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Dear Mr Wallis

Re: Submission on the Draft Plan of Management, Boomerang Park February 2016 (Draft PoM).

Background

Boomerang Park is the premier park of Raymond Terrace. Boomerang Park is dedicated for the purpose of public
recreation and has been public land for 179 years. It is the oldest Park in the Hunter, culturally significant and
heritage listed. Boomerang Park is the lungs of a healthy and vibrant urban centre, and as the Terrace looks at
rapid growth, these lungs will become even more valuable, as will the heritage streetscape.

This submission objects to the following Draft PoM as follows:

2.5 Current park usage p.10

Page. 10 of the Draft PoM uses the term “underutilised” to describe Boomerang Park. This is without
comprehensive factual evidence and analysis to support this statement. This term should be removed. There are
many people actively and passively using the Park whether by walking through or driving past they all “consume”
the beauty of the Park. Plants and animals live in the park and we all breathe the oxygen it producés. This is no
basis for subdivision or development of the Park.

3.3 Land Categorisation p15

The current Plan of Management 2000 (Current PoM) categorises Boomerang Park in three parts:
1. Area of cultural significance
2. Park, and
3. Sportsground.

There is also a small area designated for community services buildings.

There is no reason or any evidence given by Council to remove those three categories. In fact the findings
contained in the heritage and environmental studies appendixed to the Draft PoM support its cultural
significance. | believe Council is wrong in its Draft PoM to categorise the whole as mere “park” as this will remove
current controls that care and protect Boomerang Park for the future. it will subject the entire Park to the risk of
building development, and will disconnect the community from their heritage. Currently no development is
permitted outside of the “community services area”. It appears that Council’s intention in the Draft PoM is to
allow the construction of building in the park including an industrial Men’s Shed and subdivision for the purposes
of housing development.

Conclusion

The Draft PoM fails to reflect the true attributes of this heritage listed, dedicated 179 year old parkland. The

downgrading of Boomerang Park to just one category, “park”, as proposed in the Draft PoM, is net in the Park’s or
the public’s best interests. The Draft Pom is not needed. The current Pom that views Boomerang Park as a

heritage listed Park, just needs to be read and implemented.
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Dear Mr Wallis

Re: Submissions on the Draft Plan of Management, Boomerang Park February 2016 (Draft PoM).

Background

Boormerang Park is the premier park of Raymond Terrace. Boomerang Park js dedicated for the “purpose” of
public recreation and has been public land for 179 years. It is the oldest Park in the hunter, Culturally Significant
and heritage listed. Boomerang Park is the lungs of a healthy and vibrant urban centre, and as the Terrace looks at
rapid growth, these lungs will become even more valuable, as will the heritage streetscape.

This submission objects to the following Draft PoM are as follows:

2.5 Current park usage p.10

Page. 10 of the Draft PoM usés the term “underutilised” to describe Boomerang Park. This is without
comprehensive factual evidence and analysis to support this statement. This term should be removed. There are
many people actively and passively using the Park whether by walking through or driving past they all “consume”
the beauty of the Park. This is no basis for suhdivision or development of the Park.

3.3 Land Categorisation p15 | 75T Ve R, ey
The current Plan of Management 2000 {Current PoM) categorises Boomerang Parkiin: three parts iy
1. Area of cultural significance

2. Park, and 23 MR 70 i
3. Sportsground. 3
There is also a small area designated for community services buildings.
There is no réason or any evidence given by Council to remove those three categof‘ es-nfact.the. frndlngs i

contained in the heritage and environmental studies apppendixed to the Draft PoM support its cuttural
significance. | believe Council is wrong in its Draft PoM to categorise the whole as mere “park” as this will remove
current controls that care and protect Boornerang Park for the future. It will subject the entire Park to the risk of
building development, and will disconnect the community from their heritage. Currently no development is
permitted outside of the “community services area”. It appears that Council’s intention in the Draft PoM is to
allow the construction of building in the park including an industrial Men’s Shed and subdivision for the purposes
of housing development.

Conclusion

The Draft PoM fails to reflect the true attributes of this heritage listed, dedicated 179 year old parkland. The
downgrading of Boomerang Park to just one category, “park”, as proposed in the Draft PoM, is not in the Park’s or
the public’s best interests. The Draft Pom is nat needed. The current Pom that views Boomerang Park as a
heritage listed Park, just heeds to be read and implemented.

