARD AND POORS LONG TERM RATING

COUNCIL'S CASH INVESTMENT POLICY

W WALLIS

CERTIFICATE OF RESPONSIBLE ACCOUNTING OFFICER

FRN = FLOATING RATE NOTE

FRSD = FLOATING RATE SUBORDINATED DEBT

I HEREBY CERTIFY THAT THE INV ESTMENTS LISTED ABOV E HAV E BEEN MADE IN ACCORDANCE WITH SECTION 625 OF THE
LOCAL GOVERNMENT ACT 1993, CLAUSE 212 OF THE LOCAL GOVERNMENT (GENERAL) REGULATION 2005 AND
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INFORMATION ITEM NO. 3

CASH AND INVESTMENTS HELD AT 31 DECEMBER 2014

REPORT OF: TIM HAZELL - FINANCIAL SERVICES SECTION MANAGER

GROUP: CORPORATE SERVICES
FILE: PSC2006-6531
BACKGROUND

The purpose of this report is to present Council's schedule of cash and investments
held at 31 December 2014.

ATTACHMENTS
1)  Cash and investments held at 31 December 2014.

2)  Monthly cash and investments balance December 2013 to December 2014,
3)  Monthly Australian term deposit index December 2013 to December 2014.
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TD = TERM DEPOSIT
CDO = COLLATERALISED DEBT OBLIGATION
*STANDARD AND POORS LONG TERM RATING

CERTIFICATE OF RESPONSIBLE ACCOUNTING OFFICER

COUNCIL'S CASH INVESTMENT POLICY

W WALLIS

ATTACHMENT 1
CASH AND INVESTMENTS HELD AS AT 31 DECEMBER 2014
TERM AMOUNT  MARKET

ISSUER BROKER RATING* DESC. YIELD% DAYS MATURITY INVESTED  VALUE
TERM DEPOSITS
BANK OF SYDNEY LTD RIM N/R D  375% 210 14-Jan-15 1,000,000 1,000,000
POLICE CREDIT UNION LTD (SA) FARQUHARSON  N/R D 3.65% 224 14-Jan-15 2,000,000 2,000,000
SUNCORP SUNCORP A+ D 3.45% 147 28-Jan-15 2,000,000 2,000,000
NATIONAL AUSTRALIA BANKLTD ~ NAB AA-  TD  3.65% 182 11-Feb-15 1,000,000 1,000,000
ING BANK (AUSTRALIA) FIG A D  3.56% 182 25-Feb-15 1,000,000 1,000,000
ARAB BANK AUSTRALIA LTD RIM BB+ TD  3.90% 271 11-Mar-15 1,500,000 1,500,000
NATIONAL AUSTRALIA BANKLTD ~ NAB AA- TD  3.58% 182 25-Mar-15 2,000,000 2,000,000
NATIONAL AUSTRALIA BANKLTD ~ NAB AA- TD  3.58% 182 8-Apr-15 2,000,000 2,000,000
SUNCORP SUNCORP A+ D 3.45% 126 22-Apr-15 2,000,000 2,000,000
ARAB BANK AUSTRALIA LTD RIM BB+ TD  3.85% 266 6-May-15 500,000 500,000
ING BANK (AUSTRALIA) ING A- D  3.52% 182 20-May-15 2,000,000 2,000,000
AMP BANK LTD FARQUHARSON A+ D 3.50% 275  29-May-15 1,000,000 1,000,000
BANK OF QUEENSLAND LTD BOQ A- D 3.60% 266 3-Jun-15 2,500,000 2,500,000
AMP BANK LTD CURVE A+ D 3.50% 266 3-Jun-15 1,000,000 1,000,000
BANK OF QUEENSLAND LTD BOQ A- D 3.60% 196  17-Jun-15 1,500,000 1,500,000
NATIONAL AUSTRALIA BANKLTD ~ NAB AA- TD  3.58% 182 17-Jun-15 2,000,000 2,000,000
WAW CREDIT UNION CO-
OPERATIVE CURVE N/R D 3.65% 301 1-JuF15 2,000,000 2,000,000
AMP BANK LTD FARQUHARSON A+ D 3.50% 266 12-Aug-15 2,000,000 2,000,000

SUB TOTAL ($) 29,000,000 29,000,000
OTHER INVESTMENTS
NEXUS BONDS LTD '"TOPAZ AA-"  GRANGE A CDO 000%  10yrs 23-Jun-15 412,500 373317
ANZ ZERO COUPON BOND ANZ AA- BOND 0.00%  9yrs 1-un-17 1,017,877 944,131

