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“To create opportunities 
for a variety of work 
and lifestyle choices  
in a healthy, natural  
environment” 



 

 

How Council Operates 
 
Hawkesbury City Council supports and encourages the involvement and participation of local residents in 
issues that affect the City. 
 
The 12 Councillors who represent Hawkesbury City Council are elected at Local Government elections 
held every four years.  Voting at these elections is compulsory for residents who are aged 18 years and 
over and who reside permanently in the City. 
 
Ordinary Meetings of Council are held on the second Tuesday of each month, except January, and the last 
Tuesday of each month, except December.  The meetings start at 6:30pm and are scheduled to conclude 
by 11:00pm.  These meetings are open to the public. 
 
When an Extraordinary Meeting of Council is held it will usually start at 6:30pm.  These meetings are also 
open to the public. 
 
Meeting Procedure 
 
The Mayor is Chairperson of the meeting. 
 
The business paper contains the agenda and information on the issues to be dealt with at the meeting.  
Matters before the Council will be dealt with by an exception process.  This involves Councillors advising 
the General Manager at least two hours before the meeting of those matters they wish to discuss.  A list 
will then be prepared of all matters to be discussed and this will be publicly displayed in the Chambers.  At 
the appropriate stage of the meeting, the Chairperson will move for all those matters not listed for 
discussion to be adopted.  The meeting then will proceed to deal with each item listed for discussion and 
decision. 
 
Public Participation 
 
Members of the public can request to speak about a matter raised in the business paper for the Council 
meeting.  You must register to speak prior to 3:00pm on the day of the meeting by contacting Council.  You 
will need to complete an application form and lodge it with the General Manager by this time, where 
possible.  The application form is available on the Council's website, from reception, at the meeting, by 
contacting the Manager Corporate Services and Governance on 4560 4426 or by email at 
arouse@hawkesbury.nsw.gov.au. 
 
The Mayor will invite interested persons to address the Council when the matter is being considered.  
Speakers have a maximum of five minutes to present their views.  If there are a large number of responses 
in a matter, they may be asked to organise for three representatives to address the Council. 
 
A Point of Interest 
 
Voting on matters for consideration is operated electronically.  Councillors have in front of them both a 
"Yes" and a "No" button with which they cast their vote.  The results of the vote are displayed on the 
electronic voting board above the Minute Clerk.  This was an innovation in Australian Local Government 
pioneered by Hawkesbury City Council. 
 
Planning Decision 
 
Under Section 375A of the Local Government Act 1993, details of those Councillors supporting or 
opposing a 'planning decision' must be recorded in a register.  For this purpose a division must be called 
when a motion in relation to the matter is put to the meeting.  This will enable the names of those 
Councillors voting for or against the motion to be recorded in the minutes of the meeting and subsequently 
included in the required register. 
 
Website 
 
Business Papers can be viewed on Council's website from noon on the Friday before each meeting.  The 
website address is www.hawkesbury.nsw.gov.au. 
 
Further Information 
 
A guide to Council Meetings is available on the Council's website.  If you require further information about 
meetings of Council, please contact the Manager, Corporate Services and Governance on, telephone  
(02) 4560 4426. 

mailto:arouse@hawkesbury.nsw.gov.au�
http://www.hawkesbury.nsw.gov.au/�
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SECTION 4 - Reports for Determination 

GENERAL MANAGER 

Item: 1 GM - Division of Local Government - Local Infrastructure Renewal Scheme - 
(79351)   

 
 

REPORT: 

Executive Summary 
 
During the 2011 State election campaign the current State Government indicated that, if elected, it would 
introduce a loan subsidisation scheme to assist local councils address infrastructure renewal backlogs. 
 
Circular No. 12-01 dated 6 January 2012 has now been received from the Division of Local Government 
(DLG) providing details of the “Local Infrastructure Renewal Scheme” (LIRS). The Circular indicates that 
the LIRS “provides the opportunity for local councils to access interest subsidies for the purpose of funding 
legitimate infrastructure backlogs”. 
 
The purpose of this report is to provide Council with information and details relating to the LIRS, to discuss 
its potential effects/benefits for Council and to suggest that Council lodge a ”Pre-notification” of its intention 
to lodge an application in respect of a number of related projects currently within Council’s 10 Year Capital 
Works Program. 
 
Consultation 
 
The issues raised in this report concern matters which do not require community consultation under 
Council’s Community Engagement Policy.  Any works that may ultimately be undertaken in association 
with the LIRS are and would be incorporated in the Council’s Capital Works Program which is incorporated 
in Council’s annual Management Plan process and is subject to the community consultation that is 
required to occur as part of that process. 
 
Background 
 
The DLG has issued Circular No 12-01, dated 6 January 2012, to advise of the release of the NSW 
Government’s Local Infrastructure Renewal Scheme (LIRS) and Guidelines. A copy of the Circular is 
included as Attachment 1 to this report. 
 
The Government’s NSW 2021 State Plan has a goal to invest in critical infrastructure.  To achieve this, the 
NSW Government has committed to implementing a Local Infrastructure Backlog Policy.  The Circular 
addresses three main elements of this policy: 
 
1. Council by council audit of infrastructure backlog; 
 
2. Local Infrastructure Renewal Scheme; 
 
3. NSW Treasury Corporation financial assessment and benchmarking. 
 
The purpose of this report is to provide an outline of the matters addressed in this Circular and to identify 
relevant considerations to be taken into account regarding Council’s possible participation in the Scheme.  
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1. Council by Council audit of infrastructure backlog 
 
The DLG will be conducting an audit on infrastructure backlogs based on 10 Year Asset Management 
Plans developed by councils under the Integrated Planning and Reporting Framework (IP&R) and data 
included in Council's Annual Financial Reports.  The audit is aimed at providing better information on 
investment needs.  The audit is being undertaken in stages from 2011 to 2014 as councils commence 
under the IP&R framework. 
 

Council’s position 
 
Council is currently developing its 10 year Asset Management Plans.  Council is a Group 3 council 
and is therefore required to be fully compliant with the IP&R framework by June 2012.  It is 
expected that the audit on Council’s infrastructure would occur after this date.  The other source of 
information available for this audit is Special Schedule 7. 

 
2. Local Infrastructure Renewal Scheme   
 
The LIRS is a Scheme whereby councils have the opportunity to access interest subsidies for the purpose 
of funding legitimate infrastructure backlogs.  The LIRS will provide a 4% interest subsidy to assist councils 
with legitimate infrastructure backlogs to cover the cost of borrowing.  The subsidy aims to provide an 
incentive to councils to make greater use of debt funding to accelerate investment in infrastructure 
backlogs and augment funding options already available to councils.   It is anticipated that there will be two 
or three rounds of applications for LIRS assistance commencing with the first round in 2011/2012 and the 
final round commencing no later than 2013/2014 to enable loan drawdown by 30 June 2015.  The funding 
available for distribution amongst successful applicants is limited. Following the first round and take up rate 
it may be the case that there are no further funds available and therefore no further rounds of applications. 
Successful applications will be announced in June 2012 and signing of LIRS agreement within 30 days is 
required after the announcement. 
 
All loans subsidised by the LIRS must have a loan term not exceeding ten years, regardless of the starting 
date of the loan agreement and will be subject to specific conditions of LIRS support. 
 
The current timetable as advised by the DLG is: 
 

Item Date 
Pre-notification by councils of their intention 10 February 2012 
lodge an application. 
 
Application closing date. 30 March 2012 
 

Eligibility Requirements and Essential Criteria 
 
Any local council in NSW meeting the eligibility criteria detailed in the Guidelines and summarised below, 
and who agree to LIRS conditions can apply for assistance under the LIRS. 
 
In each application round, a council may submit an application for a maximum of two separate projects or 
programs.  Identified projects are required to have been classified as part of a Council’s infrastructure 
backlog, preferably through Council’s 10 Year Asset Management Program (AMP).  Projects / Programs 
cannot be commercial in nature and must be for community cause (e.g. roads, halls, libraries, parks) and 
form part of Council’s core service delivery area.  Preference will be given to projects/programs with a total 
cost of at least $1 million.  Projects that have already commenced are not eligible.   
 
Identified projects / programs need to meet a number of essential criteria.  The identified works must be for 
legitimate infrastructure backlog works.  Evidence of condition assessment and prioritisation is required to 
support this.  Council must be able to show that the identified works reflect accelerated infrastructure 
investment which is unable to be undertaken with funds currently available.  Council would also be 
required to provide a realistic indication of project timetable including month and year of completion, 
adequate resourcing availability as well as provide evidence of indicative terms of the loan proposed. 
Council will need to commence the project within 12 months of signing the LIRS agreement and therefore 
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will need to be at a reasonably advanced stage of preparation.  Council must also demonstrate a 
commitment to delivering affordable and sustainable infrastructure projects/programs.  That is, it must 
prove via its Asset Management Plans and the Long Term Financial Plan that the identified 
projects/programs will not impact negatively on Council’s long term sustainability.  It is also desirable that 
the projects/programs are consistent with State and Regional planning, with priority likely to be given for 
shorter term loans. 
 
A number of clarifications have been sought regarding Council’s eligibility to apply for the subsidy taking 
into account the status under the Integrated Planning and Reporting Framework.  The advice was that 
Council would still be eligible to apply.   
 

Council’s position 
 
Whilst Council is eligible to apply a number of considerations should be undertaken when 
determining Council’s course of action.  As referred to earlier, Council’s Asset Management Plans 
are currently being developed.  The recently acquired asset management system is also still in the 
very early stage of configuration and implementation.  Council does have asset information, 
including condition information on some of its infrastructure within various stand alone systems. 
 
Given the issues above, Council’s 10 Year Capital Works Program has been reviewed and it is 
suggested that Council could adequately support an LIRS proposal in respect of the replacement of 
a number of existing timber bridges. The replacement of these bridges has been gradually 
addressed over a number of years and there are currently eight bridges that should be replaced both 
from the perspective of reducing ongoing maintenance requirements and the need for these bridges 
to be replaced due to their current age and condition. Further details in this regard will be provided in 
a subsequent section of this report. 
 
The deadline for pre-notification of the intention to lodge an application is 10 February 2012.  The 
application closing date is 30 March 2012.  These deadlines present significant constraints on 
Council’s ability to identify projects / programs, source the relevant information to support an 
application under the scheme and prepare the necessary documentation.  The workload associated 
with this process is exacerbated by the fact that both the Asset Management Plans and Long-Term 
Financial Plan will not be finalised until after the deadlines. Notwithstanding these difficulties it is 
suggested that Council should lodge an application under the Scheme. 

 
Conditions of LIRS Assistance 
 
Applications that satisfy the eligibility and essential criteria as detailed in the Guidelines will be subject to a 
NSW Treasury Corporation financial assessment and benchmarking.  Details on this process are provided 
in part 3 of this report – Financial Assessment and Benchmarking. 
 
The LIRS Guidelines provide details on conditions to be met by councils when obtaining the loan to be 
subsidised.  The LIRS is aimed at assisting Council by way of subsidising interest, paid on a 
reimbursement basis, on borrowings.  Only one LIRS contribution per project/program will be allowed. 
 
The subsidy is for 4%, translated into a fixed amount for the term of the agreement.  If a variable interest 
rate agreement is entered into by Council and there is an interest rate movement, any favourable or 
unfavourable variance would not impact on the agreed subsidy amount.  The dollar amount of the subsidy 
for a given project/program will be fixed in the LIRS Agreement and will be calculated based on the rate of 
the LIRS subsidy and the loan amount and term of each application as contained in the updated Bank 
Term Sheet that is made available by council to the DLG 14 days before the date the successful applicants 
are to be announced.  There will be no adjustment to this subsidy amount over the life of the LIRS 
Agreement, except as provided in the terms of that Agreement.  All financing risks associated with the loan 
are borne by Council. 
 
Loans to be subsidised must be obtained from a third party lender.  The loan cannot be a refinancing 
arrangement, cannot include the costs of administration, travel, licensing, salaries or other recurrent 
activities/costs and can only include maximum of 10% of total loan amount can be spent on specialist 
advise or design and permit costs.  The loan duration cannot exceed 10 years. 



ORDINARY MEETING 
Meeting Date: 31 January 2012 

ORDINARY SECTION 4 Page 10 

 
Council’s position 
 
It is to be noted that this Scheme is a loan interest subsidy scheme, not a grant, and therefore 
requires careful consideration of Council’s capability to repay the loan amount plus the applicable 
interest and any other non funded expenses.  The uptake of a loan under the LIRS comes at a cost.  
This cost should be compared to the costs otherwise incurred through the impact of time value of 
money.  The cost of a project in outer years would be more than the cost of the works being done 
today.  The interest cost, lost interest revenue plus all non loan funded costs should be compared to 
the potential savings made through bringing a project forward and therefore prevent additional costs 
resulting from increase in costs such as CPI, increases in construction costs etc.   
 
As at June 2011, Council’s financial indicator representing liquidity or cash flow position was strong, 
well above the accepted industry benchmark.  From a cash flow perspective, Council currently would 
be in a good position to meet a reasonable loan repayment amount. Long-term cash flow projections 
will be included in the finalised Long-Term Financial Plan.  Council’s Debt Service Ratio is well 
within the accepted industry benchmark and would be expected to remain so if a loan is applied for. 
 
As the aim of the Scheme is to clear the infrastructure backlog, the expectation is that the identified 
project/program is delivered in addition to the works planned in the current year.  The expectation 
would be that Council would deliver already funded projects (such as works carried over) and then 
bring forward works planned for in future years.   
 
In addition to the loan repayments and associated interest Council will also need to fund other 
associated project expenses that cannot be loan funded or are only partially loan funded.  The loan 
repayment amount would impact on Council’s cash flow and therefore its investment interest 
earnings. The lost revenue associated with the annual loan repayment amount needs to be added 
on to the loan interest payment.  The loan interest payment and expenses associated to the project 
but not loan funded would have an impact on the annual budget.   

 
3. NSW Treasury Corporation financial assessment and benchmarking 

 
The NSW Treasury Corporations (T-Corp) is establishing a benchmarking system to enable evaluation of 
councils' financial positions, to enable better financing and investment decisions. Any council applying for 
the LIRS will need to undergo a T-Corp Assessment. 
 
In summary, T-Corp will: 
 
• Look at 10 Year Long Term Financial Plans and underlying assumptions 
• Compare 10 Year  Long Term Financial Plans to Annual Financial Statements 
• Assess Council’s capacity to undertake and service debt 
• Use information gathered in assessments to develop benchmarks for Councils to be able to 

compare financial positions within ‘peer groups’  
 
Regardless of whether Council applies for the LIRS, Council can, and is encouraged to apply to have the 
T-Corp assessment undertaken.  In the case of Group 3 councils such as this Council, it is possible to 
undertake the assessment towards the end of 2012.  This timeframe would allow Council enough time to 
finalise its Long-Tern Financial Plan. 
 
Included as Attachment 2 to this report is a summary of the process proposed to be undertaken by T-Corp. 
 
Potential Submission Under Local Infrastructure Renewal Scheme 
 
Having regard to the comments made previously in this report and the various aspects of the LIRS 
Guidelines, Council’s current 10 Year Capital Works Program has been reviewed in an attempt to identify 
projects/programs that would be suitable to be undertaken utilising loan funds (i.e. infrastructure renewal 
as distinct from long term maintenance, that has a life of a significant period over and above the loan 
period, that would result in a reduction of current and ongoing maintenance, etc.) and that would appear to 
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meet the scheme guidelines given the Council’s current stage of implementation of its asset management 
system and development of associated plans. 
 
Accelerated Timber Bridge Replacement Program 
 
Council maintains an extensive road network throughout its area, which provides vital access to both urban 
and rural communities. 
 
This road network is reliant on many bridge and culvert structures which cross rivers and creeks.   
 
Many of these structures are constructed of timber and have significant deterioration.  Council has been 
progressively renewing these structures, within its limited funding capacity, over a number of years. 
 
Over the last 10 years, nine out of 23 timber bridges have been replaced.  Of the remaining 14 bridges, 
eight are considered to require reconstruction. 
 
Based on the anticipated funding availability, the replacement of these eight bridges is expected to be 
completed within a 10 year program and have been incorporated into Council’s current 10 Year Capital 
Works Program. 
 
During this time significant reactive repair costs will be incurred to extend their service life.  In the event of 
flood events, significant damage or loss of some of these bridges could occur. 
 
The LIRS provides an excellent opportunity to bring forward works on the bridge replacement program. 
 
Based on the eight structures identified in the 10 year plan, the total cost of renewing these structures is 
$4.885million.  These bridges and approximate reconstruction costs are: 
 

Location Length(m) Approx. Replacement 
Cost 

Stannix Park Road 6 $480,000 

Upper Colo Road 14 $320,000 

Upper Colo Road 7 $330,000 

Upper Macdonald Rd 41 $1,500,000 

Upper Macdonald Rd 7 $180,000 

Upper Macdonald Rd 10 $250,000 

Wrights Creek Road 8 $195,000 

West Portland Rd 16 $1,600,000 

Total  $4,885,000 
 
An accelerated program is highly desirable due to the risk and consequences of further deterioration or 
damage.  It is anticipated that these works could be undertaken over two financial years.  Designs have 
been prepared for one bridge (Upper Colo Road) and works on the program can be commenced within the 
required 12 months. 
 
If Council were to make a submission under the LIRS in respect of the replacement of these bridges by 
way of loans there would be a rebate of approximately $1.1million (4% interest subsidy) over the term of 
the loans based on borrowings of approximately $5million over a period of 10 years.  In addition, it has 
been estimated that savings in maintenance costs in order of $90,000 on average per annum over this 
period would also be achieved due to reduced maintenance being required for concrete structures 
compared to the existing timber bridges. 
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Accordingly, it is proposed to recommend that Council submit a “Pre-notification” of its intention lodge an 
application under the LIRS with the DLG with the subsequent lodgement of an application within the 
required timeframe in respect of projects/programs for the replacement of the timber bridges referred to 
previously. 
 
The lodgement of an application will require significant work to provide the detail required in support of the 
submission.  It will also be necessary for negotiations to take place with potential lenders as part of the 
process to meet the timeframes detailed in the Guidelines for the Scheme.  This needs to occur prior to the 
announcement of successful bids and an appropriate recommendation has been incorporated in this 
regard. 
 
As indicated in this report, this process will also require Council being subjected to a “Financial 
Benchmarking Assessment” by T-Corp. 
 
Conformance to Community Strategic Plan 
 
The proposal is consistent with the Linking the Hawkesbury Directions statement; 
 
• Have a comprehensive system of well maintained local and regional roads to serve the needs of the 

community. 
 
and is also consistent with (or is a nominated) goal in the Community Strategic Plan being: 
 
• A road network that balances road condition with available resources and community needs. 
 
Financial Implications 
 
As indicated in the body of this report the timber bridges proposed to form the basis of Council’s LIRS 
submission are currently included within Council's 10 Year Capital Works Program.  However, the issue of 
actual funding being able to be made available in any of those years would be dependant on budgetary 
considerations and other potential priorities at the time.  
 
If Council were successful with its submission it would allow the completion of these works to be ensured 
and achieved as well as being brought forward. 
 
Whilst there would be a rebate of approximately $1.1million from the State Government in respect of the 
interest payable there is still the balance of the interest costs and the repayment of the principal which 
would need to be incorporated as part of Council’s ongoing budgetary processes which would have some 
impact on funds available generally.  Conversely, whilst maintenance costs will not be completely 
eliminated there will be a significant reduction in this requirement for these particular bridges.  
 
Whilst there has been some reluctance in the past to recommend loan funding for infrastructure works due 
to issues surrounding the financing costs and meeting principal repayments at the same time as continuing 
an ongoing works program I would suggest that the interest subsidy available under the LIRS is a strong 
positive indicator to support the approach in this case. 
 
 

RECOMMENDATION: 

That Council: 
 
1. Lodge a “Pre-notification” with the Division of Local Government by 10 February 2012, as required, 

indicating its intention to submit an application under the Local Infrastructure Renewal Scheme for 
the proposals as outlined in the report in this regard.  

 
2. Lodge the associated application with the Division of Local Government by 30 March 2012, as 

required in this regard. 
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3. Authorise the General Manager to commence other necessary actions, including negotiations with 
potential lenders, to facilitate the lodgement and subsequent consideration of Council’s submission 
with the matter being reported back to Council as necessary. 

 
 

ATTACHMENTS: 

AT - 1 Division of Local Government – Circular No. 12-01dated 6 January 2012 re Local Infrastructure 
Renewal Scheme. 

 
AT - 2 T-Corp – Local Infrastructure Renewal Scheme – Financial Benchmarking Assessments. 
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AT - 1 Division of Local Government – Circular No. 12-01dated 6 January 2012 re Local 
Infrastructure Renewal Scheme 
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AT - 2 T-Corp – Local Infrastructure Renewal Scheme – Financial  
Benchmarking Assessments. 
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oooO  END OF REPORT  Oooo 
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Item: 2 GM - Australian Local Government Women's Association (NSW) 59th Annual 
Conference - (79351, 111930)   

 
 

REPORT: 

Executive Summary 
 
The Australian Local Government Women's Association (NSW) 59th Annual Conference will be held in 
Dubbo between 22 and 24 March 2012. 
 
Consultation 
 
The issues raised in this report concern matters which do not require community consultation under 
Council’s Community Engagement Policy. 
 
Background 
 
The Australian Local Government Women's Association (NSW) 59th Annual Conference will be held 22 - 
24 March 2012 in Dubbo.  The Theme of the 2012 Conference is Creators of Change and reflects not only 
the level of influence achieved by women in local government, but opportunities for the future.  Delegates 
will be treated to a showcase of inspirational women who have made a difference to their communities. 
 
Cost of attendance at the Australian Local Government Association (NSW) 59th Annual Conference will be 
approximately $1,320.00 plus travel expenses per delegate. 
 
Budget for Delegates Expenses - Payments made 
 
• Total Budget for Financial Year 2011/2012 $43,000 
• Expenditure to date $31,579 
• Budget balance as at 18/1/12 $11,421 
 
Council may wish to note that Council has previous resolved to send five delegates to attend the 52nd 
Floodplain Management Association Conference to be held in Batemans Bay in February 2012. The 
outstanding commitments in relation to this Conference are approximately $3,730.00. 
 
Conformance to Community Strategic Plan 
 
The proposal is consistent with the Shaping Our Future Together Directions statement: 
 
• Have transparent, accountable and respected leadership and an engaged community. 
 
and is also consistent with (or is a nominated) strategy in the Community Strategic Plan being: 
 
• Have an ongoing engagement and communication with our community, governments and industries. 
 