Thank you
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Re: Submission on the Draft Plan of Management, Boomerang Park February 2016 (Draft PoM).

Background

Boomerang Park is the premier park of Raymond Terrace. Boomerang Park is dedicated for the purpase of public
tecreation and has been public land for 179 years. It is the oldest Park in the Hunter, culturally significant and
heritage listed. Boomerang Park is the fungs. of a healthy and vibrant urban- centre; and as the Terrace looks at
rapid growth, these lungs will become even more valuable, as will the heritage streetscape.

This submission objects to the following Draft PoM as follows:

2.5 Current park usage p.10

Page. 10 of the Draft PoM uses the term “underutilised” to describe Boomerang Park. This is without
comprehensive factual evidence and analysis to support this statement. This term should be removed. There are
many people actively and passively using the Park whether by walking through or driving past they all “consume”
the beauty of the Park. Plants and animals live in the park and we all breathe the oxygen it produces. This is no
basis for subdivision or development of the Park.

3.3 Land Categorisation p15
The current Plan of Management 2000 (Current PoM) categorises Boomerang Park in three parts:

1. Area of cultural significance
2. Park, and
3. Sportsground.
There is also a small area designated for community services buildings.

There is no reason or any evidence given by Council to remove those three categories. In fact the findings
contained in the heritage and environmental studies appendixed to the Draft PoM support its cultural
significance. I believe Council is wrong in its Draft PoM to categorise the whole as mere “park” as this will remove
current controls that care and protect Boomerang Park for the future. It will subject the entire Park to the risk of
building development, and will disconnect the community from their heritage. Currently no development is
permitted outside of the “community services area”. It appears that Council’s intention in the Draft PoM is to
allow the construction of building in the park including an industrial Men‘s Shed and subdivision for the purposes
of housing development.

Conclusion

The Draft PoM fails to reflect the true attributes of this heritage listed, dedicated 179 year old parkland. The
downgrading of Boomerang Park to just one category, “park”, as proposed in the Draft PoM, is not in the Park’s or
the public’s best interests. The Draft Pom is not needed. The current Pom that views Boomerang Park as a
heritage listed Park, just needs to be read and implemented.

Thank you.
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Dear Mr Wallis

Re: Submission on the Draft Plan of Management, Boomerang Park February 2016 (Draft PoM).

Background

Boomerang Park is the premier park of Raymond Terrace. Boomerang Park is dedicated for the purpose of public
recreation and has been public land for 179 years. It is the oldest Park in the Hunter, culturally significant and
heritage listed. Boomerang Park is the lungs of a healthy and vibrant urban centre, and as the Terrace looks at
rapid growth, these lungs will become even more valuable, as will the heritage streetscape.

This submission objects to the following Draft PoM as follows:

2.5 Current park usage p.10

Page. 10 of the Draft PoM uses the term “underutilised” to describe Boomerang Park. This is without
comprehensive factual evidence and analysis to support this statement. This term should be removed. There are
many people actively and passively using the Park whether by walking through or driving past they all “consume”
the beauty of the Park. Plants and animals live in the park and we all breathe the oxygen it produces. This is no
basis for subdivision or development of the Park.

3.3 Land Categorisation p15

The current Plan of Management 2000 (Current PoM) categorises Boomerang Park in three parts:
1. Area of cultural significance
2. Park, and
3. Sportsground.

There is also a small area designated for community services buildings.

There is no reason or any evidence given by Council to remove those three categories. In fact the findings
contained in the heritage and environmental studies appendixed to the Draft PoM support its cultural
significance. | believe Council is wrong in its Draft PoM to categorise the whole as mere “park” as this will remove
current controls that care and protect Boomerang Park for the future. It will subject the entire Park to the risk of
building development, and will disconnect the community from their heritage. Currently no development is
permitted otitside of the “community services area”. It appears that Council’s inténtion in the Draft PoM is to
allow the construction of building in the park including an industrial Men’s Shed and subdivision for the purposes
of housing development.

Conclusion

The Draft PoM fails to reflect the true attributes of this heritage listed, dedicated 179 year old parkland. The
downgrading of Boomerang Park to just one category, “park”, as proposed in the Draft PoM, is not in the Park’s or
the public’s best interests. The Draft Pom is not needed. The current Pom that views Boomerang Park as a
heritage listed Park, just needs to be read and implemented.
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The General Manager

Port Stephens Council

P.O Box 42

RAYMOND TERRACE, NSW 2324
council@portstephens.nsw.gov.au

Dear Mr Wallis

Re: Submission on the Draft Plan of Management, Boomerang Park February 2016 (Draft PoM]).