SUB TOTAL ($) 1,430,377 1,317,448
INVESTMENTS TOTAL ($) 30,430,377 30,317,448
CASH AT BANK () 1,958,638 1,958,638
TOTAL CASH AND INVESTMENTS () 32,389,015 32,276,086
CASH AT BANK INTEREST RATE 2.50%
BBSW FOR PREVIOUS 3 MONTHS 2.79%
AVG. INVESTMENT RATE OF RETURN 3.42%

FRN = FLOATING RATE NOTE
FRSD = FLOATING RATE SUBORDINATED DEBT

| HEREBY CERTIFY THAT THE INV ESTMENTS LISTED ABOVE HAVE BEEN MADE IN ACCORDANCE WITH SECTION 625 OF THE
LOCAL GOVERNMENT ACT 1993, CLAUSE 212 OF THE LOCAL GOV ERNMENT (GENERAL) REGULATION 2005 AND

PORT STEPHENS COUNCIL

117




MINUTES ORDINARY COUNCIL - 10 FEBRUARY 2015

ATTACHMENT 2

Cash and Investments Held

| bnvesemenis
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ATTACHMENT 3

Australian Term Deposit Accumulation Index

20 Dary Team
Dapsl
Diatw Irsdan PEC
Dec-13_ 13007387
Jan-14 J2THT| 343
Fab-14 3707|364
Mar.14 32307 3.62|
[ Apr-14 32218 _361)
Mary-14 31831 363
Jur-14 31887 362
FYeTy _3a3es| ase
Aug-14 a1iez] ass
Sap-14 3.9082] 354
Dt 14 JO0055| 340
| Mowe14 inass| 348
Dec-14 3 Uﬂ-?-i"l 3 -'Ii.‘|

WAvseslrmd . Marluin 310704

PORT STEPHENS COUNCIL 119



MINUTES ORDINARY COUNCIL - 10 FEBRUARY 2015

INFORMATION ITEM NO. 4

DESIGNATED PERSONS — PECUNIARY INTEREST

REPORT OF: TONY WICKHAM - GOVERNANCE MANAGER

GROUP: GENERAL MANAGER'S OFFICE
FILE: PSC2012-02853
BACKGROUND

The purpose of this report is to advise Council of those new Council staff who have
submitted Returns.

In accordance with Section 450A of the Local Government 1993, all new staff are
required to lodge a Return within three (3) months of commencement. These
Returns are to be tabled at the first Council meeting after the lodgement date.
The following is a list of position/s who have submitted Return/s:

Strategic Planner (PSC043)

ATTACHMENTS

Nil.

TABLED DOCUMENTS

1) Pecuniary Interest Returns.
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INFORMATION ITEMNO. 5§

PETITION FROM RESIDENTS TO STOP THE RELOCATION OF THE BUS
STOP AND SHELTER FROM 112 TO 116 GOVERNMENT ROAD, NELSON
BAY

REPORT OF: JASON LINNANE - GROUP MANAGER

GROUP: FACILITIES AND SERVICES
FILE: PSC2013-05152
BACKGROUND

The purpose of this report is to advise Councillors that a Pefition containing 84
signatures was received on 1 December 2014 from a resident of Government Road
requesting that Council stop the proposed relocation of the bus stop and shelter
from 112 to 116 Government Road, Nelson Bay.

These works were planned to commence in December 2014 however were placed
on hold to allow further consultation as a result of the petition received.

Funding Background

The NSW Government through the Community Transport Agreements Branch of
Transport for NSW funds the Country Passenger Transport Infrastructure Grants
Scheme (CPTIGS) to improve passenger transport facilities in rural and regional
communities. The aim of the Scheme is to raise the profile of public transport and
increase comfort, amenity and security for country passengers and support
operators.

Council has received a grant of $283,500 for the 2012-13 round (to be expended by
March 2015) to upgrade bus facilities to a Disability Discrimination Act (DDA)
standard that is safe and promote public fransport for all users.

Council is required to have 90% compliance by 2017 under the Disability
Discrimination Act (DDA) for bus stops, kerb ramps, paths and other public
infrastructure. Port Stephens is currently less than 25% compliant across the LGA, but
in targeted areas such as Raymond Terrace Council is on track to achieve over 90%
compliance for bus boarding points during the 2014/2015 financial year with
assistance from Transport for NSW through CPTIGS funding.

