
REPORTS FROM OFFICERS 

8. REPORT OF GENERAL MANAGER 

No reports this round 
 

9. REPORT OF DIRECTOR BUSINESS SERVICES 

9.1 Progress Report: Amounts Expended on Providing Facilities 
and Payment of Expenses-Mayor, Deputy Mayor and 
Councillors August 2010  

 
 

Attachments 

Nil 
 

Report 

On 18 November 2008, Council reviewed its policy concerning payment of expenses 
and provision of facilities to the Mayor, Deputy Mayor and Councillors. 
 
Section 428 (2) (f) of the Local Government Act requires Councils to include in their 
financial reports:- 
 
a) The total amount of money expended during the year on Mayoral fees and 

Councillors’ fees. 
b) Council’s policy on the provision of facilities for, and the payment of expenses 

to, Councillors. 
c) The total amount of money expended during the year on providing those 

facilities and paying those expenses. 
 
These expenses are calculated on a monthly basis and reported to Council. 
 
Expenses as at August 2010 were as follows: 



 
Expenses 
 
1. Training Seminars and Conferences Nil 

 
2. Staff 

Personal Secretary for the Mayor on a shared basis with the General 
Manager, together with Receptionist shared with Corporate Services. 
Apportioned cost for August 2010. 
 

 
 
$3,224 

3. Stationery and Postage 
Cost of Mayoral and Councillors' stationery, business cards and postage 
expenses. 
Approximate cost for August 2010. 
 

 
Nil 

4. Periodicals 
Cost of annual subscriptions 
Cost for August 2010. 
 
 
 

 
$300 

5. Meals 
Provision of meals in conjunction with Council and Committee Meetings 
and Inspections. 
Cost for August 2010. 
 

 
 
$1,272 
 
 

6. Refreshments 
Provision of refreshments in the Mayor's Suite and Councillors' Lounge 
and Civic Receptions. 
Cost for August 2010. 
 

 
 
$3,079 

7. Insignia of Office 
Replacement costs Mayoral robes, chain, badge and name plates. 
Cost for August 2010. 
 

 
Nil 
 

8. Travelling Expenses for Use of Private Vehicle 
Reimbursement of travelling expenses on authorised Council business.  
Claims submitted for August 2010. 

 
$1,100 

 
Provision of Facilities 
 

 

(a) Accommodation 
Office located on the Third Floor of the Administration Building - costs are 
included in total maintenance and operating expenses of the 
Administration Building and apportioned on an area basis (3.5%). 
Cost for August 2010. 
 

 
 
$3,207 
 

(b) Communication System 
Mobile telephone, personal computer or a laptop, personal digital 
assistant and combined printer, copier, scanner, facsimile machine and 
telephone answering machine provided for the Mayor and Councillors. 
Cost of equipment for August 2010 in accordance with Councillors Policy. 
 

 
 
$2,548 



 
(c) Office Equipment 

Facsimile machines, photocopier and telephone facilities for the Mayor 
and Councillors at the Civic Centre. 
Cost for August 2010. 
 

 
 
$599 

(d) Council Vehicle 
Costs associated with the use of Council vehicles by the Mayor and 
Councillors on authorised Council business.  All usage is subject to the 
prior approval of the Mayor. 
Cost for August 2010. 
 

 
 
Nil 

(e) Internet Facilities 
Costs associated with the provision of internet facilities in accordance with 
Council’s Policy. 
Cost for August 2010. 
 

 
 
$899 

(f) Care Expenses 
Costs associated with care arrangements including childcare expenses 
and the care of elderly, disabled and/or sick immediate family members. 
Cost for August 2010. 

 
Nil 

 
The total cost for the payment of expenses and provision of facilities to the Mayor, 
Deputy Mayor and Councillors for August 2010 amounted to $16,228. 
 

Officer's Recommendation 

That the information be noted. 
 
Council Meeting 21 September 2010 (Rule/Thompson) 
 
That the Officer's Recommendation be adopted. 
 
Council Resolution Minute Number 185 
 
That the Officer's Recommendation be adopted. 
 



 

9.2 Reports Requested  
 
 

Attachments 

Status List of Reports Requested. 
 