 
Financial Implications 
 
Funding for this proposal will be provided from the Delegates Expenses Budget. 
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RECOMMENDATION: 

The attendance of nominated Councillors and staff members as considered appropriate by the General 
Manager, at the Australian Local Government Women's Association (NSW) 59th Annual Conference at an 
approximate cost of $1,320.00 plus travel expenses per delegate be approved. 
 
 

ATTACHMENTS: 

There are no supporting documents for this report. 
 
 
 

oooO  END OF REPORT  Oooo 
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CITY PLANNING  

Item: 3 CP - Planning Proposal for Large Lot Residential Development of Lot 1 DP 
880684, 1411 Kurmond Road, Kurmond - (95498)   

 
 

REPORT: 

Executive Summary 
 
This report discusses a planning proposal which seeks to rezone 1411 Kurmond Road, Kurmond for the 
purposes of five large residential lots. 
 
The applicant is Montgomery Planning Solutions (MPS) and the objective of the planning proposal is to 
rezone part of the land to facilitate large lot residential development in keeping with the adjacent 
subdivision pattern to the west. 
 
A plan showing the indicative lot layout is attached to this report. 
 
Consultation 
 
The planning proposal has not yet been exhibited.  If the planning proposal is to proceed it will be exhibited 
in accordance with the relevant provisions of the Environmental Planning and Assessment Act 1979 and 
associated Regulations. 
 
Planning Proposal 
 
MPS seeks to rezone the site in order to create five large residential lots and it is considered that there are 
two possible scenarios regarding the timing of the planning proposal, viz: 
 
• if the planning proposal is to amend the Hawkesbury Local Environmental Plan 1989 (HLEP 1989), 

the appropriate provisions would be by way of an addition to “Schedule 3 – Development for certain 
additional purposes”; or 

 
• if the planning proposal is to amend the draft Hawkesbury Local Environmental Plan 2011 (dLEP 

2011) when made, the appropriate provisions would be by way of zoning a strip of land along 
Kurmond Road as RU5 Village, with the lot size map amended to a minimum of 4000m2. 

 
Site and Surrounds 
 
The site has an area of 11.5ha and is generally rectangular in shape, except for a 4,422m2 irregular 
shaped lot towards Kurmond Road. 
 
The site falls generally from Kurmond Road, with an elevation of approximately 120m AHD, to the south-
east with a lower elevation of approximately 65m AHD.  Slopes are substantially in excess of 15% for 
approximately the front third of the site, the middle third is generally either greater than 15% or between 11 
and 15% in slope, the rear third of the site is generally 4 – 15% in slope. 
 
The majority of the site is cleared and undeveloped except for a dwelling and outbuildings near Kurmond 
Road and two dams. 
 
The site, and surrounding land to the west, south and east is currently zoned Mixed Agriculture under 
HLEP 1989 with a minimum subdivision lot size provision of 10ha.  Land to the north is currently zoned 
Rural Living with a minimum lot size provision of 4ha. 
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All of the site is “bushfire prone land” (primarily vegetation category 1) according to NSW Rural Fire 
Service’s Bushfire Prone Land Map and the site is “Class 5” land as shown on Council’s Acid Sulfate Soils 
Planning Map. 
 
The site falls within the Middle Nepean & Hawkesbury River Catchment Area of Sydney Regional 
Environmental Plan No.20 Hawkesbury – Nepean River (No.2 – 1997) and is not within an area of scenic 
significance under this SREP. 
 
To the south-west of the site are 25 large residential lots, generally in the order of 1500m2 to 8200m2 in 
area.  Land to the south-east and north-east is used for low intensity grazing.  Land on the northern side of 
Kurmond Road comprises a mix of rural residential and grazing uses. 
 
Applicant’s Justification of Proposal 
 
MPS has provided the following reasons in support of the planning proposal: 
 

1. "The land has the appropriate physical characteristics to support large lot residential 
development as proposed. 

 
2. The proposed rezoning will make use of existing infrastructure. 
 
3. There will be no adverse environmental or visual impact as a consequence of 

development of the land. 
 
4. No addition infrastructure is required and no new road construction is required. 
 
5. The proposal represents a suitable expansion of the existing Kurmond Village. 
 
6. The proposal is consistent with the Hawkesbury Residential Land Strategy and meets 

all criteria for rural village development. 
 
7. The proposal will assist in achieving the target (contained in the North West 

Subregional Strategy) for new dwellings in the Hawkesbury". 
 
Assessment 
 
Metropolitan Strategy, Draft North West Subregional Strategy and Hawkesbury Residential Land Strategy 
 
The NSW Government’s Metropolitan Strategy and Draft North West Subregional Strategy establish the 
broad planning directions for the Sydney metropolitan area and north-western sector of Sydney 
respectively.  These documents identify a number of strategies, objectives and actions relating to the 
economy and employment, centres and corridors, housing, transport, environment and resources, parks 
and public places, implementation and governance. 
 
The Hawkesbury Residential Land Strategy (RLS) is, in part, a response to these strategies and seeks to 
identify residential investigation areas and sustainable development criteria which are consistent with the 
NSW Government’s strategies. 
 
The proposal can be described as a rural residential / large lot residential development on the fringe of the 
Kurmond village. 
 
The RLS states that the future role of rural residential development is as follows: 
 

Rural residential developments have historically been a popular lifestyle choice within Hawkesbury 
LGA. However, rural residential development has a number of issues associated with it including:  
 

Impacts on road networks;  
Servicing and infrastructure;  
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Access to facilities and services;  
Access to transport and services;  
Maintaining the rural landscape; and  
Impacts on existing agricultural operations.  

 
Whilst this Strategy acknowledges rural residential dwellings are a part of the Hawkesbury 
residential fabric, rural residential dwellings will play a lesser role in accommodating the future 
population. As such, future rural development should be low density and large lot residential 
dwellings. 

 
For the purposes of this proposal, the relevant criteria for rural residential development are that it be large 
lot residential dwellings and: 
 
• be able to have onsite sewerage disposal;  
• cluster around or on the periphery of villages;  
• address environmental constraints and have minimal impact on the environment. 
 
MPS claims that the site is capable of onsite sewerage disposal, however, no waste water feasibility study 
(or similar) has been provided to support this claim.  Given the size of the site (11.5ha) and the relatively 
small number of additional lots it is considered that onsite sewerage disposal is feasible and the details of 
any proposed system(s) can be investigated at the development application for future subdivision.  Note 
this may require proposed lots 1 and 2 to be increased in size.  (Note: The Planning Proposal stage is not 
approving the lot layout of the proposal, but the overall minimum allotment size.  The lot layout is 
determined and approved at the development application stage.) 
 
The site is on the periphery of the Kurmond village and immediately adjacent to a cluster of rural – 
residential properties fronting Bells Line of Road. 
 
Relevant environmental constraints are discussed in later sections of this report. 
 
Council Policy – Rezoning of Land for Residential Purposes - Infrastructure Issues 
 
On 30 August 2011 Council adopted the following Policy: 
 

That as a matter of policy, Council indicates that it will consider applications to rezone land for 
residential purposes in the Hawkesbury LGA only if the application is consistent with the 
directions and strategies contained in Council’s adopted Community Strategic Plan, has 
adequately considered the existing infrastructure issues in the locality of the development 
(and the impacts of the proposed development on that infrastructure) and has made 
appropriate provision for the required infrastructure for the proposed development in 
accordance with the sustainability criteria contained in Council’s adopted Hawkesbury 
Residential Land Strategy. 
 
Note 1: 
 
In relation to the term “adequately considered the existing infrastructure” above, this will be 
determined ultimately by Council resolution following full merit assessments, Council 
resolution to go to public exhibition and Council resolution to finally adopt the proposal, with or 
without amendment. 
 
Note 2: 
 
The requirements of the term “appropriate provision for the required infrastructure” are set out 
in the sustainability matrix and criteria for development/settlement types in chapter six and 
other relevant sections of the Hawkesbury Residential Land Strategy 2011. 
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At this stage in the assessment of the proposal, it is considered that the proposal achieves satisfactory 
compliance with Council’s Community Strategic Plan and Residential Land Strategy and the proposal 
would have minimal impact on existing infrastructure in the Kurmond area. 
 
Section 117 Directions 
 
Section 117 directions are issued by the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure and apply to planning 
proposals.  Typically, the 117 directions will require certain matters to be complied with and/or require 
consultation with government authorities during the preparation of the planning proposal.  The key 117 
directions are as follows: 
 
1.2 Rural Zones –planning proposals must not rezone land from a rural zone to a residential, business, 

industrial, village or tourist zone and must not contain provisions that will increase the permissible 
density of land within a rural zone (other than land within an existing town or village). 

 
1.3 Mining, Petroleum Production and Extractive Industries – requires consultation with NSW Industry 

and Investment. 
 
3.1 Residential Zones – planning proposals must include provisions that encourage the provision of 

housing that will: 
 

• broaden the choice of building types and locations available in the housing market, and 
• make more efficient use of existing infrastructure and services, and 
• reduce the consumption of land for housing and associated urban development on the urban 

fringe, and 
• be of good design. 

 
Furthermore a planning proposal must contain a requirement that residential development is not permitted 
until land is adequately serviced (or arrangements satisfactory to the council, or other appropriate 
authority, have been made to service it). 
 
3.4 Integrating Land Use and Transport –planning proposals must locate zones for urban purposes and 

include provisions that give effect to and are consistent with the aims, objectives and principles of 
Improving Transport Choice – Guidelines for planning and development (DUAP 2001) 

 
In summary this document seeks to provide guidance on how future development may reduce 
growth in the number and length of private car journeys and make walking, cycling and public 
transport more attractive.  It contains 10 “Accessible Development” principles which promote 
concentration within centres, mixed uses in centres, aligning centres with corridors, linking public 
transport with land use strategies, street connections, pedestrian access, cycle access, 
management of parking supply, road management, and good urban design. 
 
The document is very much centres based and not readily applicable to consideration of a rural-
residential planning proposal.  The document also provides guidance regarding consultation to be 
undertaken as part of the planning proposal process and various investigations/plans to be 
undertaken.  It is recommended that if this planning proposal is to proceed Council seek guidance 
from the Department of Planning & Infrastructure (DP&I), via the “gateway’ process, regarding the 
applicability of this document. 

 
4.1 Acid Sulfate Soils – requires consideration of the Acid Sulfate Soils Planning Guidelines adopted by 

the Director-General of DP&I. 
 
4.4 Planning for Bushfire Protection – requires consultation with the NSW Rural Fire Service, 

compliance with Planning for Bushfire Protection 2006, and compliance with various Asset 
Protection Zones, vehicular access, water supply, layout, and building material provisions. 

 
7.1 Implementation of the Metropolitan Strategy – requires planning proposals to be consistent with the 

NSW Government’s Metropolitan Strategy City of Cities, A Plan for Sydney’s Future. 
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The 117 directions do allow for planning proposals to be inconsistent with the directions.  In general terms 
a planning proposal may be inconsistent with a direction only if the DP&I is satisfied that the proposal is: 
 

(a) justified by a strategy which: 
• gives consideration to the objectives of the direction, and 
• identifies the land which is the subject of the planning proposal (if the planning proposal 

relates to a particular site or sites), and 
• is approved by the Director-General of the Department of Planning, or 

(b) justified by a study prepared in support of the planning proposal which gives consideration to 
the objectives of this direction, or 

(c) in accordance with the relevant Regional Strategy or Sub-Regional Strategy prepared by the 
Department of Planning which gives consideration to the objective of this direction, or 

(d) is of minor significance. 
 
The Hawkesbury Residential Land Strategy (HRLS) has been prepared with consideration given to the 
various Policies and Strategies of the NSW Government and S117 Directions of the Minister.  In this 
regard, a Planning Proposal that is consistent with the Hawkesbury Residential Land Strategy is more 
likely to be able to justify compliance or support for any such inconsistency. 
 
State Environmental Planning Policies 
 
The State Environmental Planning Policies of most relevance are State Environmental Planning Policy No. 
55 Remediation of Land and Sydney Regional Environmental Plan No. 20 Hawkesbury - Nepean River 
(No.2 – 1997). 
 
SEPP 55 requires consideration as to whether or not land is contaminated, and if so, is it suitable for future 
permitted uses in its current state or does it require remediation.  The SEPP may require Council to obtain, 
and have regard to, a report specifying the findings of a preliminary investigation of the land carried out in 
accordance with the contaminated land planning guidelines.  MPS advise that the land has been used for 
low intensity agriculture for many years and there is therefore a low risk of contamination. 
 
Further MPS note that the Department of Planning and Infrastructure’s “Local Plan Making Guidelines” 
states: 
 

In some cases it will be necessary to undertake technical studies or investigations to justify 
different aspects of a planning proposal. Generally, these studies or investigations should not 
be carried out in the first instance. Instead, the issues giving rise to the need for these studies 
or investigations should be identified in the planning proposal. The initial gateway 
determination will then confirm the studies or investigations required and the process for 
continuing the assessment of the proposal, including whether it will need to be resubmitted 
following completion of the studies or investigations. 

 
MPS claim that in terms of this planning proposal, it is considered that no study is warranted in order to 
progress the draft LEP. Any future development application for the use of the land may then require further 
investigation. 
 
The aim of SREP No 20 (No. 2 – 1997) is to protect the environment of the Hawkesbury – Nepean River 
system by ensuring that the impacts of future land uses are considered in a regional context.  This requires 
consideration of the impacts of the development on the environment, the feasibility of alternatives and 
consideration of specific matters such as water quality, water quantity, flora and fauna, agriculture, rural-
residential development and metropolitan strategy.  It is considered that the planning proposal achieves 
satisfactory compliance with the provisions of SREP No 20 (No. 2 – 1997). 
 
Character of the area 
 
The area surrounding the site has a mix of lot sizes with most notably 25 rural-residential properties 
immediately to the south-west with lot sizes ranging from approximately 1500m2 to 8200m2.  The 
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proposed lots are of similar size to these existing properties and it is considered that future development of 
the lots by way of dwellings, driveways and outbuildings will be consistent with the surrounding rural-
residential character of the area. 
 
Topography 
 
The site falls generally from Kurmond Road, with an elevation of approximately 120m AHD, to the south-
east with a lower elevation of approximately 65m AHD.  Slopes are substantially in excess of 15% for 
approximately the front third of the site, the middle third is generally either greater than 15% or between 11 
and 15% in slope, the rear third of the site is generally 4 – 15% in slope. 
 
The HRLS recognises slopes greater than 15% act as a constraint to development. 
 
The concept plan shows that proposed lots 1, 2 and 3 can accommodate, wholly or substantially, a 20m by 
20m building envelope on land less than 15% in slope.  It is considered that this area is satisfactory for the 
future construction of a dwelling.  A building envelope has not been shown for proposed lot 5, however, 
given its large size and varying slopes there is sufficient area available with a slope less than 15% that can 
be development for the purposes of a residence. 
 
The relatively steep slope of the land in proposed lots 1, 2 and 3 will act as a constraint for the location and 
type of effluent disposal system, driveways and outbuildings.  At this stage it is considered that these 
constraints are not insurmountable and they can be examined in greater detail at development and 
subdivision stage. 
 
Traffic and Access 
 
The vacant section of the site has frontage to Kurmond Road of approximately 160m.  The speed limit in 
this area is 60km/hour and MPS claim that adequate sight distance is available in both directions and the 
additional driveways will not create any impacts in terms of functioning of Kurmond Road.  It is not 
considered that the addition of 4 additional allotments will exceed the capacity of the surrounding road 
system. 
 
Services 
 
Water, power and telecommunication services are available for connection to the land.  It is considered 
that in some form the site is suitable for on-site effluent disposal and the exact type and location of 
proposed systems can be determined at development and subdivision stage. 
 
Ecology and Bushfire Protection 
 
The majority of the site is cleared and undeveloped.  A small stand of vegetation is located near a dam in 
the front third of the site and a stand of vegetation is located towards the rear of the site. 
 
It is considered that the existing dams and vegetation do not pose an undue constraint on the proposed 
future development of the site. 
 
If the planning proposal is to proceed it is anticipated that it will be referred to the NSW Rural Fire Service 
(RFS), being the responsible authority of bushfire protection, for comment.  The RFS may make 
recommendation regarding the provisions of Asset Protection Zones which may require proposed lot 
boundaries to be altered.  (Note: The Planning Proposal stage is not approving the lot layout of the 
proposal, but the overall minimum allotment size.  The lot layout is determined and approved at the 
development application stage.) 
 
Agricultural Land Classification 
 
The site consists of Class 3 and Class 4 land.  The NSW Land and Water Conservation’s 1988 Agricultural 
Suitability Classification System describes Class 3 and Class 4 land as follows: 
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Class 3 – Moderately productive lands suited to improved pasture and to cropping within a 
pasture rotation.  The overall level of production is moderate as a result of edaphic or 
environmental constraints.  Erosion hazard or soil structural breakdown limit the frequency of 
ground disturbance, and conservation or drainage works may be required. 
 
Class 4 – Marginal lands not suitable for cultivation and with a low to very low productivity for 
grazing.  Agriculture is based on native or improved pastures established using minimum 
tillage.  Production may be high seasonally but the overall level of production is low as a result 
of a number of major constraints, both environmental and edaphic. 

 
Given the proximity of the site to surrounding rural-residential properties and the size and slope of the site 
it is considered that it is unlikely the site could be used for a substantial or sustainable agricultural 
enterprise.  MPS advise that the site has been used for low intensity grazing and the proposed lot 5 could 
continue to be used for same without conflicting with the surrounding proposed large residential lots. 
 
Conformance with Hawkesbury Community Strategic Plan 2010 – 2030 (CSP) 
 
It is considered that the proposal is consistent with or assists in achieving the following provisions of the 
CSP. 
 
Looking after people and place 
 
Vision:  In 2030 we want the Hawkesbury to be a place where we have: A community in which the area’s 
character is preserved and lifestyle choices are provided with sustainable planned, well serviced 
development, within strongly connected, safe and friendly neighbourhoods. 
 
Directions: 
 

• Be a place where we value, protect and enhance the historical, social, cultural and 
environmental character of Hawkesbury's towns, villages and rural landscapes. 

 
• Offer residents a choice of housing options that meets their needs whilst being 

sympathetic to the qualities of the Hawkesbury. 
 
• Population growth is matched with the provision of infrastructure and is sympathetic to 

the rural, environmental, heritage values and character of the Hawkesbury. 
 
• Have development on both sides of the river supported by appropriate physical and 

community infrastructure. 
 

Goals: 
 

• Maintain and foster the rural character of villages within the Hawkesbury. 
 

• Accommodate at least 5,000 new dwellings to provide a range of housing options 
(including rural residential) for diverse population groups whilst minimising 
environmental footprint. 

 
• Towns and villages to be vibrant places that people choose to live in and visit. 
 

Caring for Our Environment 
 
Vision:  In 2030 we want the Hawkesbury to be a place where we have: A community dedicated to 
minimising its ecological footprint, enjoying a clean river and an environment that is nurtured, healthy, 
protected and provides opportunities for its sustainable use. 
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Directions: 
 

• Be a place where we value, protect, and enhance the cultural and environmental 
character of Hawkesbury’s towns, villages and rural landscapes. 

 
• To look after our cultural and environmental assets for future generations so that they 

too can enjoy and benefit from a clean river and natural eco-systems, rural and cultural 
landscape. 

 
Supporting Business and Local Jobs 
 
Vision:  In 2030 we want the Hawkesbury to be a place where we have: New and existing industries which 
provide opportunities for a range of local employment and training options, complemented by thriving town 
centres. 
 
Directions 
 

• Help create thriving town centres, each with its own character that attracts residents, visitors 
and businesses. 

 
Goals: 
 

• Increased patronage of local businesses and attract new residents and visitors. 
 
Shaping Our Future Together 
 
Vision:  In 2030 we want the Hawkesbury to be a place where we have: An independent, strong and 
engaged community, with a respected leadership which provides for the future needs of its people in a 
sustainable and financially responsible manner. 
 
Directions 
 

• A balanced set of decisions that integrate jobs, housing, infrastructure, heritage, and 
environment that incorporates sustainability principles. 

 
Goals 
 

• Work together with the community to achieve a balanced set of decisions that integrate jobs, 
housing, infrastructure, heritage and environment. 

 
Financial Implications 
 
MPS has paid the fees required by Council’s Revenue Pricing Policy for the preparation of a local 
environmental plan. 
 
Conclusion 
 
It is considered that the proposal to amend HLEP 1989 or dLEP 2011 (when made) for allow five large 
residential lots is worthy of further consideration and forwarding to the DP&I for their “gateway” 
determination. 
 
Recent advice provided by DP&I to Council is that the planning proposal submitted by MPS does not 
satisfy DP&I’s required format or content for planning proposals.  Furthermore, during the course of 
Council staff’s assessment of the application, the proposal has been amended and therefore the original 
planning proposal submitted by MPS requires updating. 
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It is therefore recommended that Council support in principle a planning proposal for not more than five 
large residential lots on the site and that MPS be requested to provide Council with an updated planning 
proposal consistent with the DP&I required format. 
 
Planning Decision 
 
As this matter is covered by the definition of a “planning decision” under Section 375A of the Local 
Government Act 1993, details of those Councillors supporting or opposing a decision on the matter must 
be recorded in a register.  For this purpose a division must be called when a motion in relation to the 
matter is put to the meeting.  This will enable the names of those Councillors voting for or against the 
motion to be recorded in the minutes of the meeting and subsequently included in the required register. 
 
 

RECOMMENDATION: 

That: 
 
1. Council support in principle a planning proposal to permit not more than five large residential lots on 

Lot 1 DP 880684, 1411 Kurmond Road, Kurmond, generally consistent with the layout in plan 
prepared by McKinlay Morgan & Associates Pty Ltd., titled “Plan Showing Gradients Over Part of Lot 
1 DP 880684 Kurmond Road, Kurmond”, dated 1/11/2011. 

 
2. Montgomery Planning Solutions be requested to provide Council with a planning proposal consistent 

with resolution 1 and Department of Planning and Infrastructure’s “A guide to preparing planning 
proposals”. 

 
3. As a result of parts 1 and 2 of the resolution, the planning proposal be forwarded to the Department 

of Planning and Infrastructure for a “gateway” determination. 
 
 

ATTACHMENTS: 

AT - 1 Locality Plan. 
 
AT - 2 Aerial Photo of Site. 
 
