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Dear Andy,

Station Precinct, Rhodes - Planning Proposal

On23 December 2013 a Planning Proposal for the Station Precinct, Rhodes was given

Gateway Approval (PP-2013-CANAD-004-00). A number of changes have occurred

during 2014 thatrequired amendments to the Planning Proposal and Master Plan for the

Station Precinct. The Planning Proposal did not proceed to public exhibition and as a

consequence Council formally requests that the Planning Proposal (PP-2013-CANAD-

004-00) be withdrawn.

On 2 December 2014, Council resolved to submit an amended Planning Proposal to the

Department of Planning for a Gateway Determination.

The Planning Proposal and associated background information is provided as an

attachment to this letter.

Given the strategic importance of this Planning Proposal to the future of the Rhodes

Peninsula it is suggested that members of Council's Planning Team meet with the

Department as soon as possible following your preliminary review of the

documentation.

Please contact me on 99II 6402 for any enquiries and to organise the suggested

meeting.

Yours sincerely,

Paul Dewar

Acting Manager, Strategic Planning

Canada Bay Civic Centre Drummoyne
1a Marlborough Street Drummoyne NSW 2047
Locked Bag 1470 Drummoyne NSW 1470

ABN 79 130 029 350

Tel: 9911 6555 * Fax: 9911 6550
cou nci I @ca nada bay. nsw.gov.a u

www.ca nada bay. nsw.gov.a u
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Attachments

P lanning P ropos al supporting information

. Appendix A - SJB Architects- Site Plans, Shadow Diagrams and Level Plans

. Appendix B - SJB Architects - Station Precinct SEPP 65 Report (July 2OI4)

. Appendix C - Hill PDA - Rhodes Economic Viability Study Update (Feb 2014)

and Chapter 10 update (May 2Ol4)
. Appendix D - GTA Consultants - Rhodes Station Precinct - Proposed Uplift

Traffic Study Traffic Assessment Report (May 2014)
. Appendix E - Kennovations - Heliostat Technical Overview (June 2OI4)
. Appendix F - Colin Henson - Rhodes Station Precinct - Transport Assessment

and Public Domain Outcomes (August 2014)
. Appendix G - Proposal for Hossa site (Proposal as of January 2OI4).

Background material

o Master Plan for the Station Precinct;

o Minutes from the Council meeting of 2 December 2Ol4 (the report was

considered in closed session and is not publicly available);

o Council report and minutes from 2 September 2014;

¡ Summary of three Voluntary Planning Agreements
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