Report 

Attached for the information of Councillors is a Status List of reports requested of 
Council as at 24 August 2010. 
 

Officer's Recommendation 

That the information be noted. 
 
Council Meeting 21 September 2010 (Rule/Chanthivong) 
 
That the Officer's Recommendation be adopted. 
 
Council Resolution Minute Number 186 
 
That the Officer's Recommendation be adopted. 
 



 
ATTACHMENT 1 
 

Reports Requested as at 24 August 2010 
 
 

*Date of 
Decision 
*Mover 
*Res No 
Doc No 

Item/Comments Div.Resp Comp Date 

13.11.08 
MO 

 
1648358 

CS6.1 - Report on the establishment of a piece of public Art 
or Landscape that celebrates and values the contribution of 
volunteers.  

CS November  
2010 

13.11.07 
RK 

 
1648363 

CS6.2 - Report on the installation of signs recognising the 
indigenous history of our area at appropriately visible 
locations. 

CS November 
2010 



 

*Date of 
Decision 
*Mover 
*Res No 

Item/Comments 
 
 
 

Div.Resp Comp Date 

12.5.09 
JB 

 
2234874 

PE5.1 - Report on feasibility of building a low level crossing at 
Wedderburn that would allow for better environmental flows 
compared to what is there now. 
Comment: 
Reported Item 2.4 Planning and Environment Committee 
14.09.10 

CW  

18.3.08 
AC 

 
1770751 

 

CW 5.2 - That a report be presented outlining proposed 
information brochure options for Council's Tree Policy and 
Tree Removal Guidelines. 
Comment: 
Pending completion of Stage 3 of the SCDCP which includes 
tree removal. Briefing provided to Council on 17 November 
2009, 27 January and 3 August 2010 

CW November 
2010 

20.10.09 
RM 

 
2418781 

CG9.2 - Report detailing possible options in regards to 
establishing an Accord, similar to the liquor accord, with 
suppliers of spray cans to reduce the availability of the product 
to the public. 

CW October 
2010 

17.11.09 
RM 

 
2454235 

CW2.1 - Report investigating the feasibility of adopting a tree 
removal philosophy to assist the community where large trees 
may pose a threat to residents and/or their properties. 
Comment: 
Briefing provided to Council on 17 November 2009 27 January 
and 3 August 2010 

CW November 
2010 

1.6.10 
RK 

 
2672233 

PE2.6 - Report evaluating trial of water filling stations 
 
 

CW April 
2011 

27.7.10 
PH 

 
2759077 

 

CW5.1 - Report outlining results of the recent trial held at 
Randwick Council on Solar Wrap Around panels on Light 
Poles. 

CW October 
2010 

 



 

*Date of 
Decision 
*Mover 
*Res No 

Item/Comments 
 
 
 

Div.Resp Comp Date 

5.8.08 
AC 

 
1928722 

CG3.1 - Further report upon completion of the road closure and 
creation of title in respect to the future use of the land - 
Robinson St Campbelltown. 
Comment: 
Department of Lands approval obtained and letter sent to 
Landcom. 

BS Oct 
2010 

27.7.10 
PH 

 
2758681 

CG2.3 - Further report outlining further possible options for the 
Staff Exchange Program. 

BS November 
2010 

27.7.10 
AR 

 
2758668 

CG4.3 - Further Report upon expiration of the two year period in 
2010 in order to reset the Loan Borrowing Allocation. 

BS November 
2010 

 



  
 

*Date of 
Decision 
*Mover 
*Res No 

Item/Comments 
 
 
 

Div.Resp Comp Date 

12.12.06 
JB 

 
1327990 

PE 2.4 - Report presenting the Draft LES and Preliminary 
Draft LEP- Glenlee. 
Comment: 
Delays incurred in finalising rezoning investigations by the 
applicant. Awaiting applicant to submit further information to 
Council. 

PE 
(EP) 

2011 

4.5.10 
RM 

 
2655408 

CG9.2 -That a report be presented in regards to the 
Memorandum of Understanding between Council and 
Macquarie Fields Local Area Command concerning the 
patrolling of Council reserves 

PE 
(CS) 

November 
2010 

27.7.10 
JB 

 
2759168 

PE5.1 - Report investigating: 
 
(i) the provision of suitable bedding to keep animals off the 
concrete floor at the Animal Care Facility. 
 