Government Road Site
Council has received complaints from bus operators and passengers regarding the

bus stop location at 114 Government Rd, west of the intersection with Harrington
Street, Nelson Bay. The complaints are primarily due to the large non-standard steps
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to board buses and narrow accesses for elderly, visual and mobility impaired
passengers and path users.

Only one suitable relocation site was found to be compliant which took infto account
site access, sight distance and safety for bus stop users and road users. This site has
received $15,000 in CPTIGS 2012-13 funding to construct a new bus stop and shelter
to Council and DDA standards and removal of the existing shelter and concrete slab.

Relocation of existing shelter and hardstand is required to meet Councils obligations
to provide accessible public transport to the community.

A site meeting was held with the East Ward Councillors on 18 December 2014. This
meeting was held to explain to the Councillors the factors in relation to the
combination of lane width, bus stop spacing (<400m), proximity to intersections, crest
sight distance and appropriate access requirements for all users. It is after detailed
consideration of these matters that Council staff believe that there is no alternative
to the proposed site at No. 116 Government Road.

Site discussions with residents and bus operators have occurred on several occasions
to discuss and address concerns raised. Discussions in regards to the placement of
this shelter have also taken place with Transport for NSW and local Bus Operators
through the Transport Operators six monthly meetings as well as the quarterly Port
Stephens Transport Working Group meetings held by Transport for NSW.

ATTACHMENTS

1) Petition
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ATTACHMENT 1

PETITION FOR PORT STEPHENS COUNCIL - meverster 2034

We the waderiigned petiton the Port Staphans Coundll 1o ko the relscation of & bus stop and
shaier in Gowsnmant Rosd Meison Bay [Curmently #oed cotiks 1137, ond planned 1o b midiled
putside 1161 We do o for the folicwleg reasons;

3

The planned S48 B on the crest ol & B, and cresies a denger 1ong sdth Emited visian 1o
wehicles iriraBng wp 1he Bl 6n the dide of the groposed sfop.

Thae: propeosied Dis s1op will load 2o the Bus webichs covering the drivessiry off Number 118
and prevent rights of sccess a3 required

Ghorerrrenint Aoad hifl, knsaen & bligeny HIll B0 fhe locals bas been the site of many near
s with socelerating vehicles mdving oo thie R tree ling 4t ipeedi well be'yond the
S0 lom Nty predicemisgntly of speeds of 50 bo 120kms.

Many residents ={from 114, 116, 118, and adecas the read) have personally experiencsd
Pl PRRTTE b0 dbevegling Bo fuim It into thess drivesways with atee v hlckes passlig an
Thelr left 30 overtake ol entepiisaglly high speeci. W we then add @ bus o this
wquation and pedettrians crossing at this site, a iragiedy is nog 100 Far sway

Pasianpeds alghting froemn the Ben ot the proposesd sbop will aklemps 10 cross the soad et
thie 1t od 1hee bus S0 and cannat be seen by aocelinating v cled coming up the kI
it to wision Baing Impeaded by the shape of tFe hil creat.

. Create greater dificulty for resifenty 1o sy Pae & view corridon 1o et thelr

properibes botl up il doswn Sovermment rosd.

Criate far greaber satety lsuas for the sldidy wha will sftempt 1o cross Govemment
R wt Hhee bus site insiead of wabiing further up the soreel 0o @ chedr wigw orridor ot
Harrington Road

Thie skape of the crest cutside Y16 inpedas & air widw ol 16aic n Both dined o
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NOTICES OF MOTION
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ITEM NO.

NOTICE OF MOTION

1 FILE NO: A2004-0217 &
PSC2009-06567

PLANNING PROPOSAL TO AMEND THE LEP — EXEMPT DEVELOPMENT -
WATER STORAGE FACILITIES

MAYOR BRUCE MACKENZIE

THAT COUNCIL:

1)

Resolve to immediately prepare a Planning Proposal to amend the LEP to
include the following:

Add to Schedule 2 Exempt Development:

Water Storage Facilities

a)

b)

e
f)

9)

Must only be constructed on land zoned RU1 Primary Production or RU2
Rural Landscape;

Must be less than 1 Megalitre if the subdivision was approved before 1
January 1999 with harvestable water rights or be built on minor streams
that capture a maximum of 10 per cent of the property's average
regional rainfall run-off;

Must not be on land mapped as Class 1, 2, 3 or 4 on the Acid Sulfate Soils
Map;

Maximum depth of 5 metres Australian Height Datum when within 500m of
adjacent Class 1, 2, 3 or 4 Acid Sulfate Soil Land and by which the water
table is likely to be lowered below 1 mefre Australian Height Datum on
adjacent Class 1, 2, 3 or 4 land;

Minimum distance from any property boundary — 10m;

Must not contain a spillway more than 1m in height;

Must not involve works within 40m of the banks of a named watercourse.