AT - 3 Concept Plan of Proposed Rezoning and Lot Layout. 
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AT - 1 Locality Plan 
 

 
Locality Plan - Lot 1 DP 880684, 1411 Kurmond Road, Kurmond 
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AT - 2 Aerial Photo of Site 
 

 
Aerial Photo – Lot 1 DP 880684, 1411 Kurmond Road, Kurmond 
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AT - 3 Concept Plan of Proposed Rezoning and Lot Layout 

 
oooO  END OF REPORT  Ooo 
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Item: 4 CP - Review of Housing Opportunities Identified by Landowners by Department 
of Planning & Infrastructure - 108 Grose Vale Road, North Richmond and Box Hill 
North - (95498)   

 
 

REPORT: 

Executive Summary 
 
The Department of Planning & Infrastructure (DP&I) have commenced a review of new housing 
opportunities identified by landowners across the state.  The purpose of the NSW Government review is to 
assist in identifying suitable sites that could be prioritised for investigation under the normal processes.  
The review does not rezone land or approve development and it does not intend to bypass any of the usual 
processes, including public consultation, involved in releasing land for development.  The review is similar 
to an early, pre-lodgement consideration of the “Gateway” process that is used in rezoning matters. 
 
The review objective is “to identify sites which are suitable for urban development and have viable 
prospects to produce houses in the short term; to provide infrastructure and services for new communities 
in a timely and efficient manner at no additional cost to Government; and to support the broad planned 
pattern of growth and urban policies.”  
 
This review follows an invitation by the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure to owners of large 
landholdings to have their land considered by the NSW Government for housing development.  
Submissions were received by the NSW Government until 29 November 2011 and a request for review 
was submitted in relation to the land at 108 Grose Vale Road, North Richmond, and an area known as Box 
Hill North located on the eastern side of Boundary Road (within The Hills LGA) between Old Pitt Town 
Road and Maguires Road (opposite Cusak Road). 
 
On 15 December 2011 Council received a letter from the Director General (Attachment 2) advising Council 
of the receipt of the submission for North Richmond.  The letter requests Council’s comments on a number 
of issues as listed in Schedule 2 of that letter. 
 
This report outlines the matters for consideration that the Department has requested Council to make 
comment and proposes responses to those matters for endorsement by Council. 
 
Consultation 
 
The issues raised in this report concern matters which do not require community consultation under 
Council’s Community Engagement Policy. 
 
The Council has been requested to make specific comments on a prioritisation process for investigation of 
the subject sites by the Department of Planning and Infrastructure.  This request is not for a determination 
as to approval or refusal and the Department has indicated that the deadline for comments on this request, 
3 February 2012, cannot be extended.  These comments relate to Council costs and implications for local 
infrastructure and Council’s planning framework.  There will be adequate opportunity for community input 
into the consideration of any Planning Proposal (rezoning) on the site as part of that future process should 
any application be received by Council. 
 
As previous considerations of the localities have involved extensive community consultation, at this stage 
additional consultation is not necessary.  Should a rezoning application be submitted to Council then there 
will be opportunity for public consultation in accordance with Council’s Policy and the rezoning process. 
 
Background 
 
One of the objectives of the NSW Government is to increase the provision of housing.  The Minister for 
Planning and Infrastructure in late October 2011 issued an invitation to owners of large landholdings to 
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make submissions to have their land considered by the NSW Government for housing development.  
Council was advised of this review on 18 November 2011 (Attachment 1).  The submissions were required 
to address certain criteria set by the NSW Government and the submissions were to be made by 29 
November 2011.  The Department of Planning & Infrastructure are undertaking this review. 
 
The purpose of the NSW Government review is to assist in identifying suitable sites that could be 
prioritised for investigation.  The review does not rezone land or approve development and it does not 
intend to bypass any of the usual processes, including public consultation, involved in releasing land for 
development.  The review is similar to an early, pre-lodgement consideration of the “Gateway” process that 
is used in rezoning matters, i.e. gathering of relevant Authority comments for consideration by the 
landowner in any future application to the Relevant Planning Authority (in this case Council). 
 
The review objective is “to identify sites which are suitable for urban development and have viable 
prospects to produce houses in the short term; to provide infrastructure and services for new communities 
in a timely and efficient manner at no additional cost to Government; and to support the broad planned 
pattern of growth and urban policies…..  (No additional cost to Government may be achieved through 
either reprioritising of existing capital programs or developer funding.)” 
 
On 15 December 2011 Council was advised (Attachment 2) by the Director General of Planning & 
Infrastructure that one submission was received in the Hawkesbury Local Government Area (LGA) for the 
property at 108 Grose Vale Road, North Richmond, and one adjoining the Hawkesbury LGA located in The 
Hills LGA at Box Hill North. 
 
Council has previously considered reports on 8 December 2009 and 2 February 2010 on a land release 
application (listing the site on the Metropolitan Development Plan) to the Department of Planning for the 
property at 108 Grose Vale Road, North Richmond.  These reports resulted, following consultation with a 
number of community associations, in a submission on the proposed land release application being 
forwarded to the Department of Planning.  The land release application did not progress through the 
Department at that time. 
 
Council adopted the Hawkesbury Residential Land Strategy on 10 May 2011.  The land at 108 Grose Vale 
Road, North Richmond is included in that Strategy for further investigation subject to satisfying the Strategy 
criteria for that site.  The criteria are similar to the matters that the current NSW Government review is 
investigating. 
 
Comments Required from Council 
 
The letter received from the DP&I requests Council’s opinion on four specific contexts, which are 
expressed in more detail in Schedule 2 of the letter.  (The request relates to specific technical matters 
relating to Council operations and planning and not to the merits or otherwise of the proposal.  Those 
issues can be assessed in the future should a Planning Proposal be submitted.)  The four areas are: 
 
1. Council’s opinion in relation to the prospects of the site delivering housing in the short term; 
2. The local infrastructure requirements, broad order of costs and implications for Council; 
3. Consistency with Council’s planning framework; and 
4. Any other issues or matters of relevance to the review. 
 
Comments on each of these issues are provided below following a brief description of the proposals. 
 
Site at 108 Grose Vale Road, North Richmond 
 
The submission provided to the DP&I by the North Richmond Joint Venture (NRJV) has, as required by the 
DP&I, included concept details only for the proposal.  However, the submission has listed the studies that 
have been undertaken to date and is also proposing to undertake some additional traffic assessments.  
The key points from the submission (Quotes from the submission in italics) are as follows: 
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• The site has a net developable area of approximately 111 hectares with the remaining 54 hectares 
of the site providing roads and open space.  This would provide an indicative yield of approximately 
1,400 dwellings (representing an average density of 13 Dwellings per ha). 

• “Subject to achieving rezoning of the site, the NRJV is in a position to deliver approximately 150 
dwellings per annum commencing in 2013” 

• “It should be noted that it may be up to 12 years before the site is fully development, providing the 
opportunity for services to be provided incrementally on an as-needs basis.” 

• “It is clear that for development of Redbank at North Richmond to proceed in the short term a road 
infrastructure works solution will be required to be delivered by the NRJV to ease existing traffic 
congestion and appropriately accommodate the traffic generated by the proposed development.  
Accordingly, the NRJV is proposing to provide additional east west traffic lane capacity.… across the 
Grose River via a new bridge crossing at Yarramundi. .… All works required to accommodate this 
new alternative crossing are proposed to be fully funded by the developer.” 

 
A copy of the relevant parts of the submission is attached to this report (Attachment 3).  In relation to the 
criteria requested by the DP&I regarding the proposal the following comments are made; 
 
1. Council’s opinion in relation to the prospects of the site delivering housing in the short term; 
 
The preparation and adoption of the Hawkesbury Residential Land Strategy (the Strategy) undertook a 
desktop analysis of the Hawkesbury LGA to identify areas potentially suitable for further investigation.  In 
this regard the site at 108 Grose Vale Road, North Richmond has been identified as having further 
investigation potential for urban expansion.  It would seem that the owner of the site has undertaken a 
number of specialist studies for the site that are required by the Strategy, however, those studies have not 
yet been submitted to, or reviewed by, Council.  A preliminary review indicates that, from a physical, 
environmental and importance of the land for other uses perspective, the site is suitable for urban 
development. 
 
The lead times for the consideration of rezoning of the site for urban development would depend on the 
content and detail contained in the required studies.  However, the initial assessment of whether the site 
fits Council’s strategic planning has already been addressed via the Residential Land Strategy. 
 
The consideration of a Planning Proposal and the delivery of housing to the site in the short term will be 
significantly influenced by the delivery of infrastructure, particularly roads, in the vicinity of North Richmond 
and Richmond.  In this regard there is an existing significant deficit in road capacity at peak times that 
would need to be addressed, principally by the Road and Maritime Services, immediately and prior to 
developer provided infrastructure as it would be inequitable to expect the developer to rectify the existing 
deficit.  Given this existing deficit, Council is unlikely to support a Planning Proposal without the necessary 
infrastructure (road) upgrades to address the existing deficit commenced and further programmed 
upgrades to be in place as development proceeds. 
 
2. The local infrastructure requirements, broad order of costs and implications for Council; 
 
It is clear that any development of the size proposed at North Richmond will require additional service 
infrastructure, including roads, open space, water, sewer, etc, and there is no question from Council or the 
proponent that this is the case.  The submission from the proponent includes conceptual comments 
regarding this infrastructure and has referred to a number of studies that have been undertaken to address 
these issues. The nominated studies and information would be submitted to Council and the DP&I with any 
Planning Proposal (rezoning) application. 
 
In relation to road infrastructure any proposed development would increase the traffic in the immediate and 
surrounding areas requiring likely intersection treatment at: 
 
• Bells Line of Road / Grose Vale Road.  
• Riverview Street / Grose Vale Road. 
• Pecks Road and Elizabeth Street / Grose Vale Road. 
• Yarramundi Lane / Bells Line of Road. 
• Any other new road intersection points created by the development. 
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Some of the required works at these intersections would be the responsibility of the proponent and some 
would be the responsibility of State and Local Government, i.e. Roads and Maritime Services and Council.  
The exact proportional breakdown of these works cannot be made until all the information about the 
proposal has been fully reviewed.  However, much of the work is either required in the short term or is a 
usual requirement for a development of this size.  However, some intersection works that are required in 
the short term will need to be brought forward to cater for any development.  In this regard there will be 
some additional capital outlay for the State Authority and Council bringing these works forward. 
 
It is noted that the applicant proposes additional east west traffic lane capacity by providing, at their cost, a 
crossing of the Grose River at Yarramundi.  Concept plans of the location of this crossing are attached to 
this report.  This proposed road will traverse the Grose River through Yarramundi and Navua Reserves.  
Whilst there has been some preliminary mention of this proposal, no formal approach has yet been made 
to Council regarding this additional crossing.  A review of the traffic modelling and predicted vehicle 
numbers using this proposed route would need to be assessed prior to considering the full costs and 
benefits of such a proposal.  However, the following provides an overview of potential implications for 
Council. 
 
Yarramundi Reserve/Navua Reserve are, jointly, a regional facility which are well utilised by local residents 
and tourists. Council has invested a large amount of money (both internal and grant funded) to develop 
these facilities for the community.  Based on the concept plans provided, the proposed river crossing will 
affect the access and existing car parks in both Yarramundi Reserve and Navua Reserve.  It is likely that 
the road would be well utilised and thus noise could also affect the current use patterns of these Reserves. 
The existing access into Navua Reserve would need to be widened to allow this proposal and this would 
impact on the vegetation of that site. 
 
The Plan of Management for Yarramundi Reserve proposes closing off these Crown Roads and adding 
them to the Crown Reserve and states the following: 
 

“When no longer required for through access, the following road reservations should be 
closed and added to the Crown reserve: 
 
• Portion of unmade road reserve between Lot 90 DP 786549 and Lot 1 DP 1040789; 
• Portion of unmade road reserve between Lot 189 DP 803295 and Lot 1 DP 1040789). 
• Portion of unmade road reserve within Lot 90 DP 786549. 
 
The inclusion of the above land parcels would be important for the reserve’s future integrated 
management and ecological restoration as a contiguous area of Crown land.” 

 
In relation to the proposed alternate river crossing some of the implications for Council would be: 
 
• Preparation of a specific Plan of Management for Navua Reserve (as this is currently covered by a 

generic Plan) and a review of the Plan of Management for Yarramundi Reserve which includes 
Crown Land.  This work is likely to take up to 12 to 18 months.  It is unclear if the funding of this 
additional work is at the expense of Council or the proponent. 

• The existing car parks and access points to these Reserves will need to be relocated and 
constructed (These works can only commence once the Plans of Management have been 
changed/adopted.)  Again it is unclear who would be responsible for these works.  Given that this is 
additional to Council’s planning and only required for the development, it would be reasonable to 
expect that the funding of this work would be the responsibility of the proponent. 

• The proposed works would impact vegetation that would require the necessary flora and fauna 
surveys.  This could be undertaken as part of the plan of management process and should be at the 
proponent’s expense. 

 
Other implications from the development and the proposed alternate river crossing for Council include: 
 
• Design and Construction of additional traffic calming facilities, foot paving, Bus shelters, public 

parking areas, etc, 
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• Accelerated damage to existing road network requiring additional funding to rehabilitate.  This is 
particularly in relation to the alternate river crossing at the Grose River.  This additional capacity is 
required due to the inadequate capacity of a State Road.  However, this alternate road would utilise 
Council owned roads.  As such this alternate route road and the additional maintenance costs would 
fall on Council when this cost should be covered by the State Government as it is required due to 
the existing lack of capacity on a State Road (Bells Line of Road between North Richmond and 
Richmond). 

• Additional impact on downstream drainage creating additional demand on the detailed hydrological 
assessment that is currently being undertaken on the existing drainage system. 

• Possible additional amplification of the existing down stream drainage system where necessary. 
• Additional ongoing maintenance of this extended infrastructure. 
 
Whilst much of the above is a usual outcome from growth, the proposed development would, in the short 
term, accelerate growth in the locality, thereby bringing forward much of the capital investment in that 
infrastructure.  This would have additional borrowing costs at the State and Local Government level that 
would need to be factored into consideration of the overall costs of this proposal. 
 
Regardless of the above development implications, there is still need for immediate additional work on 
Bells Line of Road by the Roads and Maritime Services (RMS).  The extent of that work is dependant on 
outcome of RMS studies that are currently being finalised and due for completion early in 2012.  However, 
a program of works, endorsed and funded by the State Government, would be required before Council is in 
a position to support too much additional development in this locality. 
 
The proposed additional east west traffic capacity proposed by the proponent would be welcomed.  
However, there is a need to review the traffic modelling figures to determine the extent of the perceived 
traffic relief provided by this alternate crossing, before true costing can be determined or to comment on 
how much additional development may be possible. 
 
3. Consistency with Council’s planning framework 
 
Council adopted the Hawkesbury Residential Land Strategy on 10 May 2011.  The preparation of that 
Strategy involved 2 years of consultation during preparation of the draft Strategy and 4 months of formal 
public exhibition/consultation with stakeholders. 
 
The Strategy, amongst other matters, has identified specific areas/localities that are considered suitable for 
further investigation for urban expansion.  These areas are located within and adjacent to existing 
settlements and the location in and around North Richmond has been marked for further investigation.  In 
this regard the site at 108 Grose Vale Road, North Richmond is included in the area for further 
investigation and that investigation is consistent with Council’s planning framework. 
 
The Hawkesbury Residential Land Strategy and other relevant parts of Council’s planning framework, 
require specific criteria to be met prior to proceeding with any Planning Proposal.  In relation to the site at 
108 Grose Vale Road the specific criteria, in addition to the sustainability matrix contained in Chapter 6 of 
the Strategy, to be addressed is: 
 

“Increased density and investigation areas are subject to: 
 
• Resolution of road access, traffic and transport issues, 
• Investigation into bushfire prone areas, 
• Detailed structure planning of the village and investigation areas, 
• Provision of an increased range of services and facilities.” 

 
Prior to any planning proposal that increases residential density being progressed the existing significant 
traffic and congestion problems that are experienced along Bells Line of Road and it’s connections 
between North Richmond and Richmond would need to be rectified before, or as part of, any approved 
proposal.  In this regard, the existing significant deficit in road capacity during peak times is a matter that 
must be addressed by the relevant NSW State Government road Authorities and should not be attributed 
to any Planning Proposal. 
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4. Any other issues or matters of relevance to the review. 
 
It is clear from the above comments that the principle issue that any proposed development would need to 
overcome prior to proceeding is in relation to road capacity between North Richmond and Richmond and 
the crossing of the Hawkesbury River.  Whilst there are a number of localities identified by Council for 
further investigation in the Hawkesbury Residential Land Strategy, the issue of arterial road capacity and 
river crossing (principally the responsibility of the NSW State Government) are the main obstacles to the 
provision of housing in the short term.  
 
Site at Box Hill North 
 
The submission in relation to Box Hill North also provided conceptual information about the site and the 
proposal.  The key points from the submission are as follows: 
 
• The likely yield for the site is approximately 7,000 dwellings. 
• The existing infrastructure in the locality is very limited and the required infrastructure will need to be 

as an extension to the Box Hill Precinct (NW Growth Centre) or the applicant proposes the use of 
the Department’s “Precinct Acceleration Protocol (PAP)” administered by the Department and 
funded by the proponents. 

 
1. Council’s opinion in relation to the prospects of the site delivering housing in the short term; 
 
Council is concerned regarding the prospects of the short term release and development of this site.  The 
site is in multiple ownerships (63+), is outside the existing planning framework and seems to rely on the 
extension of infrastructure from a Growth Centre Precinct that has not yet commenced construction. 
 
2. The local infrastructure requirements, broad order of costs and implications for Council; 
 
Whilst this site is not located within the Hawkesbury LGA the site has substantial frontage, 2.78km, to 
Boundary Road which is a road that runs along the boundary of the Hawkesbury and The Hills LGAs.  
There is a maintenance agreement between the Councils for the maintenance of this carriageway. 
 
Council could express concern that there will be significant pressure on Council to make provision for the 
construction and maintenance of the western side of Boundary Road with no potential to raise or recoup 
any of the funding for this work from the development proposal as it is not within the Hawkesbury LGA. 
 
3. Consistency with Council’s planning framework; and 
 
The North West Growth centre boundary in the Hawkesbury LGA ends some 770m south of the southern 
most boundary of the proposed development area.  In this regard, Council does not have any strategic 
planning for development for the location north of the Growth Centre boundary or the locality west of the 
subject site. 
 
Council has for a number of years made representations to the DP&I and the Minister for Planning to bring 
forward the release of the Vineyard Precinct of the Growth Centre.  The response Council has received to 
these requests has stated that the Precinct release will be undertaken sequentially or as infrastructure can 
be efficiently and economically provided.  Council is concerned that this proposal is outside the area 
identified in the North West Growth Centre and there seems to be no formal planning framework identifying 
the suitability of the site. 
 
It is suggested that this proposal should not be considered until the already identified localities contained 
within the Growth Centre, including all of the Vineyard Precinct, have been released. 
 
4. Any other issues or matters of relevance to the review. 
 
As mentioned above, there is concern that the proposed development site for approximately 7,000 
dwellings is outside the adopted strategic planning undertaken by Council and the State Government.  This 
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will have implications of additional pressure on Council’s resources to upgrade and maintain infrastructure 
adjoining the site with little or no ability to raise any of the funds for this work from the development.  
Similarly, a development of this size, outside the adopted strategic planning framework, will place 
significant pressure on Council and the NSW Government to release adjoining land that has already been 
excluded from the development and infrastructure planning for appropriate environmental and economic 
reasons. 
 
Conformance to Community Strategic Plan 
 
The Council has been requested to comment on the submission, lodged with the Department of Planning & 
Infrastructure, to consider the housing potential for 108 Grose Vale Road, North Richmond.  The 
consideration of development of the site would be consistent with the following Community Strategic Plan 
Theme Direction statements as follows: 
 
Looking after People and Place  
 
• Offer residents a choice of housing options that meets their needs whilst being sympathetic to the 

qualities of the Hawkesbury. 
 
• Population growth is matched with the provision of infrastructure and is sympathetic to the rural, 

environmental, heritage values and character of the Hawkesbury. 
 
• Have development on both sides of the river supported by appropriate physical and community 

infrastructure. 
 
• Have future residential and commercial development designed and planned to minimise impacts on 

local transport systems allowing easy access to main metropolitan gateways. 
 
Caring for our environment 
 
• Be a place where we value, protect and enhance the cultural and environmental character of 

Hawkesbury’s towns, villages and rural landscapes. 
 
• Take active steps to encourage lifestyle choices that minimise our ecological footprint. 
 
and is also consistent with implementing the nominated strategy in the Community Strategic Plan being: 
 
• Prepare residential land strategy 
 
One of the key strategies in the Community Strategic Plan (CSP) was the preparation of a residential Land 
Strategy that was consistent with the Direction statements contained in the CSP.  The Hawkesbury 
Residential Land Strategy was adopted by Council on 10 May 2011 and that Strategy has incorporated the 
relevant Directions, Strategies and Goals contained in the CSP in relation to provision of housing, 
infrastructure and community development. 
 
Comments on the current proposal are consistent with the requirements of the CSP and Hawkesbury 
Residential Land Strategy. 
 
Financial Implications 
 
No financial implications applicable to this report. 
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RECOMMENDATION: 

That: 
 
1. A submission, in relation to the proposals at 108 Grose Vale Road, North Richmond and Box Hill 

North, be prepared in accordance with the comments provided in this report and forwarded to the 
Department of Planning & Infrastructure by 3 February 2012. 

 
2. Council’s previous submission to the Department regarding 108 Grose Vale Road, North Richmond 

(as attached to the Council report dated 2 February 2010) and this current report and resolution be 
appended to the new submission to provide background to this matter. 

 
 

ATTACHMENTS: 

AT - 1 Copy of NSW Planning & Infrastructure letter of 16 November 2011 advising of the review 
process. 

 
AT - 2 Copy NSW Planning & Infrastructure letter of 12 December 2011 requesting Council’s comments 

on the submissions. 
 
AT - 3 Copy of relevant parts of the submission relating to 108 Grose Vale Road, North Richmond - 

(Distributed Under Separate Cover). 
 
AT - 4 Copy of relevant part of the submission relating to Box Hill North - (Distributed Under Separate 

Cover). 
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AT - 1 Copy of NSW Planning & Infrastructure letter of 16 November 2011  
advising of the review process. 
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AT - 2 Copy NSW Planning & Infrastructure letter of 12 December 2011  
requesting Council’s comments on the submissions. 
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oooO  END OF REPORT  Oooo 
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INFRASTRUCTURE SERVICES 

Item: 5 IS - Development Servicing Plan - Windsor Sewerage Scheme - (95495, 79357)   
 
Previous Item: 93, Ordinary (10 May 2011) 
 
 

REPORT: 

Executive Summary 
 
A Development Servicing Plan has been prepared to enable developer charges to be collected to provide 
funding for infrastructure required to service new development.  The Plan has been placed on public 
exhibition with no submissions received. This report recommends that the Section 64 Development 
Servicing Plan for the Windsor Sewerage Scheme area be adopted. 
 