(ii) the establishment of a volunteer group to provide support 
services to the Animal Care Facility. 

PE 
(CS) 

November 
2010 

24.8.10 
BT 

 
2773531 

PE2.3 - Evaluation report following completion of the 2010/11 
Macarthur Nature Photographic Competition. 

PE February 
2011 

24.8.10 
RK 

 
2792298 

PE3.5 - Report addressing the provision of more appropriate 
sanitary facilities in non-residential development for possible 
incorporation in the Campbelltown Sustainable City DCP. 

PE 
(EP) 

November 
2011 

24.8.10 
WG 

 
2792552 

CW5.1 - Report on the viability of using electronic cars at 
Campbelltown Council and also the establishment of electric 
recharge stations in the Campbelltown area. 
Comment: 
Reported Item 2.4 Planning and Environment Committee 
14.9.10 

PE  

 
 
 



 

9.3 Revised Policy - Addressing Council Committee Meetings  
 
 

Attachments 

Addressing Council Committee Meetings Policy 
 

Report 

At the Corporate Governance Committee meeting held on 14 September 2010 a 
report reviewing the Policy for Addressing Council Committee Meetings was 
presented for re-adoption.  
 
The report presented to the Corporate Governance Committee noted that the 
changes to the policy presented related to amendments to reflect the new corporate 
documentation standards. 
 
The Corporate Governance Committee resolved that a decision in this matter be 
deferred pending the receipt of a report by the Director Business Services to the 
Ordinary Meeting of Council to be held 21 September 2010, investigating the 
possibility of including in the policy statement, flexibility to allow additional 
unregistered speakers to address the Committee. 
 
As requested the policy has been reviewed and the following amendments have 
been made to reflect the request of the Corporate Governance Committee. 
 

Clause 2. Members of the community who have registered to address 
the Committee will be invited by the Chairperson at the 
appropriate time during the meeting to make their presentation.  

 
Clause 3. The Chairperson, with the agreement of the Committee has 

the ability to allow unregistered speakers the opportunity to 
also address Council Committees.  

 
Clause 5. Generally a maximum of two persons may speak from any one 

group, however if additional people attending the meeting 
indicate that they wish to make a presentation, the 
Chairperson with the agreement of the Committee has the 
ability to invite additional speakers to address the Committee. 

 
The above amendments have been incorporated into the reviewed policy which has 
been renumbered and is now re-presented for Council's consideration. 
 

Officer's Recommendation 

1. That the Addressing Council Committee Meetings Policy be adopted. 
 
2. That the Policy review date be set at 31 December 2013. 



 
Council Meeting 21 September 2010 
 
This item was moved forward and dealt with in conjunction with Corporate 
Governance - Item 2.1 - Revised Policy - Addressing Council Committee Meetings.  
 
 



 
ATTACHMENT 1 
 

 

POLICY REGISTER 

Policy Number 1.1.02 

Policy Title Addressing Council Committee Meetings 

 
Policy details may change prior to review date due to legislative changes, 
therefore this document is uncontrolled when printed. 
 

Objectives 
 
To provide a suitable procedure for community groups and individuals wishing to 
address Council Committees. 
 

Policy Statement 
 
1. That all known interested persons in respect of major issues being considered 

by Council be formally advised of the time and date that such item will be 
discussed by the appropriate Committee and that persons wishing to address 
the Committee should register their intention with the General Manager. 

 
2. Members of the community who have registered to address the Committee will 

be invited by the Chairperson at the appropriate time during the meeting to 
make their presentation.  

 
3. The Chairperson, with the consent of the Committee has the ability to allow 

unregistered speakers the opportunity to also address Council Committee's. 
 
4. Persons addressing the Committee should identify themselves to the 

Chairperson and indicate their interest in the item that they wish to speak on. 
 
5. Generally a maximum of two persons may speak from any one group, however 

if additional people attending the meeting indicate that they wish to make a 
presentation the Chairperson with the consent of the Committee has the ability 
to invite additional speakers to address the Committee. 