Background

Boomerang Park is the premier park of Raymond Terrace. Boomerang Park is dedicated for the purpose of public
recreation and has been public land for 179 years. It is the oldest Park in the Hunter, culturally significant and
heritage listed. Boomerang Park is the lungs of a healthy and vibrant urban centre, and as the Terrace looks at
rapid growth, these lungs will become even more valuable, as will the heritage streetscape.

This submission objects to the following Draft PoM as follows:

2.5 Current park usage p.10

Page. 10 of the Draft PoM uses the term “underutilised” to describe Boomerang Park. This is without
comprehensive factual evidence and analysis to support this statement. This term should be removed. There are
many people actively and passively using the Park whether by walking through or driving past they all “consume”
the beauty of the Park. Plants and animals live in the park and we all breathe the oxygen it produces. This is no
basis for subdivision or development of the Park.

3.3 Land Categorisation p15

The current Plan of Management 2000 (Current PoM) categorises Baomerang Park in three parts:
1. Area of cultural significance
2, Park, and
3. Sportsground.

There is also a small area designated for community services buildings.

There is no reason ar any evidence given by Council to remove those three categories. In fact the findings
contained in the heritage and environmental studies appendixed to'the Draft PoM support its cultural
significance. { believe Council is wrong in its Draft PoM to categorise the whole as mere “park” as this will remove
current controls that care and protect Boomerang Park for the future. It will subject the entire Park to the risk of
building development, and will disconnect the community from their heritage. Currently no development is
permitted outside of the “community services area”. It appears that Council’s intention in the Draft PoM is to
allow the construction of building in the park including an industrial Men’s Shed and subdivision for the purposes
of housing development.

Conclusion

The Draft PoM fails to reflect the true attributes of this heritage listed, dedicated 179 year old parkland. The
downgrading of Boomerang Park to just one category, “park”, as proposed in the Draft PoM, is not in the Park’s or
the public’s best interests. The Draft Pom is not needed. The current Pom thiat views Boomerang Park as a
heritage listed Park, just needs to be read and implemented.

Thank you.
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The General Manager
Port Stephens Council

P.O Box 42

RAYMOND TERRACE, NSW 2324
council@portstephens.nsw.gov.au

Dear Mr Wallis
Re: Submission on the Draft Plan of Management, Boomerang Park February 2016 (Draft PoM).

Background

Boomerang Park is the premier park of Raymond Terrace. Boomerang Park is dedicated for the purpose of public
recreation and has been public land for 179 years. It is the oldest Park in the Hunter, culturally significant and
heritage listed. Boomerang Park is the lungs of a healthy and vibrant urban centre, and as the Terrace looks at
rapid growth, these lungs will become even more valuable, as will the heritage streetscape.

This submission objects to the following Draft PoM as follows:

2.5 Current park usage p.10

Page. 10 of the Draft PoM uses the term “underutilised” to desceribe Boomerang Park. This is without
comprehensive factual evidence and analysis to support this statement. This term should be removed. There are
many people actively and passively using the Park whether by walking through or driving past they all “consume”
the beauty of the Park. Plants and animals live in the park and we all breathe the oxygen it produces. This is no
basis for subdivision or development of the Park.

3.3 Land Categorisation p15

The current Plan of Management 2000 (Current PoM) categorises Boomerang Park in three parts:
1. Area of cultural significance
2. Park, and
3. Spartsground.

There is also a small area designated for community services buildings.

There is no reason or any evidence given by Council to remove those three categories. In fact the findings
contained in the heritage and environmental studies appendixed to the Draft PoM support its cultural
significance. | believe Council is wrong in its Draft PoM to categorise the whole as mere “park” as this will remove
current controls that care and protect Boomerang Park for the future. It will subject the entire Park to the risk of
building development, and will disconnect the community from their heritage. Curtently no development is
permitted outside of the “community services area”. It appears that Council's intentior in the Draft PoM is to
allow the construction of building in the park including an industrial Men’s Shed and subdivision for'the purposes
of housing development.