Consultation 
 
The issues raised in this report concern matters which constitute a trigger for Community Engagement 
under Council’s Community Engagement Policy.  The Development Servicing Plan for the Windsor 
Sewerage Scheme area has been placed on public exhibition for the required period of 28 days. 
 
Background 
 
At the Ordinary Meeting of 10 May 2011 Council was presented with a report regarding contributions under 
Section 64 of the Local Government Act - Development Servicing Plan - Windsor Sewerage Scheme 
where it was resolved: 

 
“That the Development Servicing Plan for the Windsor Sewerage Scheme area, included as 
Attachment 1 to the report, be placed on public exhibition for a period of 28 days.” 
 

Further to this resolution the Section 64 Contribution for the Windsor Sewerage Scheme area was placed 
on public exhibition from 9 June 2011 to 7 July 2011. 
 
During the period of exhibition no submissions were received. It is therefore recommended that the Section 
64 Development Servicing Plan for the Windsor Sewerage Scheme area be adopted. 
 
Conformance to Community Strategic Plan 
 
The proposal is consistent with the Looking After People and Place Directions statement; 
 
• Population growth is matched with the provision of infrastructure and is sympathetic to the rural, 

environmental, heritage values and character of the Hawkesbury. 
 
and is also consistent with (or is a nominated) strategy in the Community Strategic Plan being: 
 
• Identify community needs, establish benchmarks, plan to deliver and advocate for required services 

and facilities. 
 
Financial Implications 
 
Income generated through the Contributions Plan will be utilised for construction of assets identified. 
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RECOMMENDATION: 

That the Section 64 Development Servicing Plan for the Windsor Sewerage Scheme area as exhibited be 
adopted. 
 
 

ATTACHMENTS: 

There are no supporting documents for this report. 
 
 
 

oooO  END OF REPORT  Oooo 
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Item: 6 IS - Rural Fire Service Estimates 2012/2013 - Hawkesbury District - (95495, 79016, 
73835)   

 
 

REPORT: 

Executive Summary 
 
Council provides funding contributions to the NSW Rural Fire Service (RFS) through both a statutory 
charge and additional discretionary funding to support the operation of the district service and facilities. 
 
The NSW RFS seeks Council endorsement of these budgets for the next financial year at this time of year 
in order to align with the State Budget process.  Council receives the Budget Estimates from the State in 
March to allow further consideration as part of Council's Budget Process. 
 
The report recommends the endorsement of the proposed budget. 
 
Consultation 
 
The issues raised in this report concern matters which do not require community consultation under 
Council’s Community Engagement Policy. 
 
Background 
 
Under the provisions of the Rural Fires Act 1997, Local Government provides a statutory contribution to the 
cost of the NSW RFS.  Additional statutory contributions are also made to NSW Fire and Rescue as well 
as the State Emergency Service. 
 
The NSW Rural Fire Service has submitted its estimates for the 2012/2013 financial year for Council's 
consideration.  The attached estimates consist of two components, the Rural Fire Fighting Fund (RFFF), 
which is submitted to the NSW RFS, and a Council submission (bid) which is presented to Council for 
consideration.  Council is statutorily required to contribute 11.7% of the RFFF budget.  The Council 
submission is discretionary and it is for Council to determine the appropriate funding commitment.  There is 
also an amount identified as "Provided by Council" which is the cost identified directly related to the 
Service Level Agreement between Council and the RFS which includes insurance of stations ($10,000) 
and Council rates ($7,500), totalling $17,500.  In previous years this amount has been $62,500 due to the 
inclusion of vehicle insurance, which has now been taken over by the NSW RFS and is now included in the 
RFFF budget. 
 
The RFFF estimates include $426,000 for the purchase and replacement of two fire fighting appliances, 
being two Category 1 tankers.  This figure is inclusive of a tanker trade-in estimated at $142,000. This 
amount is included within the RFFF bid and as such Council is required to contribute 11.7% of the actual 
plant replacement cost. The most significant increase within the RFFF bid is due to the requirement that all 
Districts contribute to the Government Radio Network (GRN) on a cost recovery basis. For Hawkesbury, 
this has resulted in an increase of some $182,000 of which Council will be required to contribute 11.7%  
 
Total funding within Council’s budget for rural fire fighting is made up of the 11.7% RFFF contribution and 
District Salaries, salaries for part time and casual workers at Hawkesbury Rural Fire Service, Council's own 
internal overheads and any additional funding provided by Council in response to the submission by 
Hawkesbury Rural Fire Service. 
 
The "other programs" charges, which is a proportion of RFS statewide programs and insurances has been 
estimated at an amount of $2,000,000.  Reimbursement of 11.7% of these program charges can be sought 
as part of the budget process and this has been included within the documentation.  It will be noted that the 
reimbursement amount is included within the RFS bid for the district budget. 
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The submission seeks discretionary Council funding on a range of programs totalling $249,000, plus any 
Council budgeted building works for the RFS.  This figure is similar to that which has been provided in 
previous years. 
 
Conformance to Community Strategic Plan 
 
The proposal is consistent with the Looking After People and Place Directions statement; 
 
• Have an effective system of flood mitigation, fire and natural disaster management and community 

safety which protects life, property and infrastructure. 
 
Financial Implications 
 
Consideration of funding will be required as part of the 2012/2013 Budget preparation. 
 
 

RECOMMENDATION: 

That the 2012/2013 Rural Fire Fighting Fund estimates as submitted by the NSW Rural Fire Service be 
endorsed in principle. 
 
 

ATTACHMENTS: 

AT - 1 Rural Fire Service Estimates 2012/2013 
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AT - 1 Rural Fire Service Estimates 2012/2013 
 

HAWKESBURY RURAL FIRE DISTRICT BID & ESTIMATES 2012 - 2013 

ACTION RFS BID COUNCIL BID 
PROVIDED 

BY COUNCIL 
Station maintenance & repair $35,000.00     
Radio repairs $15,000.00     
Fuel $50,000.00     
PMR Site Costs $8,000.00     
GRN radio access fees $207,314.16     
Vehicle maint & repair $70,000.00 $23,000.00   
Telephone calls   $19,000.00   
Telephone rental   $15,000.00   
Electrical Tagging & Fire Extinguisher Maint   $10,000.00   
Part Time Wages - Cleaning / Admin   $30,000.00   
Wages - Casual   $25,000.00   
Printing & Stationery   $25,000.00   
Equipment (Council General)   $12,000.00   
Catering   $15,000.00   
Group Officer vehicle replacement (2)   $45,000.00   
Field Day   $15,000.00   
        
Training   $10,000.00   
Mitigation works   $5,000.00   
Council rates     $7,500.00 
Insurance stations     $10,000.00 
Insurance vehicles $55,464.00     
Station upgrades $400,000.00     
Electricity & Water - stations     
Electricity & Water - Fire Control / WOOSH / 
Wilberforce Station / Stores 

$45,000.00 
    

Staff vehicle changeovers (3) $43,500.00     
Computer replacements $10,000.00     
Travel expenses $5,000.00     
Vehicle running costs $51,000.00     
Staff Phones $6,000.00     
Network Provision (Communications Platform) $4,697.00     
Protective equipment $50,000.00     
Tanker Replacement Programme (inc. trade-ins)438000 $426,000.00     
Equipment (Firefighting) $115,000.00     
Equipment (RFS General) $65,000.00     
Community Education Activities $4,000.00     
Information Services & GIS Contribution $66,904.00     
        
TOTALS $1,732,879.16 $249,000.00 $17,500.00 
        
Plus RFS Staff Wages $706,434.00     
        
TOTAL $2,439,313.16     
        
Plus RFS Programme Charges (EST) $2,000,000.00     
        
TOTAL $4,439,313.16     
        
Reimbursement of Council 11.7% Programme Charges 
(2010/11) $211,153.00     
        
TOTAL BID to RFS (EST) $4,650,466.16     
        
Councils Statutory Contribution 11.7% (EST)   $544,104.54   
        
COUNCIL CONTRIBUTION (EST)   $815,604.54   
Less Reimbursement of 11.7% Programme 
Charges(EST)   $234,429.00   
        
TOTAL COUNCIL CONTRIBUTION (EST)    $604,451.54   

 
oooO  END OF REPORT  Oooo 
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SUPPORT SERVICES 

Item: 7 SS - Monthly Investment Report - December 2011 - (95496, 96332)   
 
 

REPORT: 

Executive Summary 
 
According to Clause 212 of the Local Government (General) Regulation 2005, the Responsible Accounting 
Officer must provide the Council with a written report setting out details of all money that the Council has 
invested under Section 625 of the Local Government Act 1993.  The report must include a certificate as to 
whether or not investments have been made in accordance with the Act, the Regulation and the Council's 
Investment Policy. 
 
This report indicates that Council held $43.0 million in investments at 31 December 2011. 
 
It is recommended that this report be received and noted. 
 
Consultation 
 
The issues raised in this report concern matters which do not require community consultation under 
Council’s Community Engagement Policy. 
 
Background 
 
The following table indicates that Council held $43.0 million in investments as at 31 December 2011. 
Details of the financial institutions with which the investments were made, date investments were taken 
out, the maturity date (where applicable), the rate of return achieved, the credit rating of the institutions 
both in the short term and the long term, and the percentage of the total portfolio, are provided below: 
 

Investment Type Institution 
Short Term 

Rating 

Institution 
Long Term  

Rating 

Lodgement 
Date 

Maturity 
Date 

Interest 
Rate 

% 

Principal 
$ 

Percentag
e of 

Portfolio 

Total 
$ 

On Call   
        

ANZ A1+ AA - 5-Sept-11  5.75% 2,800,000 6.51% 

ANZ A1+ AA - 14- Sept-11  5.75% 500,000 1.16% 

CBA A1+ AA -  31-Dec-11  4.75% 1,000,000 2.33% 4,300,000

Term Investments  
      

ANZ  A1+ AA - 18-May-11 16-May-12 6.35% 500,000 1.16% 

ANZ  A1+ AA - 23-Feb-11 22-Feb-12 6.24% 1,200,000 2.79% 

ANZ  A1+ AA - 14-Mar-11 11-Jan-12 6.35% 2,000,000 4.65% 

ANZ  A1+ AA - 23-Mar-11 21-Mar-12 6.24% 500,000 1.16% 

ANZ  A1+ AA - 16-Dec-11 16-May-12 6.00% 1,500,000 3.49% 

Bank of 
Queensland A-2 BBB 14-Oct-11 25-Jan-12 6.00% 500,000 1.16% 

Bankwest  A1+ AA - 08-Sep-11 07-Mar-12 6.00% 2,000,000 4.65% 
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Bankwest  A1+ AA - 05-Oct-11 07-Mar-12 5.80% 500,000 1.16% 

Bankwest  A1+ AA - 13-Dec-11 11-Apr-12 6.00% 1,500,000 3.49% 

Credit Union 
Australia A-2 BBB 14-Oct-11 25-Jan-12 6.00% 1,000,000 2.33% 

NAB  A1+ AA - 29-Nov-11 11-Apr-12 5.89% 2,000,000 4.65% 

NAB  A1+ AA - 09-Feb-11 09-Feb-12 6.27% 1,000,000 2.33% 

NAB  A1+ AA - 15-Jun-11 25-Jan-12 6.16% 2,000,000 4.65% 

NAB  A1+ AA - 27-Jul-11 25-Jul-12 6.29% 1,000,000 2.33% 

NAB  A1+ AA - 06-Jul-11 05-Jul-12 6.25% 2,000,000 4.65% 

NAB  A1+ AA - 24-Aug-11 22-Feb-12 5.85% 1,000,000 2.33% 

NAB  A1+ AA - 16-Nov-11 16-May-12 5.72% 1,000,000 2.33% 

NAB  A1+ AA - 07-Dec-11 11-Apr-12 5.90% 2,000,000 4.65% 

Westpac  A1+ AA - 26-Oct-11 26-Apr-12 5.80% 1,000,000 2.33% 

Westpac  A1+ AA - 16-Nov-11 26-Apr-12 5.72% 1,000,000 2.33% 

Westpac  A1+ AA - 22-Jun-11 25-Jan-12 6.18% 2,000,000 4.65% 

Westpac  A1+ AA - 10-Aug-11 08-Aug-12 6.00% 2,000,000 4.65% 

Westpac  A1+ AA - 17-Aug-11 15-Aug-12 6.00% 1,000,000 2.33% 

Westpac  A1+ AA - 23-Nov-11 09-May-12 5.75% 3,000,000 6.98% 

Westpac  A1+ AA - 06-Dec-11 06-Jun-12 6.00% 2,500,000 5.81% 

Westpac  A1+ AA - 06-Dec-11 20-Jun-12 6.00% 3,000,000 6.98% 38,700,000

TOTAL 
INVESTMENT AS 
AT  31 
DECEMBER 2011 

  
  

 
    

 
43,000,000

 
Bench Marking 
 

Bench Mark Bench Mark % Actual % 

UBS 90 Day Bank Bill Rate 4.47% 6.02% 

Reserve Bank Cash Reference Rate 4.25% 5.52% 

 
Performance by Type 
 

Category Balance         
 $ 

Average Interest Difference to 
Benchmark 

Cash at Call  4,300,000 5.52% 1.27% 
Term Deposit 38,700,000 6.02% 1.55% 
Total 43,000,000 5.97% 1.50% 
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Restricted/Unrestricted Funds 
 

Restriction Type Amount             
$ 

External Restrictions -S94 7,118,374
External Restrictions - Other 10,499,808
Internal Restrictions 13,429,520
Unrestricted 11,952,298
Total 43,000,000

 
Funds subject to external restrictions cannot be utilised for any purpose other than that specified in line 
with legislative requirements. Externally restricted funds include funds relating to S94 Contributions, 
Domestic Waste Management, Stormwater Management and Grants.  
 
Internal restrictions refer to funds allocated through a Council Resolution, for specific purposes or to meet 
future known expenses. Whilst it would “technically” be possible for these funds to be utilised for other 
purposes, such a course of action, unless done on a temporary internal loan basis, would not be 
recommended nor would it be “good business practice”.   Internally restricted funds include funds relating 
to Tip Remediation, Plant Replacement, Risk Management and Election. 
 
Unrestricted funds may be used for general purposes in line with Council’s adopted budget. 
 
Investment Commentary 
 
The investment portfolio increased by $0.45 million for the month of December, 2011.  During December, 
various income was received totalling $5.27 million, including rate payments amounting to $2.57 million, 
while payments to suppliers and staff costs amounted to $5.09 million. 
 
The investment portfolio currently involves a number of term deposits and on-call accounts.  Council’s 
current investment portfolio is not subject to share market volatility. 
 
As at 31 December 2011, Council has invested $5.5 million with 2nd tier financial institutions, with the 
remaining funds being invested with 1st tier institutions.  The investment of up to $1 million with 2nd tier 
Authorised Deposit Taking Institutions (ADIs) is entirely covered by the free Government Guarantee 
Scheme, and is in accordance with Council’s Investment Policy. Also, Council’s adopted Investment Policy 
allows Council to invest above $1 million with 2nd tier Authorised Deposit Taking Institutions that are wholly 
owned subsidiaries of major Australian trading banks, subject to conditions stipulated in the Policy. 
 
The investment portfolio is regularly reviewed in order to maximise investment performance and minimise 
risk. Independent advice is sought on new investment opportunities and Council’s investment portfolio is 
independently reviewed by Council’s investment advisor each calendar quarter. 
 
Council’s investment portfolio complies with Council’s Investment Policy, adopted on 28 June 2011. 
 
Investment Certification 
 
I, Emma Galea (Responsible Accounting Officer), hereby certify that the investments listed in this report 
have been made in accordance with Section 625 of the Local Government Act 1993, Clause 212 of the 
Local Government (General) Regulation 2005 and Council's Investment Policy. 
 
Conformance to Community Strategic Plan 
 
The proposal is consistent with the Shaping Our Future Together Directions statement; 
 
• Be financially sustainable to meet the current and future needs of the community based on a 

diversified income base, affordable and viable services 
 
and is also consistent with (or is a nominated) strategy in the Community Strategic Plan being: 
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• Maintain and review a sustainable long term financial framework. 
 
Financial Implications 
 
Funds have been invested with the aim of achieving budgeted income in 2011/2012. 
 
 

RECOMMENDATION: 

The report regarding the monthly investments for December 2011 be received and noted. 
 
 

ATTACHMENTS: 

There are no supporting documents for this report. 
 
 
 

oooO  END OF REPORT  Oooo 
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Item: 8 SS - Pecuniary Interest Returns - (95496, 96333)   
 
 

REPORT: 

Executive Summary 
 
The Local Government Act, 1993 details the statutory requirements in respect of the lodgement of 
Disclosure of Pecuniary Interests and Other Matters Returns by Councillors and Designated Persons. This 
Report provides information regarding two Returns recently lodged with the General Manager by two 
Designated Persons.  It is recommended that Council note that the Disclosure of Pecuniary Interests and 
Other Matters Returns lodged with the General Manager have been tabled, in accordance with the Local 
Government Act 1993. 
 
Consultation 
 
The issues raised in this report concern matters which do not require community consultation under 
Council’s Community Engagement Policy. 
 
Background 
 
Section 450A of the Local Government Act, 1993 relates to the register of Pecuniary Interest Returns and 
the tabling of these Returns, which have been lodged by Councillors and Designated Persons. Section 
450A of the Act is as follows: 
 

"450A Register and tabling of returns: 
 

1. The general manager must keep a register of returns required to be lodged with the 
general manager under section 449. 

 
2. Returns required to be lodged with the general manager under section 449 must be 

tabled at a meeting of the council, being: 
 

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

 
(b) in the case of a return lodged in accordance with section 449 (3)—the first 

meeting held after the last day for lodgement under that subsection, or 
 

(c) in the case of a return otherwise lodged with the general manager—the first 
meeting after lodgement." 

 
With regard to Section 450A(1), a register of all Returns lodged by Councillors and Designated Persons, in 
accordance with Section 449 of the Act, is currently kept by Council, as required by this part of the Act. 
 
With regard to Section 450A(2), all Returns lodged by Councillors and Designated Persons under Section 
449 of the Act, must be tabled at a Council Meeting, as outlined in Sections 450A(2)(a), (b) and (c) above. 
 
With regard to Section 450A(2)(a), the following Section 449(1) Returns have been lodged: 
 

Position Return Date Date Lodged 
Financial Accountant 12/9/2011 28/11/2011 
(Casual) Town Planner 23/9/2011 18/11/2011 
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The Returns have been lodged prior to the due dates for the receipt of the Returns, being three months 
after the return dates. 
 
The above details are now tabled in accordance with Section 450A(2)(a) of the Act and the Returns are 
available for inspection if requested. 
 
Conformance to Community Strategic Plan 
 
The proposal is consistent with the Shaping Our Future Together Directions statement; 
 
• Have transparent, accountable and respected leadership and an engaged community. 
 
and is also consistent with (or is a nominated) strategy in the Community Strategic Plan being: 
 
• Have ongoing engagement and communication with our community, governments and industries. 
 
Financial Implications 
 
No financial implications applicable to this report. 
 
 

RECOMMENDATION: 

That the information be received and noted. 
 
 

ATTACHMENTS: 

There are no supporting documents for this report. 
 
 
 

oooO  END OF REPORT  Oooo 
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CONFIDENTIAL REPORTS 

Item: 9 CP - Amendments to Constitution - Hawkesbury Disability Advisory Committee - 
(95498, 88324)   CONFIDENTIAL  

 
Previous Item: 272, Ordinary (30 November 2010) 
 
 

Reason for Confidentiality 

This report is CONFIDENTIAL in accordance with the provisions of Part 1 of Chapter 4 of the Local 
Government Act, 1993, and the matters dealt with in this report are to be considered while the meeting is 
closed to the press and the public.  
 
Specifically, the matter is to be dealt with pursuant to Section 10A(2)(a) of the Act as it relates to personnel 
matters concerning particular individuals (other than councillors). 
 
In accordance with the provisions of Section 11(2) & (3) of the Local Government Act, 1993, the reports, 
correspondence and other relevant documentation relating to this matter are to be withheld from the press 
and public. 
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Item: 10 SS - Tender WR01-11/12 - Provision of General Hardware Products - Western 
Sydney Regional Organisation of Councils - WSROC - (95496, 96332, 99657)   
CONFIDENTIAL  

 
 

Reason for Confidentiality 

This report is CONFIDENTIAL in accordance with the provisions of Part 1 of Chapter 4 of the Local 
Government Act, 1993, and the matters dealt with in this report are to be considered while the meeting is 
closed to the press and the public.  
 
Specifically, the matter is to be dealt with pursuant to Section 10A(2)(c) of the Act as it relates to details 
concerning tenders for the supply of goods and/or services to Council and it is considered that the release 
of the information would, if disclosed, confer a commercial advantage on a person or organisation with 
whom the council is conducting (or proposes to conduct) business and, therefore, if considered in an open 
meeting would, on balance, be contrary to the public interest. 
 
In accordance with the provisions of Section 11(2) & (3) of the Local Government Act, 1993, the reports, 
correspondence and other relevant documentation relating to this matter are to be withheld from the press 
and public. 
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Item: 11 SS - Property Matters - Lease to Hawkesbury District Tennis Association Inc - 
Richmond Tennis Centre (Part of Ham Common) and Lease to The Upper 
Hawkesbury Power Boat Club - Club House, Governor Phillip Park - (95496, 
112106, 74070, 73829)   CONFIDENTIAL  

 
 

Reason for Confidentiality 

This report is CONFIDENTIAL in accordance with the provisions of Part 1 of Chapter 4 of the Local 
Government Act, 1993, and the matters dealt with in this report are to be considered while the meeting is 
closed to the press and the public.  
 
Specifically, the matter is to be dealt with pursuant to Section 10A(2)(c) of the Act as it relates to details 
concerning the leasing of a Council property and it is considered that the release of the information would, 
if disclosed, confer a commercial advantage on a person or organisation with whom the council is 
conducting (or proposes to conduct) business and, therefore, if considered in an open meeting would, on 
balance, be contrary to the public interest. 
 
In accordance with the provisions of Section 11(2) & (3) of the Local Government Act, 1993, the reports, 
correspondence and other relevant documentation relating to this matter are to be withheld from the press 
and public. 
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SECTION 5 - Reports of Committees 

ROC - Floodplain Risk Management Advisory Committee Minutes - 31 October 2011 - (86589)   
 

Strip 
The meeting commenced at 6:05pm. 
 