 
6. Speakers are to be limited to five minutes, although the Chairperson of the 

Committee may extend this time, dependent on the particular circumstances.  
The Councillors may then ask questions of the speakers. 

 
7. That at the completion of questions being asked, those people who had 

addressed the Committee be required to return to the gallery area and only 
then should the Chairperson of the Committee accept any motions or allow 
debate. 



 
8. The Committee may adjust the order of items on its business paper to firstly 

consider matters having direct public involvement with the Committee. 
 
9. That a copy of the Business Paper for Council and all Committee Meetings, 

other than a Confidential Business Paper, be placed on display on the Friday 
evening prior to the relevant meeting, or as soon thereafter as is practicable, in 
the following locations: 

 
• The Customer Service counter located in the ground floor foyer area of 

the Administration Building. 
• The Central Library at Campbelltown. 
• Various Branch Libraries. 
• On Council’s Website 
 

10. That copies of a report on individual items be made available upon request to 
persons having an interest in that particular item unless the item is 
"confidential". 

 
 

END OF POLICY STATEMENT 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
DOCUMENT HISTORY AND VERSION CONTROL RECORD 

 
Contact for inquiries and proposed changes 
 

Name Steve Kelly 

Position/Section Manager Corporate Support 

Contact Number 4645 4320 

 

Version Number Revised Date Authorised Officer Amendment 
Details 

    

 
 



 

10. REPORT OF DIRECTOR CITY WORKS 

10.1 City Works Activity Report  
 
 

Attachments 

Activity Report. 
 

Report 

Works activities, both programmed and responsive, are proceeding according to 
program and on demand, and are outlined in the attached Activity Report. Statistics 
on graffiti are also presented in the Activity Report. It should be noted that the format 
of the Activity Report continues to be reviewed to better reflect the areas and 
program/projects being undertaken by Council. 
 

Officer's Recommendation 

That the information be noted. 
 
Council Meeting 21 September 2010 (Rule/Kolkman) 
 
That the Officer's Recommendation be adopted. 
 
Council Resolution Minute Number 187 
 
That the Officer's Recommendation be adopted. 
 



 
ATTACHMENT 1 
 

 























 
 



 

11. REPORT OF DIRECTOR COMMUNITY SERVICES 

No reports this round 
 

12. REPORT OF DIRECTOR PLANNING AND ENVIRONMENT 

12.1 Proposed Renaming of Part of Badgally Road, Gregory Hills  
 
 

Attachments 

 
1. Letter from Dart West Developments Pty Ltd 
2. Map showing alternative naming proposal plan (Distributed under separate 

cover) 
 

Report 

 
At its meeting on 14 September 2010, Council's Planning and Environment 
Committee considered a report (Item 2.3 Proposed Renaming of Part of Badgally 
Road, Gregory Hills) concerning a proposal to rename part of Badgally Road at 
Gregory Hills. Mr David Taylor, a representative of Dart West Developments Pty Ltd 
who originally requested that Council rename part of Badgally Road to Gregory Hills 
Drive, also addressed the Committee in support of this proposal. The Committee 
subsequently recommended: 
 

“That this matter be left to the determination of full Council at its meeting of 21 
September 2010 to permit the Director of Planning to include in his report to full 
Council his views on the new option proposed by the applicant at the Planning 
and Environment Committee meeting.”  

 
A letter from Dart West Developments Pty Ltd was received on 16 September 2010 
and is included as Attachment 1 to this report. In this letter, Dart West Developments 
Pty Ltd submit an alternative proposal that provides for the name Badgally Road to 
be retained and applied to part of the new through road. The remainder of this new 
road would then be named Gregory Hills Drive to its intersection with Camden Valley 
Way, with the change of road name occurring at a new intersection with the entry 
road to St Gregory’s College. 