Note: Farm dams must comply with the NSW Farm Dams Policy (Harvestable
Dams Policy), a copy of which can be obtained from the NSW Office of Water
or relevant State Government Authority
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BACKGROUND REPORT OF: TIM CROSDALE - STRATEGY & ENVIRONMENT
SECTION MANAGER, DEVELOPMENT SERVICES

ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING -10 FEBRUARY 2015

MOTION

021

Mayor Bruce MacKenzie
Councillor Paul Le Mottee

It was resolved that Council immediately prepare a Planning Proposal
to amend the LEP to include the following:

Add to Schedule 2 Exempt Development:

Water Storage Facilities

a)

b)

d)

e
f)

9)

Must only be constructed on land zoned RUT Primary
Production or RU2 Rural Landscape;

Must be less than 1 Megalitre if the subdivision was approved
before 1 January 1999 with harvestable water rights or be
built on minor streams that capture a maximum of 10 per
cent of the property's average regional rainfall run-off;

Must not be on land mapped as Class 1, 2, 3 or 4 on the Acid
Sulfate Soils Map;

Maximum depth of 5 metres Australian Height Datum when
within 500m of adjacent Class 1, 2, 3 or 4 Acid Sulfate Sail
Land and by which the water table is likely to be lowered
below 1 metre Australian Height Datum on adjacent Class 1,
2,3 or 4land;

Minimum distance from any property boundary — 10m;
Must not contain a spillway more than Tm in height;

Must not involve works within 40m of the banks of a named
watercourse.

Note: Farm dams must comply with the NSW Farm Dams Policy
(Harvestable Dams Policy), a copy of which can be obtained
from the NSW Office of Water or relevant State Government
Authority

In accordance with Section 375 (A) of the Local Government Act 1993, a division is

required for this item.
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Those for the Motion: Mayor Bruce MacKenzie, Crs Paul Le Mottee, Ken Jordan, Chris
Doohan, Steve Tucker, Geoff Dingle, John Nell, John Morello and Sally Dover.

Those against the Motion: Nil.

BACKGROUND

Under the provisions of the Port Stephens Local Environmental Plan 2013 (PSLEP 2013)
a Farm Dam is not currently considered as exempt development and in furn requires
a development application to be lodged with Council. This Notfice of Motion seeks
to remove the need for an application to be lodged with Council for small dams by
specifying this class of development as exempt subject to meeting the criteria.

Upper Hunter Shire and the Mid-Western Regional Council have achieved this
through similar amendments to their respective LEPs.

In consideration of this Notice of Motion it is important to note that the construction
of farm dams may trigger other requirements for development approval or licences
separate to its development classification. In this regard there are a number of
provisions related to water licensing requirements as outlined in the NSW Farm Dams
Policy.

As such a proposed amendment to the PSLEP 2013 would need to be drafted to
reflect the need to adhere to the NSW Farm Dams Policy. This is consistent with the
approach taken by both Upper Shire and Mid-Western Regional Councils in their
amendments to their LEP provisions.

Moreover, the PSLEP 2013 requires development consent for certain ground
disturbance activities within areas of the LGA mapped as Acid Sulphate Soils (ASS).
This can be addressed in the planning proposal through specifying exclusion from
Class 1 to 4 ASS and reflecting the specific depth restrictions for land mapped as
Class 5 ASS.

The Notice of Motion would result in those rural landowners in the north and western
portions of the Local Government Area not being required to submit a development
application for the construction of farm dams subject to meeting the criteria. The
area of application of this Notice of Motion is shown on (ATTACHMENT 1).

The standard process for proposed amendments to the PSLEP 2013 is approval from
the Department of Planning and Environment subject to the review of the Planning
Proposal. Af this stage it is unclear on the Department's position on the proposed
amendment which will be established through consultation with the Department
through the preparation of the Planning Proposal.

ATTACHMENT

1) Locations where the proposed Clause applies.
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ATTACHMENT 1
Locations where the proposed Clause applies

Potential Application of Draft Clause
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ITEM NO.