 
Present: Councillor Kevin Conolly - Chair 
 Councillor Jill Reardon 
 Councillor Paul Rasmussen 
 Councillor Bill Whelan 
 Councillor Warwick Mackay 
 Mr John Miller 
 Mr Harry Panagopoulos 
 Mr Les Sheather 
 Mr Peter Cinque 
 Mr Ian Johnston 
 Mr Kevin Jones 
 Mr Robert Bowman 

 
Apologies: Mr Alexander (Phil) Windebank 
 Mr Chris Ransom 
 Mr Geoffrey Bessell 
 Mr Ray Williams MP - Member for Hawkesbury 
 Mr Bart Bassett MP - Member for Londonderry 
 Councillor Kim Ford 

 
In Attendance: Mr Matthew Owens 
 Mr Philip Pleffer 
 Mr Chris Amit 
 Mr Gordon McKay - Bureau of Meteorology 

 
 
 

REPORT: 

RESOLVED on the motion of Mr John Miller and seconded by Councillor Reardon that the apologies be 
accepted. 
 
 
General (non-specific) declarations of interest from land owners affected by the 1 in 100 year flood were 
received from Councillors Conolly, Rasmussen and Whelan, Mr John Miller and Mr Ian Johnston. 
 
 
 
CONFIRMATION OF MINUTES 
 
RESOLVED on the motion of Mr John Miller and seconded by Councillor Reardon that the Minutes of the 
Floodplain Risk Management Advisory Committee held on the 15 August 2011, be confirmed. 
 
 
The presence of Mr Gordon McKay from the Bureau of Meteorology was acknowledged. 
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CHANGE TO ORDER OF BUSINESS: 
 
 
MOTION: 
 
RESOLVED on the motion of Councillor Rasmussen, seconded by Mr Les Sheather. 
 

Refer to COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION 
 
COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION: 
 
That item 3 of the business paper be brought forward to accommodate Mr Gordon McKay’s presentation. 
 
6.15pm - Councillor Mackay arrived at the meeting 
 
 

SECTION 3 - Reports for Determination 
 

Item: 1 Election of Chairperson and Deputy Chairperson   
 
 
 
Mr Owens called for nominations for the position of Chairperson. 
 
A nomination was received for Councillor Conolly.   
Councillor Conolly accepted the nomination. 
 

MOTION: 

RESOLVED on the motion of Mr John Miller, seconded by Mr Les Sheather. 
 

Refer to COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION 
 

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION: 
 
That an election for the position of Chairperson of the Hawkesbury Floodplain Risk Management Advisory 
Committee for the 2011/2012 term of the Committee be carried out. 
 
As there were no other nominations Mr Owens declared Councillor Conolly as the Chairperson of the 
Hawkesbury Floodplain Risk Management Advisory Committee for the 2011/2012 term of the Committee. 
 
 
 
Mr Owens called for nominations for Deputy Chairperson. 
 
A nomination was received for Councillor Rasmussen.   
Councillor Rasmussen accepted the nomination. 
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MOTION: 

RESOLVED on the motion of Councillor Reardon, seconded by Councillor Whelan. 
 

Refer to COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION 
 

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION: 
 
That an election for the position of Deputy Chairperson of the Hawkesbury Floodplain Risk Management 
Advisory Committee for the 2011/2012 term of the Committee be carried out. 
 
As there were no other nominations Mr Owens declared Councillor Rasmussen as the new Deputy 
Chairperson of the Hawkesbury Floodplain Risk Management Advisory Committee for the 2011/2012 term 
of the Committee. 
 
Councillor Conolly resumed the Chair. 
 
 
 
Item: 2 Progress of Draft Floodplain Risk Management Study and Plan Review   
 
 
 
Mr Owens gave an overview of the Committee’s review to date and suggested that the Committee’s 
deliberations on Volume 1 should be finalised and Volume 2, Planning Controls, should be discussed.  The 
recommendations in the Floodplain Risk Management Plan, page 139 in Volume 1, should also be 
reviewed to define what the Committee considers acceptable for public exhibition and what should be 
further reviewed. 
 
The Chair opened the discussion on the Plan recommendations with a view to finalising the Committee’s 
view on the recommendations.  The review concluded the following: 
 

• Item 8 is to be removed from the Plan and, should the Committee and Council wish, pursue 
this matter separately. 

 
• Committee accepts Item 1(a) to (i).  However, 1(b) is to be refined. 
 
• Committee accepts Item 2(a) to (h).  However, 2(a) needs response from the RTA and 2(c) 

needs further discussion. 
 
• Committee accepts Item 3. 
 
• Item 4 requires further discussion. 
 
• Committee accepts Item 5. 
 
• Committee accepts Item 6 regarding the investigation of a levee but does not accept the 

investigation of a refuge mound for McGraths Hill. 
 
• Committee accepts Item 7 as a low priority. 

 
Item 2 was discussed further and it was agreed that there needs to be a review and refinement of the 
evacuation strategy, in particular how the times are calculated. 
 
There was some discussion regarding the planning controls proposed in Volume 2 of the Study.  Mr 
Owens suggested, and this was agreed by the Committee, that a presentation to the next meeting should 
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be prepared to show a summary of what the existing planning controls allow and what the proposed 
controls will change. 
 
Mr Sheather made enquiry re the need for an “Exceptional Circumstances” application for this matter.  Mr 
Panagopoulos stated that this matter is currently being reviewed. 
 
 

RECOMMENDATION TO COMMITTEE: 

That the: 
 
1. Progress of the Technical Working Group discussions be noted. 
 
2. Committee discuss the remaining parts of Volume 1, and commence discussion of Volume 2 

(Planning Issues) of the Draft Floodplain Risk Management Study and Plan with a view to 
agreement on the content of the Draft Plan or suggesting amendments to the Draft Plan prior to 
adoption for recommendation to Council for exhibition. 

 

MOTION: 

RESOLVED on the motion of Councillor Mackay, seconded by Councillor Rasmussen. 
 

Refer to COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION 
 

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION 
 
That: 
 
1. The progress of the Technical Working Group discussions be noted. 
 
2. A further meeting be held to discuss the items not agreed to as identified by the Committee. 
 
 
 

SECTION 4 - Reports for Information 
 

Item: 3 Committee Correspondence   
 
 
 
Mr McKay gave a presentation on the services the Bureau provides including the following: 
 

• Warning Services 
• Flood Warning requirements 
• Flood Weather systems 
• Rainfall forecasts 
• Rain and River gauges 
• Flood modelling 
• Warning lead times 

 
 
DISCUSSION: 
 
• Councillor Conolly made enquiry as to the flood warning time and Mr McKay responded this would 

depend on the model used and was somewhere between 9 and 15 hours as stated in Mr Drew 
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Bewsher’s advice.  Mr McKay further stated when discussing warning times it should not be 
assumed that the rainfall intensity would not spread, evenly across the catchment. 

 
• Councillor Rasmussen asked Mr McKay whether more river gauges would assist in predictions.  Mr 

McKay said no.  Councillor Rasmussen also asked if the catchment dryness and condition was 
considered in the modelling and what were the effects of hard surfaces.  Mr McKay responded the 
condition and dryness of the catchment was taken into account when undertaking modelling, i.e., 
saturated or dry, etc, and hard surfaces only have a localised effect rather than catchment wide 
flood impacts.  

 
• Mr Harry Panagopoulos (Department Environment and Heritage) suggested that the Department, 

Bureau of Meteorology, SES and Council’s consultant, Mr Drew Bewsher, should meet separately to 
discuss and agree on time forecasts and predictions to be used in the Flood Risk Management 
Study and Plan.  There was some discussion regarding the timing of the completion of these 
discussions and there was an indication from Mr Cinque OAM (SES) that this should be finalised by 
March 2012. 

 

RECOMMENDATION TO COMMITTEE: 

That: 
 
1. The correspondence be received and noted. 
 
2. Should a representative from the Bureau of Meteorology be available to address the Committee that 

the Committee receive the presentation. 
 

MOTION: 

RESOLVED on the motion of Councillor Rasmussen, seconded by Mr Les Sheather. 
 

Refer to COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION 
 
COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION 
 
That: 
 
1. The correspondence be received and noted. 
 
2. Mr Gordon McKay from the Bureau of Meteorology be allowed to address the Committee. 
 
3. Mr McKay’s presentation be noted. 
 

 
SECTION 5 - General Business 

 
• Members were mindful of the time and agreed to forego general business discussion. 

 
 
 

The meeting closed at 8:25pm. 
 

oooO  END OF REPORT  Oooo 
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ROC - Community Planning Advisory Committee Minutes - 7 November 2011 - (96737)   
 

Strip 
The meeting commenced at 9:36am. 
 
 
Present: Councillor Barry Calvert Chairperson 
 Councillor Jill Reardon Deputy Chairperson 
 Mr Glenn Powers Community Representative 
 Mr Nick Sabel Wentworth Community Housing 
 Ms Vickie Shackley Community Representative 

 
Apologies: Mr Chris McAlpine Community Representative 
 Mr Matthew Owens Hawkesbury City Council 
 Ms Meagan Ang Hawkesbury City Council 

 
In Attendance: Mr Michael Laing Hawkesbury City Council 
 Ms Amy Dutch (Minute Taker) Hawkesbury City Council 

 
 
 

REPORT: 

RESOLVED on the motion of Councillor Jill Reardon and seconded by Ms Vickie Shackley that the 
apologies be accepted. 
 
 
 
CONFIRMATION OF MINUTES 
 
RESOLVED on the motion of Mr Nick Sabel and seconded by Councillor Barry Calvert that the Minutes of 
the Community Planning Committee held on the 16 June 2011, be confirmed. 
 
 
Mr Laing advised in relation to Item 5 - Incoming Correspondence - Community Builders Funding Scheme 
of the Minutes that no response has been received regarding the submission made, this will be discussed 
further during Item 1 in the Business Paper for today's meeting. 
 
 
 
Councillor Calvert welcomed Councillor Jill Reardon and Mr Glenn Powers to the committee. 
 
 
Mr Glenn Powers introduced himself to the Committee and provided an outline of his professional 
experience and information regarding other committees that he has been an active member of. 
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SECTION 3 - Reports for Determination 

 
Election of Chairperson and Deputy Chairperson - Supplementary Item 
 
 
DISCUSSION: 
 
The Chair moved for a Suspension of Standing Orders to allow for the election of Chairperson and Deputy 
Chairperson. 
 
 

• Mr Laing enquired how many terms Councillor Calvert had held the position of Chair as the 
constitution states: 

 
"The position of Chairperson shall not be held by the same person for any longer than 
three (3) consecutive years." 

 
• Councillor Calvert indicated that from his recollection he had held the position of Chair for the 

previous two terms and the position of Deputy Chair prior to that. Mr Sabel and Ms Shackley 
indicated that this was also their recollection. 

 
 
Mr Laing called for nominations for the position of Chairperson and Councillor Calvert was nominated. 
 
The Motion was passed by a vote on voices and Mr Laing declared Councillor Calvert elected as the 
Chairperson of the Community Planning Advisory Committee for the 2012/2013 term of the Committee. 
 
 
Mr Laing called for nominations for the position of Deputy Chairperson and Councillor Reardon was 
nominated. 
 
The Motion was passed by a vote on voices and Mr Laing declared Councillor Reardon elected as the 
Deputy Chairperson of the Community Planning Advisory Committee for the 2012/2013 term of the 
Committee. 
 

RECOMMENDATION TO COMMITTEE: 

That an election for the position of Chairperson and Deputy-Chairperson of the Hawkesbury Community 
Planning Advisory Committee for the 2011/2012 term of the Committee be carried out. 
 

MOTION: 

RESOLVED on the motion of Councillor Jill Reardon, seconded by Ms Vickie Shackley. 
 

Refer to COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION 
 
COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION: 
 
That an election for the position of Chairperson and Deputy-Chairperson of the Hawkesbury Community 
Planning Advisory Committee for the 2011/2012 term of the Committee be carried out. 
 
Mr Laing declared Councillor Calvert elected as Chairperson and Councillor Reardon elected as the 
Deputy Chairperson of the Community Planning Advisory Committee for the 2011/2012 term of the 
Committee. 
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Standing Orders were resumed - Councillor Calvert assumed the Chair. 
 
 
 

SECTION 4 - Reports for Information 
 

Item: 1 Submission to NSW Community Services on the 2010 Community Builders Program from 
the NSW Grants Network    

 
 
DISCUSSION: 
 

• Mr Laing explained how changes to the Community Builders Program have meant that 
submissions for funding go directly to a centralised (regional) committee for decisions 
regarding funding allocation. Input is no longer provided by a local committee as was done in 
the past and concerns have been raised regarding the loss of local checks and balances 
which could perhaps assist to ensure a better allocation of funding and also support for 
submissions where warranted. 
 
The scheme covers approximately five regions around the state. 
 
Mr Laing indicated that submissions generated from the NSW Grants Network raised 
concerns including that there has been no complete planning process which allowed for 
feedback regarding the changes. A short briefing session was all that was provided by NSW 
Community Services. 
 
Other Councils in Western Sydney have also expressed that they are unhappy with the new 
process and many submissions have been made. 
 

• Committee members indicated that they believe there were many benefits of having the local 
committee involved in the previous process. 

 
• Mr Laing indicated that we are now facing another round of submissions but communication 

has not improved since the last round. He indicated that he had received no contact from the 
NSW Community Services regarding the last round of successful grants prior to the 
successful applicants being announced. 

 
• Councillor Calvert enquired if the new governments promise to return some of the decision 

making regarding funding to Local Government would change things. Mr Laing indicated that 
he received no indication that this would change the process. 

 

RECOMMENDATION TO COMMITTEE: 

That the information be received. 
 

MOTION: 

RESOLVED on the motion of Councillor Jill Reardon, seconded by Ms Vickie Shackley. 
 

Refer to COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION 
 
COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION: 
 
That: 
 
1. The information be received. 
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2. If no response is received to the follow-up letter regarding the submission made by the NSW Grants 
Network correspondence be sent to the NSW Minister responsible for Community Services and 
Local State Members advising them of the situation and requesting their support. 

 
 
 
Item: 2 2010/2011 Annual Report of Hawkesbury Council’s Community Planning Advisory 

Committee    
 
 
DISCUSSION: 
 

• Mr Laing advised that as there was no quorum at the last meeting so feedback was requested 
regarding this Item. Final comments from the committee will be submitted to Council at the 
Ordinary Meeting on 13 December 2011. 

 
• Mr Laing indicated that a one day training course, structured around a results based 

accountability (RBA) model will be available to the committee early next year. This training 
should assist the committee in ensuring they are on the same page and working towards 
achieving the committee goals. 

 
Committee Members indicated that they would be interested in attending the training. 

 
• Councillor Calvert reminded the Committee members that were present that the Committee is 

usually made up of eight representatives and hopefully the numbers will grow and provided a 
wide range of expertise and skills across the Committee in the future. 

 
He enquired if the Committee felt the Constitution should be more specific regarding which 
organisations/groups the five community appointments should be from. 
 
The Committee indicated that they felt it best to keep the wording as is to encourage a 
broader range of people to sit on the committee. 
 
Mr Laing indicated there is always the option to bring in people with expertise in desired areas 
as guest speakers/presenters. 

 
• Councillor Calvert stated that he felt the constitution was reactive rather than proactive, in 

particular he commented that he felt the committee should consider moving Objective 2(f) to 
be 2(a). 

 
The Committee indicated that they felt 2(a) to (f) had equal importance despite the order in 
which they are listed. 

 
• Mr Laing noted that the Committee is in place to provide guidance and assist in prioritising 

issues relating to it. 
 

RECOMMENDATION TO COMMITTEE: 

That the Committee receive the 2010/2011 Annual Report of Hawkesbury Council’s Community Planning 
Advisory Committee to Council and endorse the adoption of the draft constitution of the (new) Human 
Services Advisory Committee to Council. 
 

MOTION: 

RESOLVED on the motion of Ms Vickie Shackley, seconded by Councillor Jill Reardon. 
 

Refer to COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION 
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COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION: 
 
That the: 
 
1. Committee receive the 2010/2011 Annual Report of Hawkesbury Council’s Community Planning 

Advisory Committee to Council and endorse the adoption of the draft constitution of the (new) 
Human Services Advisory Committee to Council. 

 
2. Current Committee be rolled over into the Human Service Advisory Committee. 
 
3. Current vacancies on the Committee be advertised. 
 
 
 

SECTION 5 - General Business 
 

Councillor Calvert encouraged Committee members to bring General Business items to the meeting 
for discussion as they arise. 

 
 
Presentations by Mr Laing 
 

• Results of the 2011 Community Survey - Presentation by Mr Michael Laing. 
 
Mr Laing presented a summary of the 2011 Community Survey results and indicated that the 
full findings will be available on Council's website once received by Council. A copy of the full 
findings can also be provided to Committee members at this time. 
 
Councillor Reardon enquired about the Committee's involvement in the survey process. 
 
Councillor Calvert indicated that the Committee had considered having input into some of the 
questions asked in the survey and also input into the focus groups discussion however did not 
proceed. 
 
The Committee as a whole supported Councillor Calvert's comments regarding promoting the 
positive work and projects that Council has planned. An example is placing signage on roads 
stating that upgrade works are scheduled to be carried out on them and the timeframe in 
which the works will be carried out. 
 

• Brief overview of Hawkesbury Profile & Atlas (from Council's website) - Presentation by Mr 
Michael Laing. 
 
Mr Laing presented a brief overview of the Hawkesbury Profile and Atlas available via 
Council's website. The information available will assist in strategic planning and residents are 
also able to access the interactive features directly. 
 
Mr Laing indicated that a 2hr training session will be available to the Committee members and 
provision of this training for community members is also being considered for early 2012. 
 
Councillor Calvert requested that Committee members look at the site and list any areas that 
they may feel that there is a gap in the data - keeping in mind Objective 2(d) of the 
Constitution - these areas can be reported back to the next meeting so that a gap analysis 
can be carried out. 
 
Councillor Reardon enquired how often the data is updated. Mr Laing advised that the 
information is continuously reviewed and updated as soon as it becomes available. 
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• 2012 Meetings 
 

The proposed dates for the 2012 meetings are to be set and circulated to Committee 
members with the first meeting tentatively scheduled for 23 February 2012. 

 
 
 
The meeting closed at 11:13am 
 
 
 

ooO  END OF REPORT  Oooo 
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ROC - Hawkesbury Disability Advisory Committee Minutes - 24 November 2011 - (88324)   
 

Strip 
The meeting commenced at 4:00 pm in the Meeting Room, Peppercorn Place 
 
 
Present: Councillor Christine Paine Councillor Representative 
 Alan Aldrich Community Representative 
 Desmond Crane Community Representative 
 Carolyn Lucas Community Representative 
 Ken Ferris Community Representative 
 Debbie Court Hawkesbury Oasis 
 Jenny Pratt (for Wendy Sledge) Community Representative 
 Mary-Jo McDonnell Community Representative 

 
Apologies: Councillor Bill Whelan Councillor Representative 
 Jennifer Luke  Community Representative 
 Kate Murdoch  Health Representative 
 Robert Bosshard Community Representative 

 
In Attendance: Joseph Litwin Hawkesbury City Council 

 
 
 

REPORT: 

Election of Chair 
 
It was determined that the election of Chair should be deferred to the next meeting.  Councillor Christine 
Paine was appointed as interim chair.  
 
 
RESOLVED on the motion of Debbie Court and seconded by Alan Aldrich that the apologies be accepted. 
 
SECTION 1 - CONFIRMATION OF MINUTES 
 
1. Confirmation of Minutes 
 
RESOLVED on the motion of Debbie Court and seconded by Alan Aldrich that the Minutes of the Disability 
Advisory Committee held on 6 October 2011 be confirmed.  
 
 
2. Matter Arising from Previous Minutes  
 
Mr Litwin advised the Committee that the draft Access and Inclusion Policy prepared by the Committee 
was to be reported to Council at its Ordinary Meeting of 29 November 2011.  It would be recommended to 
Council that that the draft Policy be placed on public exhibition. 
 
Councillor Paine sought clarification from Des Crane regarding the old wheelchair hoist which was being 
installed at the Hawkesbury Penrith Respite Service. 
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SECTION 2: REPORTS FOR DETERMINATION 
 
Item 16 - Hawkesbury City Local Disaster Plan (DISPLAN) 
 
DISCUSSION:  
 
There was considerable discussion regarding the content of the Hawkesbury City Local Disaster Plan 
(DISPLAN) and its perceived adequacy in taking into account the particular requirements of people with 
disabilities.  The Committee determined that it would be useful to invite a representative from the Red 
Cross to speak to the Committee about their Emergency REDiPlan program.  The Committee also 
resolved to invite a representative of the Hawkesbury Local Emergency Management Committee to 
discuss the DISPLAN as a first step in ensuring that the DISPLAN and its disaster management protocols 
were cognisant of the evacuation needs of people with disabilities.  
 
MOTION: 
 
RECOMMENDATION TO COMMITTEE: 
 
That the: 
 
1. Committee consider making representations to Council to support Red Cross to roll out REDiPlan 

training locally and investigate the involvement of SES, RFS and Police at these sessions. 
 
2. Committee invite a representative of the Hawkesbury Local Emergency Management Committee to 

brief the Committee on the Hawkesbury City Local Disaster Plan. 
 
RESOLVED on the motion of Des Crane and seconded by Alan Aldrich  
 
COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION 
 
That the: 
 
1. Committee invite a representative of the Red Cross to brief the Committee on the REDiPlan 

Program. 
 
2. Committee invite a representative of the Hawkesbury Local Emergency Management Committee to 

brief the Committee on the Hawkesbury City Local Disaster Plan.  
 
 
Item 17 - Draft Access and Inclusion Checklist 
 
DISCUSSION:  
 
• Mr Litwin drew the Committee's attention to the draft Access and Inclusion Checklist which had been 

distributed under separate cover.  Mr. Litwin provided a brief overview of its content and intended 
application.  

 
• The Committee discussed the checklist and determined that it would be a useful guide in working 

with service providers to improve accessibility.  A number of minor changes were suggested 
together with some additional questions.  

 
MOTION: 
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RECOMMENDATION TO COMMITTEE: 
 
That the:  
 
1. Committee review the draft Access and Inclusion Checklist and, subject to any amendments 

proposed by the Committee, the Checklist be adopted for use on a trial basis. 
 