 
This proposal would enable the historical connections between Badgally Road and 
Badgally Hill to be retained and the residents along the existing section of Badgally 
Road, who objected to the original proposal to rename this section of road because it 
would result in changes to their property addresses, would no longer be 
inconvenienced. This proposal also means that the naming of the remaining section 
of this new road as Gregory Hills Drive now complies with the provisions of the 
Geographical Names Board’s guidelines for the naming of roads. These guidelines 
state that, although duplication of road names in adjacent parts of adjoining local 
government areas should be avoided, roads crossing council boundaries should 
have a single and unique name. 
 
For these reasons, it is recommended that Council not approve the original proposal 
to rename the existing section of Badgally Road. It is also recommended that, once 
the road through to Camden Valley Way in the Camden Local Government Area is 
constructed, Council approve the name Badgally Road for the part of this road from 
the present intersection of Badgally Road and Eagle Vale Drive to its intersection 
with a new access road to St Gregory’s College, and the name Gregory Hills Drive 
for the remaining section of this road to the local government boundary, as shown in 
the map provided under separate cover. 
 

Officer's Recommendation 

 
1. That Council not approve the renaming of the existing section of Badgally Road 

to Gregory Hills Drive. 
 
2. That, following construction of the new road linking Badgally Road to Camden 

Valley Way, the section of this new road from its intersection with Eaglevale 
Drive to its intersection with a new access road to St Gregory's College, be 
named Badgally Road and the remaining section of the new road (to the Local 
Government boundary), be named Gregory Hills Drive. 

 
Council Meeting 21 September 2010 
 
This item was moved forward and dealt with in conjunction with Planning and 
Environment - Item 2.3 - Proposed Renaming of Part of Badgally Road, Gregory 
Hills.  
 
 
 



 
ATTACHMENT 1 
 

 



 
 
 



 

12.2 Erection of Adshel Bus Shelters  
 
 

Attachments 

Nil 
 

Report 

At the Planning and Environment Committee Meeting 14 September 2010 an issue 
was raised regarding Item 3.3 - Erection of 18 'Adshel' Bus Shelters at 11 separate 
sites throughout the Campbelltown Local Government Area. 
 
It was suggested at the Committee that the proposed location of a bus shelter 
adjacent to Koshigaya Park: "Site No. 200811 - 1 bus shelter structure - 
Campbelltown southern side of Hurley Street (adjacent Koshigaya Park)” be 
relocated. It was suggested that the proposed shelter would be more appropriately 
located on the western side of Hurley Street (railway line side) opposite the 
Campbelltown Mall where the new pedestrian facility is nearing completion. 
 
Council staff have contacted the Applicant, Adshel Street Furniture Pty Ltd regarding 
this suggestion. The Company advised of their support to this change to their 
application, and would agree to relocating the new shelter to the location as 
suggested at the Planning and Environment Committee.  
 

Officer's Recommendation 

That development application 2179/2009/DA-O for the construction of eighteen (18) 
Bus Shelters at the 11 sites identified in the report of the Manager Development 
Services to the Planning and Environment Committee (Item 3.3 - 14 September 
2010) be approved subject to: 
 

a. the relocation of the proposed shelter from site no. 2000811 to a site 
located opposite the Campbelltown Mall on the western side of Hurley 
Street, Campbelltown; and 

 
b. the conditions contained in Attachment 1 of the report of the manager 

Development Services to the Planning and Environment Committee (Item 
3.3 - 14 September 2010). 



 
Council Meeting 21 September 2010 
 
This item was moved forward and dealt with in conjunction with Planning and 
Environment - Item 3.3 - Erection of 18 'Adshel' Bus Shelters at 11 separate sites 
throughout the Campbelltown Local Government Area. 
 
 
 
 



 

12.3 Demolition Materials Storage and Processing Facility  
 
 

Attachments 

1. Locality Plan 
2. Proposed Floor Plan 
3. Building Elevations 
4. Existing Approved Site Plan for the Concrete Batching Plant (Development 

Consent 336/2006/DA-I) 
 

Report 

Introduction 
 
Council has received a development application (1745/2010/DA-DE) and 
accompanying environmental impact statement (EIS) for a demolition materials 
storage and processing facility at No. 16 Kerr Road, Ingleburn being Lot 16 DP 
717203.  
 