Conclusion
The Draft PoM fails to reflect the true attributes of this heritage listed, dedicated 179 year old parkland. The
downgrading of Booemerang Park to just one category, “park”, as proposed in the Draft Pol, is not in the Park’s or

the public’s best interests. The Draft Pom is not needed. The current Pom that views Boomerang Park as a
heritage listed Park, just needs to be read and implemented.

Thank you.
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Re: Submission on the Draft Plan of Management, Boomerang Park February 2016 (D'I‘aft PoM)............ i
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Background |

Boomerang Park isthe premier park of Raymond Terrace.Boomerang Park is dedicated for the purposeof public
recreation and has been public land for 179 years. It is the oldest Park in the Hunter, culturally significant and
heritage listed. BoomerangPark is the lungs of a healthy and vibrant urban centre, and as the Terrace looks at
rapid growth, these lungs will become even mare valuable, as will the heritage streetscape.

This submission objects to the following Draft PoM as follows:

2.5 Current park usage p.10

Page. 10 of the Draft PoM uses the term “underutilised” to describe Boomerang Park. This is without
comprehensive factual evidence and analysis to support this statement. This term should be removed. There are
many peoplée actively and passively using the Park whether by walking through or driving past they alt “consume”
the beauty of the Park. Plants and animals live in the park and we all breathe the oxygen it produces. This is no
basis for subdivision or developmient of the Park.

3.2 Land Categorisationp15

The current Plan of Management 2000 (Current PoM)categorises Boomerang Park in three parts:
1. Area of cultural significance
2. Park,and
3. Sportsground.

There is also a small area designated for community services buildings.

There is no reason or any evidence given by Council to remove those three categories.In fact the findings
contained in the heritage and environmental studies appendixed to the Draft PoM support its cultural
significance.| believe Council is wrong in its Draft PoM to categorisethe whole asmere “park” as this will remove
cutrent controls that care and protect Boomerang Park for the future. It will subject the entire Park to the risk of
building development, and will disconnect the community from their heritage. Currently no development is
permitted outside of the “community services area”.It appears that Council’s intentionin the Draft PoM is to allow
the construction of building in the park includingan industrial Men’s Shed and subdivision for the purposes of
housing development.

Conclusion

The Draft PoM fails to reflect the true attributes of this heritage listed, dedicated 179 year old parkland.The
downgrading of Boomerang Park to just one category, “park”, as proposed in the Draft PoM, is not in the Park’s or
the public’s best interests. The Draft Pom is not needed. The current Pom that views Boomerang Park as a
heritage listed Park, just needs to be read and implemented.

Thank you.
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Dear Mr Wallis

Re: Submission on the Draft Plan of Management, Boomerang Park February 20;6 {Draft PoM).

Background

Boomerang Park is the premier park of Raymond Terrace. Boomerang Park is dedicated for the purpose of public
recreation and has been public land for 179 years. It is the oldest Park in the Hunter, culturally significant and
heritage listed. Bodrnierang Park is thie lungs of a healthy and vibrant urbari centré, and as the Terrace l6oks at
rapid growth, these lungs will become even more valuable, as will the heritage streetscape.

This submission objects to the following Draft PoM as follows:

2.5 Current park usage p.10

Page. 10 6f the Draft PoM uses the term “underutilised” to describe Boomerang Park, This is without
comprehensive factual evidence and analysis to support this statement. This term should be removed. There are
many people actively and passively using the Park whether by walking through or driving past they all “consume”
the beauty of the Park. Plants and animals live in the park and we all breathe the oxygen it produces. This is no
basis for subdivision or development of the Park.

3.3 Land Categorisation p15

The current Plan of Management 2000 {Current PoM) categorises Boomerang Park in three parts:
1. Area of cultural significance
2. Park, and
3. Sportsground.

There is also a $mall area designated for community services buildings.

There is no reason or any evidence given by Council to remove those three catégories. In fact the findings
contained in the heritage and environmental studies appendixed to the Draft PaM support its cultural
significance. | believe Council is wrong in its Draft PoM to categorise the whole as mere “park” as this will remove
current controls that care and protect Boomerang Park for the future, It will subject the entire Park to the risk of
building dévelopment, and will disconnect the community from their heritage. Currently no development is
permitted outside of the “community services area”. It appears that Council’s intention in the Draft PoM is te
allow the construction of building in the park including an industrial Men’s Shed and subdivision for the purposes
of housing development.