2. Committee appoint members to assist in the conduct of trial access and inclusion audits at Councils 

Customer Service Centre and the Hawkesbury Library Service, Windsor 
 
 
RESOLVED on the motion of Mary-Jo McDonnell and seconded by Debbie Court  
 
COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION 
 
That the: 
 
1. Draft Access and Inclusion Checklist be adopted for use on a trial basis. 
 
2. Committee appoint Alan Aldrich, Kate Murdoch, Des Crane, Carolyn and Lucas to assist in the 

conduct of trial access and inclusion audits at Councils Customer Service Centre and the 
Hawkesbury Library Service, Windsor. 

 
 
Item 18 - Proposed Consultation Strategy: Access and inclusion Plan. 
 
DISCUSSION: 
 
The Committee reviewed the proposed online-survey and email distribution list.  It was suggested that the 
introduction include some reference to the importance of non-physical access provisions to promote 
inclusion.  It was also agreed that an additional item be added to Question 2 in relation to the use of 
mobility aids. 
 
MOTION: 
 
RECOMMENDATION TO COMMITTEE: 
 
That the: 
 
1. Committee to endorse the proposed consultation strategy 
 
2. Committee to review the proposed distribution list (Attachment 1) for promoting the availability of the 

online survey and, subject to any additions or deletions by the Committee, the distribution list be 
ratified. 

 
3. Committee to review the proposed content of the on-line survey and, subject to any changes made 

by the Committee, adopt the survey for implementation. 
 
RESOLVED on the motion of Ken Ferris and seconded by Des Crane 
 
COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION 
 
That the: 
 
1. Committee endorse the proposed consultation strategy 
 
2. Committee ratified the distribution list for promoting the availability of the online survey. 
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3. Committee approve the on-line survey for implementation. 
 
 
SECTION 3 - GENERAL BUSINESS 
 
• Mr Aldrich requested that the Committee consider inviting an additional person to sit on the 

Committee and provided details to Mr Litwin.  Mr Litwin advised that the appointment would need to 
comply with the Committee’s constitution and may need to be reported to Council. 

 
• Ms. Court provided information on programs to be run by the YMCA in conjunction with Disability 

Awareness Day.  
 
• Ms Lucas enquired about the status and progress of the Accessible Hawkesbury Facebook Page.  
 
• Councillor Paine advised the Committee of the proposal to fund a new wheelchair hoist for the Oasis 

Swim Centre 
 
• Mr Aldrich sought information in relation to the design of accessible and safe community garden.  
 
NEXT MEETING - to be held at 4:00pm on Thursday, 23 February at the Meeting Room Peppercorn 
Place, 320 George Street, Windsor.  
 
 
The Meeting closed at 5:25pm 
 
 
 

oooO  END OF REPORT  Oooo 
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ROC - Audit Committee Meeting - 30 November 2011 - (95496, 91369)   
 

Strip 
The meeting commenced at 3:10pm. 
 
 
Present: Mike Barry 
 David Gregory 
 Nisha Maheshwari (Chair) 
 Councillor Kevin Conolly (Alternate) 
 Councillor Paul Rasmussen 

 
Apologies: Harry Khouri 
 Councillor Bob Porter 

 
In Attendance: Peter Jackson - General Manager 
 Laurie Mifsud - Director Support Services 
 Steven Kelly - Internal Auditor 
 Emma Galea - Chief Financial Officer 
 Dennis Banicevic - Council's External Auditor 
 Amy Dutch - Minute Secretary 

 
RESOLVED on the motion of Mr David Gregory and seconded by Ms Nisha Maheshwari that the apologies 
be accepted. 
 
Councillor Kevin Conolly arrived at the meeting at 3:12pm. 
 
 

REPORT: 

Attendance Register of Audit Committee 
 

 

Member 30.11.2011    

Councillor Bob Porter A    

Councillor Paul Rasmussen 9    

Councillor Kevin Conolly (Alternate) 9    

Mr Mike Barry 9    

Mr David Gregory 9    

Mr Harry Khouri A    

Ms Nisha Maheshwari (Chair) 9    
 
Key:   A  =  Formal Apology   9 =  Present  x -= Absent - no apology 
 
 
CONFIRMATION OF MINUTES 
 
RESOLVED on the motion of Mr David Gregory and seconded by Mr Mike Barry that the Minutes of the 
Audit Committee held on the 24 August 2011, be confirmed with the following alterations: 
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1. Section 4 General Business - Point 3 - Audit Committee Sitting Fees on page 10 being altered to 

read as follows: 
 

3. Audit Committee Sitting Fees 
 

Mr Gregory raised the matter of a sitting fee for the Audit Committee.  Mr Jackson advised that the 
2011/2012 Budget has already been adopted by Council.  The next budget cycle for 2012/2013 will 
commence in November 2011 for approval in 2012. 
 
Mr Gregory advised that there is a strong case for independent members to receive a sitting fee.  
The reason being that the Department of Local Government is taking an interest in the Audit 
Committee, and there is a high degree of expectation of the Audit Committee's performance. Mr 
Gregory indicated that the Audit Committee is different to Council's other Committees. 
 
Mr Gregory noted that Council has a number of other Committees, however Mr Jackson advised that 
none of these Committees, some including external professionals, are paid a sitting fee. 
 
Mr Jackson advised that if there were to be a sitting fee payable to the Audit Committee, there would 
need to be a recommendation from this Committee to Council. 
 
Mr Barry advised that Wyong Council paid $7,000 per year; Mosman paid $400 per meeting; and the 
cheapest Council canvassed paid $250 per meeting, as sitting fees to their Audit Committees. 
 
Mr Barry suggested that if Council did not want to pay the Audit Committee that Committee 
members they could consider supplying iPads. Mr Barry advised that several not for profit 
committees he is aware of are considering a move towards the use of iPads for the download of 
their business papers.  However, Mr Jackson advised that Councillors are not provided with iPads. 
 
Mr Banicevic advised that there is more emphasis now on the work conducted by the Audit 
Committee, and that following recent intervention by ICAC, legislation may be introduced.  
 
Mr Gregory requested that information be provided to the Committee regarding any policy that 
Council may have regarding the payment of sitting fees. He also requested that information be 
provided regarding other Councils and fees that their Audit Committees receive. 

 
2. Addition of Point 5 to Section 4 General Business on page 8 as follows: 
 

5. Draft Minutes 
 

Mr Gregory requested that draft minutes be circulated to Committee members for comment 
prior to being reported to Council. 

 
 
RESOLVED on the motion of Mr David Gregory and seconded by Councillor Paul Rasmussen that the 
Minutes of the Audit Committee held on the 27 September 2011, be confirmed. 
 
 
 

SECTION 3 - Reports for Determination 
 

Item: 1 AC - Election of Chairperson - (91369, 95496, 79351)    
 
 
DISCUSSION: 
 
• Mr Gregory advised that he feels the Chairperson role should be rotated regularly for the benefit of 

the Committee. He also advised that due to changes in his personal circumstances he will be 
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standing down as Chairperson however will happily consider the role as Deputy Chairperson if 
nominated. 

 
• Mr Barry indicated that he has enjoyed his time as Deputy Chairperson however due to his personal 

circumstances he will not be standing for the role of Chair or Deputy Chairperson and most likely not 
be standing for a second term. 

 
• Ms Maheshwari thanked Mr Gregory and Mr Barry for their work in the Chair and Deputy 

Chairperson roles. She enquired if a Co-Chairperson is permitted by the committee constitution. 
 
• Mr Banicevic advised that there are Audit Committees at other Council's that have a Co-Chairperson 

and commented that it is not against the guidelines. 
 
• Mr Jackson advised that a Co-Chairperson is not mentioned in the Audit Committee constitution. 
 
 

RECOMMENDATION TO COMMITTEE: 

That a Chairperson of the Audit Committee for the 2011/2012 Mayoral Term be determined. 
 
 

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION: 

RESOLVED on the motion of Mr David Gregory, seconded by Councillor Paul Rasmussen. 
 
That Ms Nisha Maheshwari be nominated as Chairperson of the Audit Committee for the 2011/2012 
Mayoral Term. 
 
 
The motion was carried and Ms Nisha Maheshwari was declared Chairperson of the Audit Committee for 
the 2011/2012 Mayoral Term. 
 
 
Ms Maheshwari assumed the Chair. 
 
 
 
Item: 2 AC - Election of Deputy Chairperson - (91369, 95496, 79351)    
 
 
 

RECOMMENDATION TO COMMITTEE: 

That a Deputy Chairperson of the Audit Committee for the 2011/2012 Mayoral Term be determined. 
 
 

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION: 

RESOLVED on the motion of Councillor Paul Rasmussen, seconded by Mr Mike Barry. 
 
That Mr David Gregory be nominated as Deputy Chairperson of the Audit Committee for the 2011/2012 
Mayoral Term. 
 
 
The motion was carried and Mr David Gregory was declared Deputy Chairperson of the Audit Committee 
for the 2011/2012 Mayoral Term. 
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Item: 3 AC - Accounts Payable - (96332, 91369, 121470, 79351)    
 
 
DISCUSSION: 
 
• Ms Maheshwari noted that the draft report regarding Accounts Payable was received by the 

Committee in August. 
 
• Mr Gregory enquired about the Auditor's Risk Assessments and how the risks were calculated. He 

also enquired if IAB have flagged any items of a cumulative effect that are not noted in the report. 
 
• Mr Banicevic advised that the report considers individual risks as well as risks on a combined basis. 

The a cumulative effect of controlled risks are considered and comments over all are based on 
combined risks. 

 
• Mr Barry advised that he has seen reports from other organisations that utilise colour coding to show 

risk levels. This may be considered in the future. 
 
• Councillor Rasmussen enquired what IP stands for. 
 
• Mr Kelly advised that IP stands for Internal Procedures. 
 
• Mr Banicevic enquired how many days the report was compiled over. 
 
• Mr Kelly advised that an Accounts Payable Report and a DA Report were compiled over many days 

during June, July and August. 
 
• Mr Barry indicated that he felt the report was comprehensive and provided value for money. 
 
• Ms Galea advised that most of the concerns raised by IAB included areas that had already been 

identified by Council Staff. The report contains framework which will assist in speeding up the 
process of addressing the matters. 

 
• Ms Maheshwari noted that many of the implementation dates are for mid 2012 and enquired if they 

are achievable. 
 
• Ms Galea advised that she had input into the deadlines and indicated that she felt they are 

achievable. Ms Galea added that many of the items revolve around delegations and the review of 
this area is currently in its final stages, this includes the review of monthly Purchase Card limits and 
individual transaction limits. She also advised that they are looking at strengthening the Purchase 
Card transaction approval process. 

 
• Mr Jackson advised that he signed off on the delegations changes today and these will be issued to 

staff shortly. 
 
• Mr Barry enquired if a list of delegations will be available on the Council's intranet. 
 
• Mr Jackson indicated that the delegations will be available on Council's intranet and also provided to 

the relevant officers in hardcopy. The Finance software settings will also be adjusted to reflect the 
new delegations. 

 
• Councillor Rasmussen enquired about the percentage of non-compliance by Purchase Card holders. 
 
• Ms Galea advised that it is not so much an issue of non-compliance, it is more an issue of delayed 

compliance with paperwork not being signed off by the required deadlines. 
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• Mr Jackson advised that adding a section regarding purchase card use to performance reviews is 
being considered. 

 
• Councillor Rasmussen enquired if there has been any issues with cash being refunded for a 

purchase card transaction rather than the money being refunded to the card. 
 
• Ms Galea advised that there had been no instances of this occurring and if it had, it would have 

been picked up in IAB's investigations. 
 
• Councillor Rasmussen referred to Point 5.1 of the report and enquired if there had been illegitimate 

use of purchase cards. 
 
• Ms Galea advised that this was just an issue with the wording in the report and advised that it 

referred to the fact that any purchase card holders who have not been using their cards will have the 
cards cancelled. 

 
• Mr Gregory referred to comments on page 9 of the IAB report regarding staff approving their own 

purchases. 
 
• Ms Galea advised that she is currently looking at the purchase order processes with the IS Branch. 

She advised while at present this may not be detected at the authorisation stage it will get caught at 
later stages in the approval process. 

 
• Mr Kelly advised that Mr Guylas did not detect any instances of staff approving their own purchases 

but had raised the matter as a weakness in the system. 
 
• Mr Barry commented that there should be a general policy regarding approving your own purchases. 
 
• Ms Galea advised that the cheque signatories have also been reviewed as part of the delegations. 

There will now be two groups of signatories, one within Finance and the other a group made up of 
staff from other areas. All cheques will require two physical signatures one of which will be from a 
member of the Finance group and the other from the group outside of Finance. 

 
• Mr Banicevic commented that the cheque signatories should be providing the final check of 

supporting documentation. 
 
• Mr Gregory commented that he felt the Management responses in the Action Plan for 

Implementation should be more objective, he referred to point 3.6 on page 16 of the report. 
 
• Ms Galea commented regarding Managements response on point 3.6 on page 16 of the report and 

advised that the item was still being discussed with the software provider at the time, so no definite 
answer could be provided. 

 
• Mr Kelly advised that Management responses are submitted to IAB who then submit the final report 

which would include comments if they were not satisfied with Management responses. Mr Kelly 
advised that he will be monitoring the progress of the outcomes listed in the report. 

 
• Mr Jackson advised that if software providers advised their product would not be able to perform the 

proposed solution, another solution would be found. 
 
• Ms Maheshwari referred to point 3.1 on page 14 of IAB's report and the comments regarding more 

consistent use of Purchase Orders. She enquired what the exceptions for the rules about Purchase 
Orders. 

 
• Ms Galea advised that some examples would be in the case of an emergency where there was not 

sufficient time or method to complete a purchase order, electricity bills, insurances, etc. She advised 
that the aim is to increase the use of purchase orders and make staff aware that just because they 
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have a purchase card it does not give you the authority to spend the money available on it without 
prior approval. 

 
• Mr Banicevic commented that in the ideal world Purchase Orders/Requisitions should not be 

completed after the purchase has already been made. 
 
• Ms Galea advised that any staff member is able to raise a Purchase Order however the process 

relies on staff with the delegations to sign off on the purchase orders. 
 
• Mr Jackson advised that Purchase Orders raised through FinanceOne cannot be generated until 

appropriate authorisation has been provided by an authorised officer. 
 
• Mr Gregory enquired who will follow the progress of the recommendations in the IAB Services 

report. 
 
• Mr Kelly advised that monitoring the progress of the recommendations from the IAB Services report 

forms part of his role as Internal Auditor. 
 
• Mr Barry enquired if Mr Guylas used interrogation software as part of his audit. 
 
• Mr Banicevic advised that auditing software is run by Mr Guylas during his audit. 
 
• Ms Maheshwari enquired if Mr Banicevic conducted any purchasing testing during his audit. 
 
• Mr Banicevic advised that some purchasing testing was done during his review but their report is a 

higher level review regarding the financial statements. 
 
• Mr Gregory requested that Mr Kelly provide the Committee with a standard progress report at each 

meeting regarding the outstanding recommendations and targets in the IAB Services report. 
 
 

RECOMMENDATION TO COMMITTEE: 

That the Accounts Payable Audit Report from IAB be noted and received 
 
 

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION: 

 
RESOLVED on the motion of Mr David Gregory, seconded by Councillor Paul Rasmussen. 
 
That: 
 
1. The Accounts Payable Audit Report from IAB be noted and received. 
 
2. Council's Internal Auditor provide the Committee with a standard progress report at each meeting 

regarding the outstanding audit recommendations and targets. 
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Item: 4 AC - Delegations of Authority - (91369, 79351, 121470)    
 
 
DISCUSSION: 
 
• Ms Maheshwari noted that a lot of the discussion held during Item 3 of the agenda also related to 

this item. 
 
• Mr Jackson reiterated his previous comments that indicated he had signed off the revised financial 

delegations earlier today and these will be loaded into FinanceOne. The new delegations include the 
revision of Purchase Card limits and also the individual transaction limits. 

 
• Mr Kelly indicated that the Operational Delegations have also been revised and were found to be 

sound. 
 
• Mr Kelly indicated that he commenced the Procurement Audit earlier this week and this includes the 

matter of order splitting. 
 
• Mr Kelly advised that all spending is reported/checked on a monthly/quarterly basis through the 

Monthly and Quarterly Review processes. 
 
 

RECOMMENDATION TO COMMITTEE: 

That the Internal Audit Report – Delegations of Authority be received and noted. 
 
 

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION: 

RESOLVED on the motion of Councillor Paul Rasmussen, seconded by Mr David Gregory. 
 
That the Internal Audit Report – Delegations of Authority be received and noted. 
 
 
 
Item: 5 AC - Selection and Recruitment - (91369, 79351, 121470, 79355)    
 
 
DISCUSSION: 
 
• Mr Kelly advised that the Human Resources Branch at Hawkesbury consists of two staff members. 

He advised that the processes in place are well developed and that the structure is centralised and 
well documented. He advised that a member of Human Resources Branch sits on all interview 
panels. 

 
• Mr Jackson advised that the centralised structure of the Selection and Recruitment process ensures 

that advertisements for positions Council wide is consistent. 
 
• Mr Kelly advised that one area has been identified for improvement and that is that people outside of 

Human Resources who sit on interview panels should attend appropriate interview training. Human 
Resources will be including this in their 2012/2013 Budget submission. 

 
• Mr Barry enquired if a Matrix is used for evaluating people who are interviewed. 
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• Mr Kelly advised that a Matrix is used for all interviews and each interview panel consists of at least 
three panel members including an independent panel member from a Division not related to the 
position that is advertised. 

 
 

RECOMMENDATION TO COMMITTEE: 

That the Internal Audit Report – Recruitment and Selection be received and noted. 
 
 

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION: 

RESOLVED on the motion of Councillor Kevin Connolly, seconded by Councillor Paul Rasmussen. 
 
That the Internal Audit Report – Recruitment and Selection be received and noted. 
 
 
 
Item: 6 AC - Occupational Health & Safety - WorkCover Audit - (91369, 79351, 121470)    
 
 
DISCUSSION: 
 
• Mr Kelly reminded Committee members that Council is a self insurer for Workers Compensation. He 

also informed the Committee that Council is on a three year WorkCover Audit Cycle and that the 
audits undertaken by WorkCover are quite extensive. He also commented that it is important from a 
financial perspective for Council to remain self insured. 

 
 

RECOMMENDATION TO COMMITTEE: 

That the Internal Audit Report - OHS WorkCover Audit be received and noted. 
 
 

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION: 

RESOLVED on the motion of Councillor Kevin Connolly, seconded by Mr Mike Barry. 
 
That the Internal Audit Report - OHS WorkCover Audit be received and noted. 
 
 
 
Item: 7 AC - Meeting Dates for 2012 - (95496, 91369, 79351, 121470)    
 
 
DISCUSSION: 
 
• Ms Mahshwari suggested that the Committee consider moving the start time for Audit Committee 

Meetings to 4pm. 
 
• Mr Banicevic enquired if problems may occur regarding the meeting scheduled for 22 August 2012 

due to the Local Government Elections on 8 September 2012. 
 
• Mr Kelly and Mr Jackson advised that an Extra-ordinary meeting may be required due to the Local 

Government Elections being scheduled for 8 September 2012. 
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RECOMMENDATION TO COMMITTEE: 

That the meeting dates for 2012 for the Audit Committee, as outlined in the report, be approved. 
 
 

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION: 

RESOLVED on the motion of Mr David Gregory, seconded by Councillor Paul Rasmussen. 
 
That the meeting dates for 2012 for the Audit Committee, as outlined in the report, be approved with the 
start time being 4pm. 
 
 
 
Item: 8 AC - Audit Committee Matters - (96745, 91369, 79351, 121470)    
 
 
DISCUSSION: 
 
There was no discussion on this matter. 
 
 

RECOMMENDATION TO COMMITTEE: 

That the information be noted and received 
 
 

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION: 

RESOLVED on the motion of Councillor Paul Rasmussen, seconded by Mr Mike Barry. 
 
That the information be noted and received 
 
 

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION: 

RESOLVED on the motion of Councillor Paul Rasmussen, seconded by Councillor Kevin Conolly that the 
meeting be closed to deal with confidential matters and in accordance with Section 10A of the Local 
Government Act, 1993, during consideration of the following items: 
 
Item 9: AC - Confidential Report - Misappropriation of Funds - (91369, 79351, 95496) CONFIDENTIAL 
 
This report is CONFIDENTIAL in accordance with the provisions of Part 1 of Chapter 4 of the Local 
Government Act, 1993, and the matters dealt with in this report are to be considered while the meeting is 
closed to the press and the public.  
 
Specifically, the matter is to be dealt with pursuant to Section 10A(2)(e) and (g) of the Act as it relates to 
matters which are currently subject to police investigation and potential criminal action and also matters 
which are currently the subject of current litigation by Council and the information would, if disclosed, 
prejudice the maintenance of law and, therefore, if considered in an open meeting would, on balance, be 
contrary to the public interest. 
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In accordance with the provisions of Section 11(2) & (3) of the Local Government Act, 1993, the reports, 
correspondence and other relevant documentation relating to this matter are to be withheld from the press 
and public. 
 
There were no press or public in the Chambers. 
 
 
 
Item: 9 AC - Confidential Report - Misappropriation of Funds - (91369, 79351, 95496) -  
 CONFIDENTIAL  
 
 

RECOMMENDATION TO COMMITTEE: 

That the information provided in respect of the matter and the subsequent actions taken, both internally 
and externally, be received and noted and that the Committee be advised of further developments in the 
matter as appropriate. 
 
 

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION: 

RESOLVED on the motion of Councillor Paul Rasmussen, seconded by Mr Mike Barry. 
 
That the information provided in respect of the matter and the subsequent actions taken, both internally 
and externally, be received and noted and that the Committee be advised of further developments in the 
matter as appropriate. 
 
 

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION: 

RESOLVED on the motion of Councillor Paul Rasmussen, seconded by Mr Mike Barry that open meeting 
be resumed. 
 
 
 
Councillor Kevin Conolly left the meeting at 5:20pm 
 
 
 

SECTION 4 - General Business 
 

 
 
1. Audit Committee Sitting Fees 
 

Mr Jackson provided information regarding sitting fees paid to some of the Audit Committee 
Members at other Councils. He advised that if that is the way that the Committee wished to proceed 
a recommendation would need to be put forward by the Committee to Council for consideration. He 
also advised that the recommendation would need to be put to Council in early 2012 for 
consideration in the 2012/2013 Budget and would not come into effect until after the 2012 Mayoral 
Elections. 
 
Mr Barry advised that he is aware that the Audit Committees at Woollahra and Leichardt both 
receive sitting fees as these roles were recently advertised. 
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Mr Gregory advised that he felt the payment of sitting fees to members would increase the chances 
of attracting Committee members with appropriate experience for matters the Committee deals with. 
 