The site is occupied by Nustas Civil P/L who are currently constructing a Concrete 
Batching Plant under the benefit of Development Consent 336/2006/DA-I, issued 
(against Council's deemed refusal of the application) by the Land and Environment 
Court on 19 February 2007. It is noted that construction works for the concrete 
batching plant have commenced under private certification, and as such the time 
frame for completion is not known. 
 
Claron Property Group (the applicant) is seeking development approval to expand 
the approved use of the approved concrete batching plant to include the operation of 
a demolition materials recovery facility as part of the total activities occurring on the 
site. The application qualifies for determination by the Western Sydney Joint 
Regional Planning Panel, (JRPP), given that it is "designated development". The 
determining authority is not Council. However, Council has the opportunity to make a 
submission on the matter to the JRPP should it deem appropriate to do so. 
 
The Site 
 
The subject land has an area of 12,950 square metres and has direct vehicular 
access to the cul-de-sac head of Kerr Road.  
 
The western boundary has a frontage to Kerr Road of approximately 25 metres. 
Existing factory units adjoin the site to the north-west and south-west. The Main 
Southern Railway is located adjacent to the site on its south-eastern boundary. The 
rail line separates the land from the nearest residential dwellings, with the closest 
being approximately 43 metres from the site. Henderson Road, a major arterial road, 
is located adjacent to the subject land to the north-east. 



 
The land is relatively flat and does not contain any vegetation of environmental or 
visual significance. The main building to be used for the approved concrete batching 
plant has been erected at the rear (south-east) of an existing office and warehouse 
existing building. External works (parking areas, driveways, landscaping) remain 
incomplete. 
 
Proposed Development 
 
The proposed development is for demolition materials storage and processing facility 
as an additional use within the Court approved Concrete Batching and Masonry Plant 
on the site (Development Consent 336/2006/DA-I). The application proposes a 
modification to the internal layout of the approved concrete masonry plant to 
accommodate processing equipment and storage stockpiles. 
 
In summary, the proposal involves: 
 
• Storage of up to 15,000 tonnes p.a. of building demolition materials for 

resource recovery; and 
• The extraction, crushing and screening of up to 15,000 tonnes p.a. of the 

recovered resources suitable for sale to the construction industry. 
 
The subject land is zoned 4(a) General Industry under the provisions of 
Campbelltown (Urban Area) Local Environmental Plan LEP 2002. The proposed use 
of the site is defined as 'industry' under the provisions of this plan and is permissible 
with development consent. 
 
Joint Regional Planning Panel 
 
Part 3 (Regional Development) of State Environmental Planning Policy (Major 
Development) 2005 identifies the types of development that Joint Regional Planning 
Panels will be responsible for determining. Division 3 of Part 3 of the Major 
Developments SEPP sets out the functions to be exercised by Regional Panels, 
including the determination of specified classes of development applications which 
includes those development types classified as Designated Development. 
 
Under the provisions of Schedule 3 of the Environmental Planning and Assessment 
Regulation 2000, this proposal is considered to be "designated development", and 
such development is now required to be determined by the Joint Regional Planning 
Panel (JRPP) for the Sydney West Region. (Council is not the consent authority for 
the application). 
 
As required by statute, Council’s Manager of Development Services is preparing a 
separate report on the application, including any submissions received during the 
exhibition period (31 August - 1 October 2010), direct to the JRPP for its 
determination of the proposal. It is anticipated that the application will be forwarded to 
the JRPP in November 2010 for determination. However, the elected Council is 
permitted to make a separate submission to the JRPP should it wish to do so.  
 
For the purpose of Council's submission to the JRPP, the Director of Planning and 
Environment has reviewed the development application and associated 
documentation, and has identified a number of issues and concerns which 
Councillors may wish to bring to the attention of the JRPP to assist in its 
determination of this proposal.   



Summary of Issues and Concerns 
 
• Insufficient Information 
 
The application is considered deficient with respect to the minimum level of 
information required under Schedule 1 (Part 1) of the Environmental Planning and 
Assessment Regulation 2000, including: 
 
1. Site plan; and 
 
2. Plan of proposed parking arrangements, entry and exit points for vehicles, and 

provision for movement of vehicles within the site. 
 