Conclusion

The Draft PoM fails to reflect the true attributes of this heritage listed, dedicated 179 year old parkland. The
downgrading of Boomerang Park to just one category, “park”, as proposed ifi the Draft PoM, is notin the Park’s or
the public’s best interests. The Draft Pom is not needed. The current Pom that views Boomerang Park as a
heritage listed Park, just needs to be read aind implemented.

Thank you.
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Dear Mr Wallis
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Re: Submission on the Draft Plan of Management, Boomerang Park February 20:

Background

Boomerang Park is the premier park of Raymond Terrace. Boomerang Park is dedicated for the purpose of public
recreation and has been public land for 179 years. It is the aldest Park in the Hunter, culturally significant and
heritage listed. Boomerang Park is the lungs of a healthy and vibrant urban centre, and as the Terrace looks at
rapid growth, these lungs will become even more valuable, as will the heritage streetscape.

This submission objects to the following Draft PoM as follows:

2.5 Current park usage p.10

Page. 10 of the Draft PoM uses the term “underutilised” to describe Boomerang Park. This is without
comprehensive factual evidence and analysis to support this statement. This term should be removed. There are
many people actively and passively using the Park whether by walking through or driving past they all “consume”
the beauty of the Park. Plants and animals live in the park and we all breathe the oxygen it produces. This is no
basis for subdivision or development of the Park.

3.3 Land Categorisation p15

The current Plan of Management 2000 {Current PoM) categorises Boomerang Park in three parts:
1. Area of cultural significance
2, Park, and
3. Sportsground.

There is also a small area designated for community services buildings.

There is no reason or any evidence given by Council to remove those three categories. In fact the findings
contained in the heritage and environmental studies appendixed to the Draft PoM support its cultural
significance. | believe Council is wrong in its Draft PoM to categorise the whole as mere “park” as this will remove
current controls that care and protect Boomerang Park for the future. It will subject the entire Park to the risk of
building development, and will disconnect the community from their heritage. Currently no development is
permitted outside of the “community services area”. It appears that Council’s intention in the Draft PoM is to
allow the construction of building in the park including an industrial Men’s Shed and subdivision for thé purposes
of housing development.

Conclusion

The Draft PoM fails to reflect the true attributes of this heritage listed, dedicated 179 year old parkland. The
downgrading of Boomerang Park to just one category, “park”, as proposed in the Draft PoM, is not in the Park’s or
the public’s best interests. The Draft Pom is not needed. The current Pom that views Boomerang Park as a
heritage listed Park, just needs to be read and implemented.

Thank you.

ADDRESS

3-3-16

CONTACT NO. DATE




The General Manager

Pot Stephens Council

P.O Box 42

RAYMOND TERRACE, NSW 2324
council@portstephens.nsw.gov.au

d )

I

/

| i
f i
]

!
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Re: Submissions on the Draft Plan of Management, Boomerang Park February 2016 (Draft PoM).

Background

Boomerang Park is the premier park of Raymond Terrace. Boomerang Park is dedicated for the “purpose” of
public recreation and has been public land for 179 vears. It is the oldest Park in the hunter, Cilturally Significant
and heritage listed. Boomerang Park is the lungs of a healthy and vibrant urban centre, and as the Terrace looks at
rapid growth, these lungs will become even more valuable, as will the heritage streetscape.

This submission objects to the following Draft PoM as follows:

2.5 Current park usage p.10

Page. 10 of the Draft PoM uses the term ”underutlllsed" to describe Boomerang Park. This is without
comprehensive factual evidence and anal#sls to support this statement. This term should be removed. There are
miany people actively and passively using the Park whether by walking through or driving past they all “corisume”
the beauty of the Park. Plants and animals live in the park and we all breathe the oxygen it produces. This is no
basis for subdivision or development of the Park.

3.3 Land Categorisation p15
The current Plan of Management 2000 (Current PolM) categorises Boomerang Park in three parts:

1. Area of cultural significance
2. Park, and
3. Sportsground.
There is also a small area designated for community services buildings.

There is no reason or any evidence given by Council to remove those three categories. In fact the findings
contained in the heritage and environmental studies apppendixed to the Draft PoM support its cultural
significance, | believe Council js wrong in its Draft PoM to categorise the whole as mere “park” as this will remove
current controls that care and protect Bromerang Park for the future. It will subject the entire Park to the fisk of
hulldmg development, and will disconnect the communrity from their heritage. Currently no development is
permitted outside of the “ ‘community services area”. It appears that Council’s intention in the Draft PoM is to
allow the construction of building in the park including an industrial Men’s Shed and subdivision for the purpases
of housing development.