Mr Banicevic advised that the Division of Local Government Guidelines do contain some information 
on sitting fees. 
 

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION: 

RESOLVED on the motion of Mr David Gregory, seconded by Councillor Paul Rasmussen. 
 
That Council consider the introduction of sitting fees for the independent Internal Audit Committee 
Members elected after the 2012 Local Government Elections as recommended in the Division of 
Local Government Guidelines. 
 
 

2. Classification of Committee and Liability of Committee Members 
 
Ms Maheshwari enquired about the technical name for the Audit Committee as there was a 
presentation at the recent Local Government Conference that discussed the technical aspect of 
liability and insurance for committee members and the different implications depending on whether 
or not a committee was classified as Advisory or a Committee of Council. 
 
Mr Jackson advised that the Committee constitution refers to the Committee as the Audit Committee 
however it is a Committee of Council. 
 
Mr Barry enquired what the personal liability level is being part of the Committee. 
 
Mr Jackson advised that the Committee is making recommendations to the Council and not making 
final decisions. Mr Jackson will investigate the liability of Committee members and if the members 
are covered by the current insurance policy. 
 
 
 

The meeting terminated at 5:32pm 
 
Submitted to and confirmed at the meeting of the Audit Committee held on 14 March 2012. 
 
 
 

oooO  END OF REPORT  Oooo 
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ROC - Floodplain Risk Management Advisory Committee Minutes - 12 December 2011 - (86589)   
 
Strip 
The meeting commenced at 6:00pm in Council Chambers. 
 
 
Present: Councillor Kevin Conolly - Chair 
 Councillor Bill Whelan 
 Councillor Warwick Mackay 
 Mr John Miller 
 Mr Harry Panagopoulos 
 Mr Les Sheather 
 Mr Peter Cinque 
 Mr Ian Johnston 
 Mr Robert Bowman 

 
Apologies: Councillor Paul Rasmussen 
 Councillor Jill Reardon 
 Mr Alexander (Phil) Windebank 
 Mr Kevin Jones 
 Mr Chris Ransom 
 Mr Geoffrey Bessell 
 Mr Ray Williams MP - Member for Hawkesbury 
 Mr Bart Bassett MP - Member for Londonderry 
 Mr Chris Amit 

 
In Attendance: Mr Matthew Owens 
 Mr Philip Pleffer 
 Ms Chris Bourne - On behalf of Ms Louise Markus MP 
 Ms Robyn Kozjak - Minute Taker 

 
 
 

REPORT: 

RESOLVED on the motion of Mr Les Sheather and seconded by Mr Robert Bowman that the apologies be 
accepted. 
 
General (non-specific) declarations of interest from land owners affected by the 1 in 100 year flood were 
received from Councillor Conolly, Councillor Whelan, Mr John Miller and Mr Ian Johnston.  
 
Confirmation of Minutes: 
 
RESOLVED on the motion of Mr Ian Johnston and seconded by Councillor Whelan that the Minutes of the 
Floodplain Risk Management Advisory Committee held on 31 October 2011, be confirmed. 
 
 
Discussion Regarding Previous Minutes: 
 
Mr Sheather raised concern the Minutes of the last meeting did not reflect the dialogue between himself 
and Mr McKay from the Bureau of Meteorology (BoM) regarding Mr Sheather's question as to who held 
responsibility for the (faulty) gauges at St Albans during the 2007 floods and the Coonamble floods.  The 
Chair reminded Mr Sheather the Minutes were not a verbatim record of the meeting, however, sought that 
the issue raised by Mr Sheather be recorded in the current meeting Minutes.   
 



ORDINARY MEETING 

Reports of Committees 

ORDINARY SECTION 5 Page 89 

Mr Cinque reported the BoM was responsible for producing forecast heights, however, did not own the 
gauge network, nor did the SES.  Mr Cinque advised the State Emergency Management Committee Flood 
Gauge Working Group recognised the need for a co-ordinated approach to the further development of the 
flood warning network and was working towards a better management regime. 
 
The Chair reported the Bureau had obligation to forecast heights at Windsor and Richmond, however, not 
St Albans. 
 
Mr Panagopoulos referred to the previous minutes and suggested the following amendments: 
 
• Page 5 - last paragraph - after the word ‘reviewed’, add 'by OEH, DPI and SES'.  
 
• Page 5 - fifth last paragraph - the recommended Plan shows a cost of $60,000.  If the refuge mound 

is no longer investigated then the cost will be less.  
 
• Page 7 - rewrite dotpoint as follows:  
 

Mr Harry Panagopoulos (OEH) advised that the Technical Sub Committee resolved that SES 
intended to meet with BoM to discuss and agree on time forecasts and predictions to be used in the 
FRMS and Plan.  SES also needed to internally workshop issues regarding evacuation and 
emergency management for this study.  Mr Cinque OAM (SES) indicated that the SES should 
finalise their position by March 2012.  The Chairperson expressed concern about the SES timetable.  

 
MOTION: 
 
RESOLVED on the motion of Councillor Conolly, seconded by Councillor Whelan. 
 

Refer to COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION 
 
COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION: 
 
That the Chair expressed concern about the protracted SES timetable and would like to see matters 
expedited.  
 
The Motion was carried unanimously. 
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SECTION 3 - Reports for Determination 
 

1. Presentation - Outstanding Items from Previous FRMAC Meeting 31 October 2011  
 
Previous Item: 2, FRMAC - (31 October 2011) 
 
 
 
Mr Pleffer distributed interpretive diagrams to assist the Committee with comprehending what the proposed 
changes to the DCP would mean in regards to flood levels, and subsequently commenced his 
presentation. 
 
6.50pm - Mr Cinque extended well wishes to the Committee for the festive season before departing from 
the meeting. 
 
7.02pm - Ms Chris Bourne arrived at the meeting. 
 
7.07pm - Councillor Mackay arrived at the meeting. 
 
DISCUSSION: 
 

• As there was some debate about the Minor Structures category (Recreation and Non-Urban), 
the Chair suggested the item be flagged for further discussion.  Mr Sheather raised concern 
should building restrictions (minor structures category) become too stringent, it may hinder the 
Hawkesbury's reputation as a 'recreational playground', citing a polo club for example, would 
require some sort of building to be erected on a low lying polo field and it would be 
unreasonable to prohibit such a development.  

 
• The Chair invited each Committee member to put forth their comments relating to the 

proposed draft DCP chapter.  The Committee agreed it would be inappropriate for the 
proposal in its present form to go on public consultation and were particularly concerned the 
two storey developments option may give residents a false sense of security and would act as 
a disincentive to evacuate in times of flood.  It was also agreed large numbers of two storey 
developments would not be in keeping with the area. 

 
• Mr Owens acknowledged planning control and land use matters were quite complex and 

suggested the Committee take the time to thoroughly examine Chapter 9 - Flood Risk 
Management chapter in Volume 2 (in particular the tables in Schedules A and B) and to direct 
any queries to himself or to Mr Pleffer.  

 
• Mr Owens stated issues relating to freeboard should be further discussed/addressed should 

the proposed planning changes not be supported. 
 
• Mr Panagopoulus raised concern climate change had not been taken into account. 
 
• Mr Cinque advised that the SES is scheduled to meet in January 2012 to discuss the draft 

Flood Risk Management Study and Plan.  Mr Cinque also, in relation to the recommendations 
contained in the draft Plan, gave an overview of the issues to be discussed by the SES in 
January. 
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RECOMMENDATION TO COMMITTEE: 
 
That: 
 
1. A presentation be conducted by staff to clarify outstanding issues relating to the Draft Flood Risk 

Management Study and Plan, including clarification of Planning Controls proposed in Volume 2 of 
the FRMS&P. 

 
2. The items in Volume 1 that have not yet been agreed to by the Committee be further discussed. 
 
MOTION: 
 
RESOLVED on the motion of Councillor Whelan, seconded by Mr Ian Johnston. 
 

Refer to COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION 
 

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION: 
 
That: 
 
1. A presentation be conducted by staff to clarify outstanding issues relating to the Draft Flood Risk 

Management Study and Plan, including clarification of Planning Controls proposed in Volume 2 of 
the FRMS&P. 

 
2. The items in Volume 1 that have not yet been agreed to by the Committee be further discussed. 
 
 
 
The meeting closed at 8:20pm. 
 
 
 

oooO  END OF REPORT  Oooo 
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ROC - Local Traffic Committee - 9 January 2012 - (80241)   
 

Strip 
Minutes of the Meeting of the Local Traffic Committee held in the Large Committee Room, Windsor, on 9 
January 2012, commencing at 3:00pm. 
 
ATTENDANCE 

Present: Councillor K Ford (Chairman) 
 Mr Kevin Conolly, MP, (Riverstone) 
 Mr Ray Williams, MP, (Hawkesbury) 
 Mr Bart Bassett, MP, (Londonderry) 
  

 
Apologies: Mr David Lance, Roads and Traffic Authority 

Snr Constable B Phillips, NSW Police Force 
Ms Jodie Edmunds, Westbus 

 
In Attendance: Mr C Amit, Manager, Design & Mapping Services 
 Ms B James, Administrative Officer, Infrastructure Services 

 
 
The Chairman tendered an apology on behalf of Mr David Lance, Roads and Traffic Authority and Snr 
Constable B Phillips, NSW Police Force advising that Mr David Lance & Snr Constable B Phillips 
concurred with recommendations as contained in the formal agenda and had granted proxy to himself to 
cast vote(s) on his behalf. 

 
 

SECTION 1 - Minutes 

Item 1.1 Confirmation of Minutes 

The Committee resolved on the motion of Councillor Kim Ford , seconded by Mr C Amit. That the minutes 
from the previous meeting held 16 November 2011 be confirmed. 
 
 

Item 1.2 Business Arising 

There was no business arising from the previous minutes 
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SECTION 2 - Reports for Determination 

Item 2.1 LTC - 9 January 2012 - Item 2.1 - Ride 2 Riverstone Bicycle Event - 2012 
(Hawkesbury & Riverstone) - (80245, 118318)   

 
 

REPORT: 

Introduction: 
 
An application has been received from the Riverstone & District Lions Club seeking approval (in traffic 
management terms) to conduct the ‘Ride 2 Riverstone’ Bicycle Event 2012, in part, within the 
Oakville/Maraylya/Vineyard area on Sunday 06 May 2012, from 7.30am to 1.00pm.  
 
The event organiser has advised: 
 
• The event has been held over the past 2 years (2010 & 2011). 
 
• The overall event is a family oriented bicycle ride for charity, over several routes which will extend 

across The Hills, Blacktown and Hawkesbury Local Government Areas (LGA’s); 
 
• An alternative date is proposed for Sunday, 20 May 2012; 
 
• The component of the event within the Hawkesbury LGA is within the Oakville/Maraylya/Vineyard 

area; 
 
• The event is a Bicycle Ride and Not a Race; 
 
• The start and finish of the event will be bounded by Park, Pitt, George and Market Streets, 

Riverstone, located within the Blacktown LGA; 
 
• Traffic control signs will be distributed the previous day and left at secure locations along the route. 

The start site will be set up from 5.00am on the event day. Marshalls will put traffic control signs in 
place just prior to the commencement of the event; 

 
• Marshalls will not be permitted to control the movement of motorised traffic. Their role will be to 

advise cyclists of the presence of approaching traffic. 
 
• Marshals will be deployed at each intersection identified as posing a perceived risk to a riders safety 

and supervise the movements of the cyclists at those intersections and also provide a visual link 
between cyclists and other traffic; 

 
• Sectors will be cleared as the event passes and it is proposed to have the route clear by 1.30pm. 

The finish site will be cleared by 5.00pm; 
 
• The event will attract very low levels of spectators as it is being held on semi-rural roads; 
 
• Approximately 500 riders are expected to participate; 
 
• Riders will be able to nominate distances of 30, 55, 80 & 100 Kilometres; 
 
• The 4 different ride distances are within the one event. The routes have been planned to ensure that 

it traverses areas of relatively low traffic flow; 
 



ORDINARY MEETING 

Reports of Committees 

ORDINARY SECTION 5 Page 95 

• The main route is approximately 55 Kilometres in length (across the 3 LGA’s) and that route will form 
the basis of the 4 rides, with additional loops of the route utilised for the 80 and 100 Kilometre rides 
(2 laps); 

 
• All roads along the route within the Hawkesbury LGA are sealed, with the exception of Cusack Road 

which is predominantly unsealed with short sections at its intersection with Midson Road and 
Boundary Road being sealed. 

 
• The Bicycle Ride will be conducted along the following route within the Hawkesbury LGA:  
 

� Enter Bandon Road from O’Connell Street located within the Blacktown Council Area (turn 
right from O’Connell Street into Bandon Road), 

� Travel north along Bandon Road, across the signalised intersection of Windsor Road into 
Chapman Road, 

� Travel along Chapman Road to Commercial Road and across into Bocks Road, 
� Travel along Bocks Road and turn left into Hanckel Road for the 55, 80 and 100 Kilometre 

riders, (the riders for the 30 Kilometre route will turn right at this point and proceed - overall 
distance of approximately 800 metres - along Hanckel Road towards Old Pitt Town Road, turn 
right at Old Pitt Town Road and travel along Old Pitt Town Road and across Boundary Road 
into The Hills LGA section of Old Pitt Town Road), 

� Travel along Hanckel Road, and then into Ogden Road and turn right into Smith Road, 
� Travel along Smith Road and turn left into Saunders Road, 
� Travel along Saunders Road and turn right into Old Stock Route Road, 
� Travel along Old Stock Route Road, turn left at the intersection of Scheyville Road 

(continuation of Old Stock Route Road), and turn left into Old Pitt Town Road, 
� Travel along Old Pitt Town Road and turn right into Airstrip Road, 
� Travel along Airstrip Road and turn right into Pitt Town Dural Road, 
� Travel along Pitt Town Dural Road, turn right at the intersection with Pebbly Hill Road 

(continuation of Pitt Town Dural Road), and turn right into Scheyville Road, 
� Travel along Scheyville Road, and turn left into Dormitory Hill Road, 
� Travel along Dormitory Hill Road and turn left into Midson Road, 
� Travel along Midson Road and turn right into Cusack Road 
� Travel along Cusack Road, across the intersection of Boundary Road into Maguires Road 

located in The Hills LGA. 
� The route distance within the Hawkesbury LGA is approximately 18 Kilometres. 
� For the 100 kilometre ride, the riders will re-enter the Hawkesbury LGA (overall distance of 

approximately 3.3 Kilometres) from the Hills LGA via Old Pitt Town Road, across Boundary 
Road, travel along Old Pitt Town Road and turn right into Midson Road. 

� Travel along Midson Road, past Dormitory Hill Road and turn right into Cusack Road, 
� Travel along Cusack Road, across the intersection of Boundary Road into Maguires Road 

located in The Hills LGA. 
 
Refer to Attachments 1 to 5 for Details of the Event Route. 
 

Discussion: 

The event is a cross regional event as it will traverse across 3 Local Government Areas and cross/traverse 
a classified road. It would be appropriate to classify the event as a “Class 1” special event under the 
“Traffic and Transport Management for Special Events” guidelines issued by the Roads and Maritime 
Services - RMS (formerly RTA) as the event may disrupt major traffic and transport systems along the 
specified route. Speed limits, traffic volume and road width details are provided in the following table for the 
Hawkesbury LGA component of the route; 
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Hawkesbury LGA Route - Oakville/Maraylya/Vineyard 

Road Name Speed Limit 
(kph) 

ADT (Year) Sealed Carriageway Width (m) 

Bandon Road 
Chapman Road 
Bocks Road 
Hanckel Road 
Ogden Road 
Smith Road 
Saunders Road 
Old Stock Route Road 
Old Pitt Town Road 
Airstrip Road 
Pitt Town Dural Road 
Scheyville Road 
Dormitory Hill Road 
Midson Road 
Cusack Road (mainly unsealed, 
with both ends sealed at its 
intersections) 
Boundary Road   

60 
60 
70 

60 & 70 
60 & 70 

70 
70 
70 
70 
70 
70 
70 
70 
70 
70 

 
 

80 

3324 (1996) 
1743 (1998) 
549 (1996) 
1498 (2002) 
190 (1999) 
342 (1999) 
729 (1996) 
2335 (1996) 
908 (2003) 

Not Available 
1782 (2001) 
2254 (2001) 
Not Available 
418 (1998) 
71 (2010) 

 
 

3121 (2008) 

7.1 – 10.0 
6.1 – 14.0 
6.1 – 6.6 

5.7 
7.5 
6.1 
5.5 

5.9 – 6.7 
5.2 
6.4 

6.3 – 6.4 
5.9 
5.5 
5.4 

9.5 (87 m Sealed / 470 m 
Unsealed) 

 
6.2 – 6.4 

 
The event organiser should assess the risk and address the suitability of the route as part of the risk 
assessment considering the speed limit, road width, pavement surface, number of bicycles, traffic volume 
and bicycles travelling close to the edge of the sealed travelling lane. 
 
The event organiser has submitted the following items in relation to the event: Attachment 6 (ECM 
Document Nos: 3803420 & 3915666): 
 
1. Traffic and Transport Management for Special Events – HCC: Form A – Initial Approval - Application 

Form, 
2. Traffic and Transport Management for Special Events – HCC: Form B – Initial Approval Application - 

Checklist, 
3. Special Event Transport Management Plan Template – RTA (Roads and Maritime Services - RMS), 
4. Transport Management Plan – referred to in the application as Traffic Management Plan (TMP). 
 
 
COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION: 

RESOLVED on the motion of Mr K Conolly, MP, seconded by Mr R Williams, MP. 
 
That: 
 
1. The ‘Ride 2 Riverstone’ Bicycle Event 2012, which is a cross regional event and will traverse across 

3 Local Government Areas and cross/traverse a classified road, with the Hawkesbury LGA 
component being within the Oakville/Maraylya/Vineyard area, planned for Sunday 06 May 2012 
(alternative date 20 May 2012) be classified as a “Class 1” special event, in terms of traffic 
management, under the “Traffic and Transport Management for Special Events” guidelines issued 
by the Roads and Maritime Services - RMS (formerly RTA). 

 
2. The safety of all road users and personnel on or affected by the event is the responsibility of the 

event organiser. 
 
3.  It is strongly recommended that the event organiser becomes familiar with the contents of the Roads 

and Maritime Services - RMS (formerly RTA) publication “Guide to Traffic and Transport 
Management for Special Events” (Version 3.4) and the Hawkesbury City Council special event 
information package that explains the responsibilities of the event organiser in detail.  
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4. It is strongly recommended that the event organiser visits Council’s web site, 

http://www.hawkesbury.nsw.gov.au/news-and-events/organising-an-event, and refers to the 
documentation contained within this link which relates to other approvals that may be required for 
the event as a whole. It is the responsibility of the event organiser to ensure that they are familiar 
with the contents and requirements of this information. The approval conditions listed below relate 
only to matters relating to the traffic management of the event. 
 

5. No objection (in terms of traffic management) be held to this event subject to compliance with the 
information contained within the application submitted and the following conditions: 

 
Prior to the event: 

 
5a. the event organiser is to carry out an overall risk assessment for the whole event to identify 

and assess the potential risks to spectators, participants and road users during the event and 
design and implement a risk elimination or reduction plan in accordance with the Occupational 
Health and Safety Act 2000; (information for event organisers about managing risk is available 
on the NSW Sport and Recreation’s web site at http://www.dsr.nsw.gov.au); 

 
5b. the event organiser is to assess the risk and address the suitability of the entire route as part 

of the risk assessment considering the possible risks for all (in particular the section of Cusack 
Road which is unsealed – an alternate route may need to be sought based on the condition of 
the pavement surface on the day of the event); This assessment should be carried out by 
visual inspection of the route / site by the event organiser prior to the event; 

 
5c. the event organiser is to obtain approval to conduct the event, from the NSW Police Service; a 

copy of the Police Service approval to be submitted to Council; 
 
5d. the event organiser is to obtain approval from the Roads and Maritime Services - RMS 

(formerly RTA) as this is a "Class 1" event and the event will cross/traverse along a classified 
road; a copy of the Roads and Maritime Services - RMS (formerly RTA) approval to be 
submitted to Council; 
 

5e. the event organiser is to submit a Traffic Control Plan (TCP) to Council and the Roads 
and Maritime Services - RMS (formerly RTA) for acknowledgement. The TCP should be 
prepared by a person holding appropriate certification as required by the Roads and Maritime 
Services - RMS (formerly RTA) to satisfy the requirements of the relevant Work Cover 
legislation;  

 
5f. the event organiser is to submit to Council a copy of its Public Liability Policy in an 

amount not less than $10,000,000 noting Council and the Roads and Maritime Services - 
RMS (formerly RTA) as interested parties on the Policy and that Policy is to cover both 
on-road and off-road activities; 

 
5g. the Event organiser is to ensure that dust along the unsealed sections of road utilised by the 

event participants are mitigated by providing a water cart for the duration of the event. The 
method and frequency of watering is to be addressed and outlined in writing and added to the 
TMP; 

  
5h. the event organiser is to obtain approval from The Hills Council and Blacktown Council for the 

use of their roads and obtain any necessary approvals from these Councils; a copy of this 
approval to be submitted to Council; 

 
5i. the event organiser is to advertise the event in the local press stating the entire route/extent of 

the event and the traffic impact/delays expected due to the event, two weeks prior to the 
event; a copy of the proposed advertisement to be submitted to Council (indicating the 
advertising medium); 

 
5j. the event organiser is to notify the details of the event to the NSW Ambulance Service, Fire 

http://www.hawkesbury.nsw.gov.au/news-and-events/organising-an-event�
http://www.dsr.nsw.gov.au/�
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and Rescue NSW, NSW Rural Fire Service and SES at least two weeks prior to the event; a 
copy of the correspondence to be submitted to Council; 

 
5k. the event organiser is to directly notify relevant bus companies, tourist bus operators and taxi 

companies operating in the area which may be affected by the event for at least two weeks 
prior to the event; a copy of the correspondence to be submitted to Council 

 
5l. the event organiser is to directly notify all the residences and businesses which may be 

affected by the event for at least two weeks prior to the event; The event organiser is to 
undertake a letter drop to all affected residents and businesses in proximity of the event, with 
that letter advising full details of the event; a copy of the correspondence to be submitted 
to Council; 

 
5m. the event organiser is to submit the completed “Traffic and Transport Management for Special 

Events – Final Approval Application Form (Form C)" to Council; 
 

During the event: 
 
5n. access is to be maintained for businesses, residents and their visitors; 
 
5o. a clear passageway of at least 4 metres in width is to be maintained at all times for 

emergency vehicles; 
 
5p. all traffic controllers / marshals operating within the public road network are to hold 

appropriate certification as required by the Roads and Maritime Services - RMS (formerly 
RTA); 

 
5q. the cyclist are to be made aware of and are to follow all the general road user rules whilst 

cycling on public roads; 
 
5r. in accordance with the submitted TMP and associated TCP, appropriate advisory signs,  and 

traffic control devices are to be placed along the route, during the event, under the direction of 
a traffic controller holding appropriate certification as required by the Roads and Maritime 
Services - RMS (formerly RTA); 

 
5s. the competitors and participants are to be advised of the traffic control arrangements in place, 

prior to the commencement of the event;  
 
5t. all roads and marshalling points are to be kept clean and tidy, with all signs and devices to be 

removed immediately upon completion of the activity, and, 
 
5u. the Event organiser is to ensure that dust along the unsealed sections of road utilised by the 

event participants are mitigated by providing a water cart for the duration of the event. The 
method and frequency of watering is to be undertaken as outlined in the TMP. 