Furthermore, concerns are raised that the level of detail of the proposed activities is 
not adequate to provide a proper account of activities that are proposed under the 
subject application, including: 
 
1. The EIS (Section 3.4) states that 5 - 10 empty bins would be stored outside the 

building, but no further details are provided; 
 
2. The EIS refers to two stockpiles would be used within the building, however 3 

stockpiles are shown on the plans. Additionally, the EIS refers to allocated 
storage bays for the separation of inert materials, however no specific details or 
plans are provided; 

 
3. Section 3.7.1.2 of the EIS states that minimal quantities of water will be used in 

the waste transfer operations and therefore management of wastewater is not 
required. Concerns are raised that the constant water spraying required of the 
stockpiles for dust suppression may potentially result in contaminated waste 
water from the waste transfer area, and that appropriate environmental 
management practices for this waste stream should be specified; and 

 
4.  The EIS does not provide a detailed account of the activities of the approved 

concrete batching facility, having regard to the compatibility and cumulative 
impacts from both activities operating concurrently.  

 
Accordingly, it considered that the application provides insufficient information to 
allow a proper assessment of the full and likely environmental impacts of the 
proposal, in accordance with the relevant provisions of the Environmental Planning 
and Assessment Act and Regulation.  
 
• Development Consent 336/2006/DA-I 
 
The subject application relies upon the use of the building and vehicular 
parking/access provisions on the site approved by the Court under development 
consent 336/2006/DA-I. Concerns are raised that the proposal fails to satisfactorily 
demonstrate that it would be compatible with the concurrent use of the site as a 
concrete batching plant, having regard to matters such as: 
 
1. On site parking provision for cars and heavy vehicles; 
 
2. Heavy vehicle access, manoeuvring, and movements through the site and 

main factory building; and 
 
3. Cumulative impacts including compliance with environmental safeguards 

required for each use, such as acoustic and air quality restrictions. 



 
Accordingly, concerns are raised that the application fails to demonstrate that it can 
legally operate simultaneously with the approved concrete batching plant, and 
therefore should not be approved until such time as this matter is properly resolved. 
Importantly, it considered that the existing development consent for the concrete 
batching plant would need to be first modified to account for the additional activities 
sought under the subject application. 
 
• Traffic and Parking 
 
The application states that the proposed development would have a minimal traffic 
impact, with the introduction of five new employees and six trucks to be used to 
transport waste to and from the site. 
 
Concerns are raised that the information submitted is insufficient to justify that there 
will be minimal traffic impacts resulting from the proposed development, given that: 
 
1. No traffic or parking study of the approved concrete batching facility or 

proposed activities on the site has been provided to support the proposal; 
 
2. The EIS does not accurately consider the parking demand and provision under 

the development consent issued for the approved Concrete Batching Plant. 
The EIS states that the current conditions of consent for the Concrete Batching 
Plant require twenty-five (25) car parking spaces and truck parking for seven 
(7) trucks (refer Section 3.7.7). Council's records indicate that the Court 
approved Development Consent for the Concrete Batching Plant to provide for 
sixty-five (65) car spaces and nine (9) truck spaces on site; 

 
3. The proposed development would appear to disrupt the approved truck loading 

areas and circulation through the building for the concrete batching facility; and 
 
4. No details are provided with respect to the location of empty bins to be stored 

outside the building (refer Section 3.4 EIS). 
 
• Impact on residential areas 
 
Concerns are raised that the EIS does not provide details of consultation carried out 
with community groups and surrounding landowners and occupiers in accordance 
with the Director General's Requirements. Accordingly, there appears to be no clear 
account of how the application has responded to those concerns. 
 
Given the relative close proximity of the site to residential areas, it is suggested that 
Council request the JRPP to thoroughly investigate the cumulative impact of the 
approved concrete batching plant and the proposed activities on these sensitive 
receivers. Given that the exhibition period for the subject development has not yet 
closed, further examination of this matter should also include an assessment of any 
responses received from the public during this period. 
 