NOTICE OF MOTION

FILE NO: A2004-0217 &
PSC2009-06567

PLANNING PROPOSAL TO AMEND THE LEP — EXEMPT DEVELOPMENT -
REALIGNMENT OF BOUNDARIES

MAYOR BRUCE MACKENZIE

THAT COUNCIL:

1)  Resolve to immediately prepare a Planning Proposal to amend the LEP to
include the following:

Add to Schedule 2 Exempt Development:

Realignment of Boundaries

The Realignment of Boundaries pursuant to this Clause:

a) must be of minimal environmental impact, and

b) cannot be carried out in critical habitat of an endangered species,
population or ecological community (identified under the Threatened
Species Conservation Act 1995 or the Fisheries Management Act 1994),

and

c) cannot be carried out in a wilderness area (identified under the
Wilderness Act 1987).

d) cannot be carried on land on which a heritage item or draft heritage item
is situated.

This Clause applies to land in Zones:

Vi.

Vii.

RUT Primary Production,

RU2 Rural Landscape,

RU3 Forestry,

RU4 Primary Production Small Lots,
RUé Transition,

RS Large Lot Residential,

E2 Environmental Conservation,
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viii. ~ E3 Environmental Management or

ix. E4 Environmental Living.

The subdivision of land, for the purpose only of any one or more of the
following, is exempt development specified for this clause:

a) widening a public road,

b) arealignment of boundaries:

i that will not create additional lots or the opportunity for addifional
dwellings, and

ii. that will not create a resultant lot that is more than 15% different in
area to at least one pre-existing lot

ii. that will not result in one or more lots that are smaller than the
minimum size specified in an environmental planning instrument in
relation to the land concerned (unless the original lot or lots are
already smaller than the minimum size), and

iv.  that will not adversely affect the provision of existing services on a lof,
and

v.  that will not result in any increased bush fire risk to existing buildings,

c) rectifying an encroachment on alot,
e) creating a public reserve,

d) excising from a lot land that is, or is infended to be, used for public
purposes, including drainage purposes, rural fire brigade or other
emergency service purposes or public toilefs.

Add to Part 4 Principal Development Standards

Exceptions to minimum subdivision lot size for lot boundary adjustments in
certain Rural, Residential and Environmental Zones.

The objective of this clause is to facilitate boundary adjustments between lofts if
one or more resultant lots do not meet the minimum lot size shown on the Lot
Size Map in relation to that land and the objectives of the relevant zone can be
achieved.

1) This clause applies to land in the following zones:
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2)

Vi.
Vii.

viii.

RUT Primary Production,

RU2 Rural Landscape,

RU3 Forestry,

RU4 Primary Production Small Lots,
RUé Transition,

RS Large Lot Residential,

E2 Environmental Conservation,
E3 Environmental Management or

E4 Environmental Living.

Despite clause 4.1, development consent may be granted to subdivide
lond by adjusting the boundary between adjoining lots if one or more
resultant lots do not meet the minimum lot size shown on the Lot Size Map
in relation to that land, and the consent authority is safisfied that:

the subdivision will not create additional lots or the opportunity for
additional dwellings, and

the number of dwellings or opportunities for dwellings on each lot
after subdivision will be the same as before the subdivision, and

the potential for land use conflict will not be increased as a result of
the subdivision, and

if the land is in a rural zone, the agricultural viability of the land will
not be adversely affected as a result of the subdivision.

ORDINARY COUNCIL MEETING -10 FEBRUARY 2015

MOTION

022

Mayor Bruce MacKenzie
Councillor Paul Le Mottee

It was resolved that Council immediately prepare a Planning Proposal
to amend the LEP to include the following:

Add to Schedule 2 Exempt Development:

Realignment of Boundaries
The Realignment of Boundaries pursuant to this Clause:
a) must be of minimal environmental impact, and

b) cannot be carried out in critical habitat of an endangered
species, population or ecological community (identified
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d)

a)
b)

under the Threatened Species Conservation Act 1995 or the
Fisheries Management Act 1994), and

cannot be carried out in a wilderness area (identified under
the Wilderness Act 1987).

cannot be carried on land on which a heritage item or draft
heritage item is situated.

This Clause applies to land in Zones:

X.  RU1 Primary Production,

xi. RU2 Rural Landscape,

xii.  RU3 Forestry,

xii.  RU4 Primary Production Small Lots,
xiv.  RUé Transition,

xv. R5 Large Lot Residential,
xvi. E2 Environmental Conservation,
xvii.  E3 Environmental Management or

xviii.  E4 Environmental Living.