 

APPENDICES: 

AT - 1 Ride 2 Riverstone – Event Overview Route Plan. 
 

AT - 2 Ride 2 Riverstone - 30 Kilometre Route Plan. 
 

AT - 3 Ride 2 Riverstone - 55 Kilometre Route Plan. 
 

AT - 4 Ride 2 Riverstone - 80 Kilometre Route Plan. 
 

AT - 5 Ride 2 Riverstone - 100 Kilometre Route Plan. 
 

AT - 6 Special Event Application - (ECM Document Nos. 3803420 & 3915666) - see attached 
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AT - 1 Ride 2 Riverstone – Event Overview Route Plan 
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AT - 2 Ride 2 Riverstone - 30 Kilometre Route Plan. 
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AT - 3 Ride 2 Riverstone - 55 Kilometre Route Plan. 
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AT - 4 Ride 2 Riverstone - 80 Kilometre Route Plan. 
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AT - 5 Ride 2 Riverstone - 100 Kilometre Route Plan. 
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Item 2.2 LTC - 9 January 2012 - Item 2.2 - Bridge to Bridge 2012 - Power Boat Time Trial Event 
from Brooklyn to Windsor (Hawkesbury, Londonderry & Riverstone) - (80245, 73829)   

 
 

REPORT: 

Introduction 
 
An application has been received from the Upper Hawkesbury Power Boat Club, seeking approval (in 
traffic management terms) to conduct the Bridge to Bridge 2012 - Power Boat Time Trial from Brooklyn to 
Windsor on Sunday, 06 May 2012, between the hours of 8.00am and 1.00pm. 
 

The event organiser has advised; 

• This is an annual power boat time trial event along the Hawkesbury River between Brooklyn Bridge 
and Windsor Bridge; 

 
• This annual event has been held for approximately seventy nine years; 
 
• There is a Test and Tune day on Saturday, 05 May 2012 - Dry Boat Inspections; 

 
• The Club is expecting approximately 120 participants/boats to compete in the event; 
 
• There will be groups consisting of 1, 2 and 3 participants each; 
 
• The club is expecting approximately 4000 spectators on the day of the event, at Governor Phillip 

Reserve 
 
• Parking will be at Governor Phillip Reserve with additional parking available off street utilising vacant 

land adjacent to Governor Phillip Reserve. Parking is available for approximately 4000 vehicles. 
 
• There will be minimal impact on the operations of the Ferry services. 
 
• There will be a Course boat on the approach to each ferry crossing point, which will be 

communicating via radio with a marshal on the ferry. While a ferry is in motion, all boats will be 
prohibited from crossing this point until such time as the ferry is at the river bank. While the ferry is at 
the river bank unloading and loading vehicles, the boats will be allowed to pass. There will be two 
buoys in the centre of the river which the boats will have to pass through once they have been given 
the green flag to cross. The ferries will be closed during certain periods of the race for a short period 
of time 

 
Discussion 
 
Even though the event will be held along the Hawkesbury River and within the Governor Phillip Reserve, 
this event and the spectators travelling to the event may impact heavily on the state road network on 
Windsor Road, Macquarie Street, Wilberforce Road and Bridge Street and in particular the local roads 
such as George Street and Court Street as well as the Ferry services. It would be appropriate to classify 
the event as a “Class 1” special event under the “Traffic and Transport Management for Special Events” 
guidelines issued by the Roads and Maritime Services - RMS (formerly RTA) given that perceived impact. 
 
Lower Portland Ferry Service is under the care and control of Hawkesbury City Council. The Wisemans 
Ferry, Webbs Creek Ferry and Sackville Ferry Services are the under the care and control of the Roads 
and Maritime Services - RMS (formerly RTA) and hence, RMS approval is to be sought directly by the 
event organiser for any alterations to the operation of ferry services maintained by them. 
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The Upper Hawkesbury Power Boat Club has made application under separate cover to Councils' Parks 
and Recreation Section for exclusive use of Governor Philip Reserve. 
 
The event organiser has submitted the following items in relation to the event: Attachment 1 (ECM 
Document Nos: 3915687& 3944396): 
 
1. Traffic and Transport Management for Special Events – HCC: Form A – Initial Approval - Application 

Form, 
2. Traffic and Transport Management for Special Events – HCC: Form B – Initial Approval Application - 

Checklist, 
3. Special Event Transport Management Plan Template – RTA (Roads and Maritime Services - RMS), 
4. Copy of the application to the NSW Police Service. 
5. Copies of correspondence forwarded to the NSW Police Service, NSW Ambulance Service, 

Richmond Fire Brigade (Fire and Rescue NSW), and SES. 
 
 
COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION: 

RESOLVED on the motion of Mr R Williams, MP, seconded by Mr B Bassett, MP. 
 
That: 
 
1. The Bridge to Bridge 2012 - Power Boat Time Trial event from Brooklyn to Windsor planned for 

Sunday, 06 May 2012 be classified as a “Class 1” special event, in terms of traffic management, 
under the “Traffic and Transport Management for Special Events” guidelines issued by the Roads 
and Maritime Services - RMS (formerly RTA). 

 
2. The safety of all road users and personnel on or affected by the event is the responsibility of the 

event organiser. 
 
3.  It is strongly recommended that the event organiser becomes familiar with the contents of the Roads 

and Maritime Services - RMS (formerly RTA) publication “Guide to Traffic and Transport 
Management for Special Events” (Version 3.4) and the Hawkesbury City Council special event 
information package that explains the responsibilities of the event organiser in detail.  

 
4. It is strongly recommended that the event organiser visits Council’s web site, 

http://www.hawkesbury.nsw.gov.au/news-and-events/organising-an-event, and refers to the 
documentation contained within this link which relates to other approvals that may be required for 
the event as a whole. It is the responsibility of the event organiser to ensure that they are familiar 
with the contents and requirements of this information. The approval conditions listed below relate 
only to matters relating to the traffic management of the event. 
 

5. No objection (in terms of traffic management) be held to this event subject to compliance with the 
information contained within the application submitted and the following conditions: 

   
Prior to the event: 

 
 

5a. the event organiser is to carry out an overall risk assessment for the whole event to identify 
and assess the potential risks to spectators, participants and road users during the event and 
design and implement a risk elimination or reduction plan in accordance with the Occupational 
Health and Safety Act 2000; (information for event organisers about managing risk is available 
on the NSW Sport and Recreation’s web site at http://www.dsr.nsw.gov.au); 

 
5b. the event organiser is to assess the risk and address the suitability of the entire route as part 

of the risk assessment considering the possible risks for all participants; This assessment 
should be carried out by visual inspection of the route / site by the event organiser prior to 
preparing the TMP and prior to the event; 

http://www.hawkesbury.nsw.gov.au/news-and-events/organising-an-event�
http://www.dsr.nsw.gov.au/�
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5c. the event organiser is to obtain approval to conduct the event, from the NSW Police Service; a 

copy of the Police Service approval to be submitted to Council; 
 
5d. the event organiser is to obtain approval from the Roads and Maritime Services - RMS 

(formerly RTA) as this is a "Class 1" event; a copy of the Roads and Maritime Services - 
RMS (formerly RTA) approval to be submitted to Council; 

 
5e. the event organiser is to submit a Transport Management Plan (TMP) for the entire 

route/event incorporating a Traffic Control Plan (TCP) to Council and the Roads and 
Maritime Services - RMS (formerly RTA) for acknowledgement. The TCP should be 
prepared by a person holding appropriate certification as required by the Roads and Maritime 
Services - RMS (formerly RTA) to satisfy the requirements of the relevant Work Cover 
legislation;  

 
5f. the event organiser is to submit to Council a copy of its Public Liability Policy in an 

amount not less than $20,000,000 noting Council and the Roads and Maritime Services - 
RMS (formerly RTA) as  interested parties on the Policy and that Policy is to cover both 
on-road and off-road activities; 

 
5g. the event organiser is to obtain the relevant approval to conduct the event along the 

Hawkesbury River from the Roads and Maritime Services - RMS (formerly NSW Maritime); a 
copy of this approval to be submitted to Council; 

 
5h. the event organiser is to obtain written approval from Councils' Parks and Recreation section 

for the use of Governor Philip Reserve; 
 

5i. the event organiser is to advise all adjoining Councils such as Gosford, The Hills and Hornsby 
of the event and in particular the reduced operation of the ferries and obtain any necessary 
approvals from these Councils; a copy of this approval to be submitted to Council; 

 
5j. the event organiser is to advertise the event in the local press stating the entire route/extent of 

the event - including the impact on ferry services - and the traffic impact/delays expected due 
to the event, two weeks prior to the event; a copy of the proposed advertisement to be 
submitted to Council (indicating the advertising medium); 

 
5k. the event organiser is to notify the details of the event to Fire and Rescue NSW and the NSW 

Rural Fire Service at least two weeks prior to the event; a copy of the correspondence to 
be submitted to Council; 

 
5l. the event organiser is to directly notify relevant bus companies, tourist bus operators and taxi 

companies operating in the area which may be affected by the event - including the impact on 
ferry services - for at least two weeks prior to the event; a copy of the correspondence to 
be submitted to Council 

 
5m. the event organiser is to directly notify all the residences and businesses which may be 

affected by the event - including the impact on ferry services - for at least two weeks prior to 
the event; The event organiser is to undertake a letter drop to all affected residents and 
businesses in proximity of the event, with that letter advising full details of the event; a copy 
of the correspondence to be submitted to Council; 

 
5n. the event organiser is to submit the completed “Traffic and Transport Management for Special 

Events – Final Approval Application Form (Form C)" to Council; 
 

During the event: 
 
5o. access is to be maintained for businesses, residents and their visitors; 
 
5p. a clear passageway of at least 4 metres in width is to be maintained at all times for 
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emergency vehicles; 
 
5q. all traffic controllers / marshals operating within the public road network are to hold 

appropriate certification as required by the Roads and Maritime Services - RMS (formerly 
RTA); 

 
5r. in accordance with the submitted TMP and associated TCP, appropriate advisory signs,  and 

traffic control devices are to be placed along the route, during the event, under the direction of 
a traffic controller holding appropriate certification as required by the Roads and Maritime 
Services - RMS (formerly RTA); 

 
5s. the competitors and participants are to be advised of the traffic control arrangements in place, 

prior to the commencement of the event; and, 
 
5t. all roads and marshalling points are to be kept clean and tidy, with all signs and devices to be 

removed immediately upon completion of the activity. 
 
Ferry Services 
 
The applicant is to seek Roads and Maritime Services - RMS (formerly RTA) approval for the 
reduced crossing/operation of the Wisemans Ferry, Webbs Creek Ferry and Sackville Ferry 
Services. There is no objection to the reduced crossing/operation of the Lower Portland Ferry 
Service on Sunday, 06 May 2012 between 8.00am and 1.00pm. Reduced crossing/operation of the 
ferry services - as outlined in the body of the report - is subject to the applicant complying with the 
following conditions, as well as any conditions imposed by the Roads and Maritime Services - RMS 
(formerly RTA): 

 
6a. the applicant is to contact Hawkesbury City Council’s Construction and Maintenance Section 

and the Ferry operator, three weeks prior to the event with regard to the changes in operation 
of the Lower Portland Ferry service maintained by Hawkesbury City Council 

 
6b. Advertising of the proposed event is to be undertaken at the expense of the event organiser in 

both Sydney and Local newspapers, two weeks prior to the event, in relation to: 
• traffic impact and delays, 
• exclusive use of Governor Phillip Reserve, 
• timings of reduced crossing/operation of ferry services, 

 
such notice is to be incorporated in the news sections of those newspapers and to be 
approximately 1/8 (one-eighth) page size; 

 
6c. signs are to be erected at the expense of the event organiser in locations indicated in the 

approved Transport Management Plan and Traffic Control Plan and at a size indicated in the 
same, on all roads leading to the ferries, as well as on each ferry, for at least two weeks prior 
to the event; 

 
6d. safety precautions are to be outlined in the TMP and are to be in place at all ferry locations, 

such to include a boat and crew upstream and/or downstream from each ferry as applicable 
with suitable equipment to indicate to competitors that a ferry may be operating and with 
communication between that boat and the ferry vessel, such procedures are to be 
implemented to the satisfaction of the Roads and Maritime Services - RMS (formerly RTA and 
NSW Maritime) and Hawkesbury City Council; and, 

 
6e. the Roads and Maritime Services - RMS (formerly RTA) and Council be authorised to alter 

ferry reduced crossing/operation times if necessary. 
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APPENDICES: 

AT - 1 Special Event Application - (ECM Document Nos.3915687 & 3944396) - see attached. 
 
 
 

Item 2.3 LTC - 9 January 2012 - Item 2.3 - Proposed relocation of No Parking zone in Little 
Church Street, Windsor - St Matthew's Catholic Primary School (Riverstone) - 
(80245, 84972)   

 
 

REPORT: 

Introduction 

Representation has been received from the Principal of St Matthew’s Catholic Primary School (ECM 
Document No. 3869529) requesting that the existing No Parking zone in Little Church Street, in the vicinity 
of the main entrance to the School, be relocated to provide a better drop off and pick up facility for parents. 
 
Relocating the No Parking zone in a north easterly direction will allow parents to see their child enter the 
school grounds in the morning, and teachers supervising the children can see parents arriving to pick up 
their children in the afternoon. This will result in the head of the queue being in line with the main school 
entrance. 
 
The main concern is that the existing No Parking zone in Little Church Street is not functioning well. 
 
Discussion 
 
The current regulatory speed limit on Little Church Street in the vicinity of the school is 50 kph with the 
School Zone of 40kph operating during the times of 8.00am to 9.30am and 2.30pm to 4.00pm. This road is 
a local road. Parallel parking is permitted on both sides of the road except on some sections where there 
are parking restriction signs. 
 
The existing No Parking zone operates within the time frame of "8.00am - 4.00pm - School Days Only - 
Buses Excepted" and is located on the south eastern side of Little Church Street, across the main entrance 
to the school. The main entrance to the school is a disused driveway which is 7.0 metres wide. The No 
Parking zone is 35 metres in length, extending 24 metres to the south west, across the 7.0 metre main 
entrance access and 4 metres to the north east. 
 
The Principal has indicated by relocating the No Parking zone in a north easterly direction, the head of the 
queue will be in line with the main entrance to the School. Currently the head of the queue is 24 metres 
past the main entrance in a south westerly direction. This is resulting in parents hovering around the main 
entrance and not utilising the full length of the No Parking zone (35 metres). 
 
It is proposed to relocate the existing 35.0 metre No Parking zone on the south eastern side of Little 
Church Street by 18.0 metres in a north easterly direction resulting in the No Parking zone being 
positioned 6 metres to the south west of the 7.0 metre wide main entrance, across the 7.0 metre wide main 
entrance and to a point 22 metres to the north east. Commencing the No Parking zone 6.0 metres to the 
south west of the main entrance will provide an area for vehicles to manoeuvre out of the zone safely. 
 
The relocation of the No Parking zone will not result in any loss of street parking. 
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COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION: 

RESOLVED on the motion of Mr K Conolly, MP, seconded by Mr B Bassett, MP. 
 
That the existing No Parking zone ("8.00am - 4.00pm - School Days Only - Buses Excepted"), 35.0 metres 
in length, located on the south eastern side of Little Church Street, Windsor, adjacent to the main entrance 
to St Matthew’s Catholic Primary School, be relocated by 18.0 metres in a north easterly direction, 
resulting in the No Parking zone being positioned 6 metres to the south west of the 7.0 metre wide main 
entrance, across the 7.0 metre wide main entrance and to a point 22 metres to the north east.  
 
 
APPENDICES: 
 
There are no supporting documents for this report. 
 
 
 

SECTION 3 - Reports for Information 

There were no reports for information. 
 
 
 

SECTION 4 - General Business 

Item 4.1 LTC   9 January 2012   QWN 4.1   Provision of a Pedestrian Refuge on Castlereagh 
Road, Richmond.   

 

REPORT: 

Mr Bart Bassett, MP raised concerns on behalf of his constituent requesting that a pedestrian refuge be 
provided on Castlereagh Road in the vicinity of William Cox Drive and John Tebbutt Mews. 
 
Mr C Amit advised that Richmond High School made a request to RMS (RTA) in late 2009 to investigate 
the provision of a pedestrian crossing on Castlereagh Road between Lennox Street and William Cox Drive. 
Castlereagh Road is a State Road. Pedestrian and Vehicle counts were undertaken by RMS in March 
2010 as part of their investigation with advice provided to Council in April 2010. The provision for a 
pedestrian crossing did not meet the minimum requirements of the respective warrants due to the low 
numbers of pedestrians and vehicles at this location. The counts for Pedestrian and vehicles was also 
extended by RMS to Hereford Street (Council Road) at its intersection with Castlereagh Road, which 
indicated that there was a large number of pedestrians crossing at this point. Council staff investigated the 
movements across Hereford Street, and it was noted with the pedestrian movements, the majority of 
pedestrians travelled in a South to South-West direction into the Hobartville residential area (south side of 
Castlereagh Road). Once again the pedestrian and vehicle numbers did not meet the minimum criteria for 
the pedestrian crossing warrant. RMS indicated in its correspondence (ECM Doc no. 3375456) that as part 
of its investigation it was still investigating the safety of the students crossing Castlereagh Road. 
  
Mr Basset indicated that even though RMS felt that a pedestrian crossing was not warranted on 
Castlereagh Road, he feels that some pedestrian safety measures must be provided and therefore a 
pedestrian refuge would be an ideal option for those students crossing Castlereagh Road in the vicinity of 
William Cox Drive and John Tebbutt Mews. 
 
 



ORDINARY MEETING 

Reports of Committees 

ORDINARY SECTION 5 Page 110 

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION: 

RESOLVED on the motion of Mr B Bassett, MP, seconded by Mr R Williams, MP. 
 
That the Roads and Maritime Service (RMS) investigate the provision of a pedestrian refuge on 
Castlereagh Road, Richmond  in the vicinity of William Cox Drive and John Tebbutt Mews. 
 
 

APPENDICES: 

There are no supporting documents for this report. 
 
 
 

Item 4.2 LTC   9 January 2012   QWN 4.2   Filter phasing of red arrow for the right hand turn 
on Hawkesbury Valley Way into George Street, Windsor, heading in a North East 
direction.     

 

REPORT: 

Mr R Williams, MP requested that the Roads and Maritime Service (RMS) review the traffic light phasing 
for the right hand turn on Hawkesbury Valley Way into George Street heading in a North East direction. 
 
Mr Williams advised that driver’s have to wait for a considerable time for the next green arrow phase even 
though there is clearly no on coming traffic. Mr Williams mentioned that the red arrow phasing could be 
dropped after a certain time and allow the driver to make the right hand turn when they deem it to be safe. 
 
 

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION: 

RESOLVED on the motion of Mr R Williams, MP, seconded by Mr K Conolly, MP. 
 
That RMS review the traffic light phasing for the right hand turn on Hawkesbury Valley Way into George 
Street heading in a North East direction and change the red arrow to a filter phase. 
 
 

APPENDICES: 

There are no supporting documents for this report. 
 
 
 

SECTION 5 - Next Meeting 

The next Local Traffic Committee meeting is proposed to be held on Monday 13 February 2012 at 3.00pm 
in the Large Committee Room. 
 
 
The meeting terminated at – 3:40pm. 
 
 

oooO  END OF REPORT  Oooo 
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QUESTIONS FOR NEXT MEETING 

Councillor Questions From Previous Meetings and Responses - (105109)   
 
 

REPORT: 

Questions - 13 December 2011 
 

# Councillor Question Response 

1 Bassett Enquired if Council could 
investigate/ask Hawkesbury Radio 
how many paid up members they 
have and the names of these 
members? 

The General Manager advised that 
Council generally receives an invoice 
from Hawkesbury Radio in 
September each year.  This invoice is 
in relation to an annual membership 
fee. The last membership fee was 
paid in September, 2010.  In 
November, 2011, contact was made 
with Hawkesbury Radio to advise that 
the invoice for the current year had 
not been received by Council.  To 
date no invoice for membership in 
relation to the current year has been 
received by Council.  As Council is 
not currently a paid up member, it is 
not in a position to request the details 
referred to. 

A further request has been made to 
Hawkesbury Radio in relation to the 
invoice for membership and when 
renewed, the provision of this 
information can be pursued. 
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# Councillor Question Response 

2 Conolly Enquired about access to hardcopy 
business papers prior to Ordinary 
Meetings and enquired what could be 
done about providing more access to 
Business Papers. 

Director Support Services advised 
that Council currently provides 
hardcopies of business papers for 
public viewing from midday on the 
Friday before each Council Meeting at 
the Administration Building, Windsor 
Library, Richmond Library and the 
Visitors Information Centre.   

Hardcopies of the business papers 
are also provided in the Council 
Chambers just prior to each Council 
Meeting commencing.    

Also, in accordance with Council's 
adopted Code of Meeting Practice, 
CDs of the business papers are 
available for collection by the public 
free of charge from the Administration 
Building from midday on the Friday 
before each Council Meeting.   

Each business paper is available on 
Council's website from midday on the 
Friday before each Council Meeting, 
and can be accessed by the public 
through their own computers, or 
through the public computers in the 
Administration Building and Windsor 
Library. 

3 Reardon Enquired if she could be provided with 
a hardcopy of Destination 2036. 

The General Manager advised that 
documentation has been provided to 
Councillor Reardon. 

 
 

ATTACHMENTS: 

There are no supporting documents for this report. 
 
 
 

oooO  END OF REPORT  Oooo 
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