• Acoustic Impacts 
 
The application states that the noise levels from the proposed extension of the uses 
of the site will not add or contribute to the existing residential noise levels. However, 
concerns are raised that insufficient justification or assessment has been provided, 
given that: 



 
1. No acoustical measurements or assessment has been provided to quantify the 

acoustical impacts of the proposed expansion of activities on the site, including 
noise generating activities outside of the building such as increased traffic 
movements; and 

 
2. No details have been provided to demonstrate that acoustical restrictions 

relating to the Court approved concrete batching plant are relevant and 
appropriate for the increased activities proposed by the subject application, and 
can be complied with. 

 
 
• Air Quality 
 
The application states that air emissions arising from the processing of construction 
and demolition materials from the proposed activities are predominantly coarse dust 
particles. The EIS indicates that an air emissions assessment has been conducted in 
accordance with DECCW guidelines and provides findings that the predicted impacts 
are very low and will pose negligible impacts to the nearest residents.  
 
However, it is noted that the air quality modelling requires strict enforcement of 
mitigative control measures to achieve the predicted outcomes, such as water 
spraying of stockpiles and containment of activities within the building. Furthermore, 
it is noted that the EIS refers to two stockpiles and two transfer points for the purpose 
of modelling (refer Section 5.2.5.4), whereas the architectural plan shows three 
stockpiles and no details of a conveyor belt.  
 
In this respect, Council would need to be reassured that: 
 
1.  The relevant approvals from DECCW with respect to the air quality assessment 

are obtained prior to any development consent being issued; 
 
2.  Essential housekeeping and operational procedures that are required for air 

quality predictions to be achieved are clearly expressed as a condition of 
consent; and 

 
3.  The JRPP ensures that the approved plans are consistent with the air quality 

modelling assumptions contained in the EIS, such as details and location of 
stockpiles and conveyor belt(s). 

 
• Hours of Operation 
 
The application states that proposed hours for concrete batching, masonry and waste 
transfer operations are: 
 

Monday to Friday: 6am to 6pm 
Saturday: 7am to 4pm 
Sundays / P.H.: No work 

 
The proposed hours contravene the 7am starting time imposed under Condition 16 of 
Development Consent 336/2006/DA-I for the Concrete Batching Plant issued by the 
Land and Environment Court. Given the cumulative impacts of operations on the site 
resulting from the proposed development, consideration should be given to the 
further restriction of the hours of operation to ensure the protection of the local 
amenity. 



 
• Compliance History 
 
Council is aware that subject site has a history of non-compliance with existing 
conditions of consent for approved construction and industrial activities, which has 
resulted in adverse environmental impacts upon the locality and generated 
community complaint. 
 
Although this is not a matter of strict relevance to the current application, the question 
of adequate protection of the environment and appropriate consideration of amenity 
are two issues that Council should request the JRPP to be mindful of in its 
determination of the application. 
 

Officer's Recommendation 

That Council's Director of Planning and Environment forward a submission to the 
Joint Regional Planning Panel (JRPP) for the Sydney West Region requesting that 
the development application for a demolition materials storage and processing facility 
at No. 16 Kerr Road, being Lot 16 DP 717203, should not be approved given the 
concerns and issues outlined in the body of this report, relating to: 
 

i. Insufficient Information; 
 
ii. Development Consent 336/2006/DA-I; 
 
iii. Traffic and Parking; 
 
iv. Impact on Residential Areas; 
 
v. Acoustic Impacts; 
 
vi. Air Quality; and 
 
vii. Hours of Operation. 

 
Having declared an interest in item 12.3 Councillors Hawker and Kolkman, the 
Director City Works and Manager Development Services left the Chamber and did 
not take part in debate nor vote on this matter. 
 
Council Meeting 21 September 2010 (Oates/Glynn) 
 
That the Officer's Recommendation be adopted. 
 
Council Resolution Minute Number 188 
 
That the Officer's Recommendation be adopted. 
 
Following discussion of Item 12.3 Councillors Hawker and Kolkman, the Director City 
Works and Manager Development Services returned to the Chamber for the 
remainder of the meeting.  
 



 
ATTACHMENT 1 
 

 



 
ATTACHMENT 2 
 

 



 
ATTACHMENT 3 
 

 



 
ATTACHMENT 4 
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