Conclusion

The Draft PoM fails to reflect the true attributes of this heritage listed, dedicated 179 year old parkiand. The
downgrading of Boomerang Park to just one category, “park”, as proposed in the Draft PoM, is not in the Park’s or
the public’s best interests. The: Draft Pom is not neéded. The current Pom that views Boomeérang Park as a
heritage listed Park, just needs to be read and implemented.

Thank you
ADDRESS
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The General Manager

Port Stephens Council

P.O Box 42

RAYMOND TERRACE, NSW 2324
council@portstephens.nsw.gov.au

Dear Mr Wallis
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Re: Submission on the Draft Plan of Management, Boomerang Park Februaty 2016 (DraftPoM). .|

Background

Boomerang Park isthe premier park of Raymond Terrace.Boomerang Park is dedicated for the purposeof public
recreation and has been public land for 179 years. It is the oldest Park in the Hunter, culturally significant and
heritage listed. BoomerangPark is the lungs of a healthy and vibrant urban centre, and as the Terrace looks at
rapid growth, these lungs will become even more valuable, as will the heritage streetscape.

This submission objects to the foilowing Draft PoM as follows:

2.5 Current park usage p.10
Page. 10 of the Draft PoM uses the term “underutilised” to describe Boomerang Park. This is without

comprehensive factual evidence and analysis to support this statement. This term should be removed. There are
many people actively and passively using the Park whether by walking through or driving past they all “consume”
the beauty of the Park. Plants and animals live in the park and we all breathe the oxygen it produces. This is no
basis for subdivision or development of the Park.

3.3 Land Categorisationpl5

The cutrent Plan of Management 2000 (Current PoM)categorises Boomerang Park in three parts:
1. Area of cultural significance
2. Park,and
3. Sportsground.

There is also a small area designated for community services buildings.

There is no reason or any evidence given by Council to remove those three categories.In fact the findings
contained in the heritage and environmental studies appendixed to the Draft PoM support its cultural
significance.l believe Council is wrong in its Draft PoM to categorisethe whole asmere “park” as this will remove
current controls that care and protect Boomerang Park for the future. It will subject the entire Park to the risk of
building development, and will disconnect the community from their heritage. Currently no development is
permitted outside of the “community services area”.It appears that Council’s intentionin the Draft PoM is to allow
the construction of building in the park includingan industrial Men's Shed and subdivision for the purposes of
housing development.

Conclusion
The Draft PoM fails to reflect the true attributes of this heritage listed, dedicated 179 year old parkland.The

downgrading of Boomerang Park to just one category, “park”, as proposed in the Draft PoM, is not in the Park’s or
the public’s best interests. The Draft Pom is not needed. The current Pom that views Boomerang Park as a
heritage listed Park, just needs to be read and implemented.

Thank you.
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Port Stephens Council | Lvgiat j
P.O Box 42 { 13 ka 9 90 |
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council@portstephens.nsw.gov.au

Dear Mr Wallis

Re: Submission on the Draft Plan of Management, Boomerang Park February 2016 (Draft PoM).

Background

Boomerang Park is the premier park of Raymond Terrace. Boomerang Park is dedicated for the purpose of public
recreation and has been public land for 179 years. It is the oldest Park in the Hunter, culturally significant and
heritage listed. Boomerang Park is the lungs of a healthy and vibrant urban centre, and as the Terrace iooks at
rapid growth, these lungs will become even more valuable, as will the heritage streetscape.

This submission abjects to the following Draft PoM as follows:

2.5 Current park usage p.10

Page. 10 of the Draft PoM uses the term “underutilised” to describe Boomerang Park. This is without
comprehensive factual evidence and analysis to support this statement. This term should be removed. There are
many people actively and passively using the Park whether by walking through or driving past they all “consume”
the beauty of the Park. Plants and animals live in the park and we all breathe the oxygen it produces. This is no
basis for subdivision or development of the Park.

3.3 Land Categorisationp15

The current Plan of Management 2000 (Current PoM) categorises Boomerang Park in three parts:
1. Area of cultural significance
2. Park, and
3. Sportsground.

There is also a small area designated for community services buildings.

There is no reason ar any evidence given by Council to remove those three categories. In fact the findings
contained in the heritage and environmental studies appendixed to the Draft Po