The subdivision of land, for the purpose only of any one or more of
the following, is exempt development specified for this clause:

widening a public road,
a realignment of boundaries:

i that will not create additional lots or the opportunity for
additional dwellings, and

ii. that will not create a resultant lot that is more than 15%
different in area to at least one pre-existing lot

ii.  that will not result in one or more lots that are smaller
than the minimum size specified in an environmental
planning instrument in relation to the land concerned
(unless the original lot or lots are already smaller than
the minimum size), and

iv. that will not adversely affect the provision of existing
services on alot, and

v. that will not result in any increased bush fire risk to
existing buildings,

rectifying an encroachment on a lot,

creating a public reserve,

excising from a lot land that is, or is intended to be, used for
public purposes, including drainage purposes, rural fire
brigade or other emergency service purposes or public
toilefts.
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Add to Part 4 Principal Development Standards

Exceptions to minimum subdivision lot size for lot boundary
adjustments in certain Rural, Residential and Environmental Zones.

The objective of this clause is to facilitate boundary adjustments
between lots if one or more resultant lots do not meet the
minimum lot size shown on the Lot Size Map in relation to that land
and the objectives of the relevant zone can be achieved.

1) This clause applies to land in the following zones:
X.  RU1 Primary Production,
xi. RU2 Rural Landscape,
xii. RU3 Forestry,
xii. ~ RU4 Primary Production Small Lots,
xiv.  RUé Transition,
xv. RS Large Lot Residential,
xvi.  E2 Environmental Conservation,
xvii.  E3 Environmental Management or
xviii.  E4 Environmental Living.

2) Despite clause 4.1, development consent may be granted
to subdivide land by adjusting the boundary between
adjoining lots if one or more resultant lots do not meet the
minimum lot size shown on the Lot Size Map in relation to that
land, and the consent authority is satisfied that:

a) the subdivision will not create additional lots or the
opportunity for additional dwellings, and

b) the number of dwellings or opportunities for dwellings
on each lot after subdivision will be the same as before
the subdivision, and

c) the potential for land use conflict will not be increased
as a result of the subdivision, and

d) if the land is in a rural zone, the agricultural viability of
the land will not be adversely affected as a result of the
subdivision.

In accordance with Section 375 (A) of the Local Government Act 1993, a division is
required for this item.

Those for the Motion: Mayor Bruce MacKenzie, Crs Paul Le Mottee, Ken Jordan, Chris
Doohan, Steve Tucker, Geoff Dingle, John Nell, John Morello and Sally Dover.
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Those against the Motion: Nil.

BACKGROUND REPORT OF: MATTHEW BROWN - DEVELOPMENT ASSESSMENT
AND COMPLIANCE SECTION MANAGER, DEVELOPMENT SERVICES

BACKGROUND

Boundary realignments are not currently a permissible form of development under
the Port Stephens Local Environmental Plan 2013 (PSLEP 2013). Rather, boundary
realignments are permitted under the State policy — SEPP (Exempt and Complying
Codes) 2008. The State policy permits boundary realignments without the
requirement for gaining a development consent, however only when a number of
conditions can be met.

Changes to the State policy over time has seen a confinued restriction on the
scenarios where boundary realignments can be carried out, to the extent that
proposals once considered to be straight-forward developments are no longer
permissible.

The restrictions imposed on boundary alignments results in impractical development
outcomes in many instances, where boundaries on the map do not relate to
topographical or physical features of the land. Consequently, public confidence in
the planning process can be negatively impacted.

To restore a practical outcome based solution, Council has the option to prepare a
planning proposal to infroduce permissibility for boundary realignments under the
PSLEP 2013, such as described in the resolution above.

It is noted that the above resolution addresses those boundary realignments
permissible without consent. In addition the above resolution also provides for
Council to consider a planning proposal to address those boundary realignments
that do not meet the above stated criteria, allowing a merits based assessment to
be carried out via a development application.

The standard process for proposed amendments to the PSLEP 2013 is approval from
the Department of Planning and Environment subject to the review of the Planning
Proposal. At this stage it is unclear on the Department's position on the proposed
amendment which will be established through consultation with the Department
through the preparation of the Planning Proposal.

It is noted that in the planning framework there is generally a requirement for local
environmental plans to maintain consistency with State policy. In this instance, the
consistency between the State policy and the proposed amendments to the PSLEP
2013 would need to be established with the Department of Planning and
Environment. This may require lobbying of the State Government to change the
State policy to provide for consistency with the proposed amendment to the PSLEP
2013.

There being no further business the meeting closed at 6.47pm.
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