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Assessment Report and Recommendation 
 
 
PRECIS 
 
This report considers a development application for the construction of a replacement bridge 
and demolition of the existing bridge over Stingray Creek, North Haven. 
 
The application is being reported to the Joint Regional Planning Panel as the proposal is 
“designated development” pursuant to Clause 7 of the State Environmental Planning Policy 
No. 14 – Coastal Wetlands. 
 
The development is also “integrated development” for the purposes of Section 205 of the 
Fisheries Management Act 1994, Section 91 of the Water Management Act 2000 and 
Section 90 of the National Parks and Wildlife Act 1997. 
 
Adjoining property owners were notified of the application and an advertisement placed in the 
local paper exhibiting the development for thirty (30) days. During the exhibition period, 
seven (7) submissions were received by Council. 
 
 
RECOMMENDATION 
 
That DA 2009/0368 for the construction of a replacement bridge, approaches and 
demolition of the existing bridge over Stingray Creek at Section 1 DP 758603 Ocean 
Drive, Laurieton and Lot 7011 DP 1023531, Bridge Street, North Haven be determined 
by granting consent subject to the conditions attached to this report. 
 
 
1. DESCRIPTION OF DEVELOPMENT 
 
Port Macquarie-Hastings Council propose to construct a new bridge over Stingray Creek 
between North Haven and Laurieton.  The replacement of the existing bridge is required due 
to its current structural condition.  Whilst temporary remediation works have been 
implemented, the life of the existing structure is limited and restricts use by vehicles over 18 
tonnes.   
 
The existing Stingray Creek Bridge has two traffic lanes (one in each direction) and a 
separated footpath on the northern (upstream) side.  The vehicle travel width between the 
kerbs is approximately 6.1m and the footway travel width is less than 1.0m.  Vehicle travel 
widths are considered quite restrictive for heavy vehicles and footpath widths are 
constraining for pedestrians and cyclist. 
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Options for alternative creek crossings and a bypass of North Haven were previously 
considered by Council and are summarised in the Environmental Impact Statement. 
 
A total of nine (9) alignments (6 options with 3 additional alternative alignments) were 
evaluated.   
 
The preferred bridge follows the Option 3A alignment which proposes to construct the new 
curved bridge immediately upstream (north) of the existing bridge.  The bridge will consist of 
a 190m long curved bridge (220m radius) designed to minimise the extent of land acquisition 
and intersection realignment required immediately east of the proposed bridge. The proposal 
includes the realignment and reconstruction of approximately 120m of road approaches on 
the western side and approximately 105m on the eastern side. The realignment of the 
eastern bridge approach will include minor reconfiguration of the intersection of Ocean Drive 
with Bridge and River Streets. The existing bridge over Stingray Creek forms part of Ocean 
Drive and will be removed following completion and opening of the new bridge structure. 
 
Refer to the attachments at the end of this report for design plans. 
 
 
2. BACKGROUND 
 
Existing sites features and surrounding development 
 
The existing bridge structure that traverses Stingray Creek is unzoned under the provisions 
of the Hastings Local Environmental Plan 2001 with the land adjacent to the creek where the 
existing bridge abutments are located is zoned as follows: 

 Zone 1(a1) Rural: adjacent to the creek bed located at the north-west bridge 
abutment; 

 Zone 2(a1) Residential: located adjacent to the 1(a1) Rural zone and 6(a) Open 
Space zone, not directly adjacent to the creek bed; 

 Zone 6(a) Open Space: located adjacent to the 2(a1) Residential zone and 6(a) Open 
Space zone located at the north-east bridge abutment; 

 Zone 7(a) Environmental Protection – Wetlands: not specifically covered by the 
subject site however is located directed adjacent Ocean Drive and extends to the 
south-east bridge abutment adjacent to the creek bed; 

 Zone 7(d) Environmental Protection – Scenic: located at the south-west bridge 
abutment where the existing bridge commences and includes the road carriageway to 
the creek bed from the Short Street intersection. 

 
Refer to the following zoning plan: 
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The site is adjoined by open space on the western approach, and a boat ramp and 
associated parking area, and residential housing on the eastern approach.  The townships of 
North Haven and Laurieton lie to the east and west of the existing bridge respectively.  The 
businesses in the nearby villages consist generally of tourist and local resident support 
services. 
 
Stingray Creek forms part of the Camden Haven estuary and provides a connection between 
Queens Lake and the Camden Haven River.  The creek and upstream lake are tidal and 
support local aquaculture (oyster), recreational fishing and tourism industries.  Existing oyster 
leases are located to the north and south of the existing bridge.  The environment of the 
study area includes mangroves, mudflats, seagrasses and estuarine wetlands, particularly on 
the Laurieton side of the creek. 
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Refer to the following aerial photograph taken in August 2009: 
 

 
 
3. APPLICATION CHRONOLOGY 
 

28/10/2005  DA 2005/0671 submitted. 

9/11/2005 DA notified and 275 submissions received.  “Submissions conveyed 
overwhelming opposition to the proposal replacement of the bridge at the 
existing crossing.” (Excerpt from Council report of 6/3/2006.) 

6/3/2006 DA deferred by Council pending further evaluation and consultation to 
confirm a final alignment. 

21/9/2009 DA 2009/0368 submitted. 

28/9/2009 DA 2005/0671 withdrawn. 

2/10 to 6/11/2009 DA and Environmental Impact Statement exhibited.  6 submissions 
received. 

2/10/2009 External State Government referrals sent. 

23/10/2009 Additional information request received from DECCW (re: Aboriginal 
archaeology).  Referred to applicant. 

19/11/2009 Additional information sent to DECCW. 
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17/11/2009 Copy of submissions sent to concurrence authorities. 

16/11/2009 Response received from NSW Office of Water advising Council is 
exempt from a Controlled Activity Approval. 

13/11/2009 Further additional information requested by NSW Department of 
Planning via email (re: State Environmental Planning Policy 14).  
Referred to applicant. 

20/11/2009 Above request received via post.  Referred to applicant. 

26/11/2009 Response sent to NSW Department of Planning (re: State Environmental 
Planning Policy 14). 

26/11/2009 Response received from NSW Department of Planning (re: State 
Environmental Planning Policy 14) requesting further additional 
information.  Referred to applicant. 

7/12/2009 Further additional information requested received from DECCW via email 
(re: Aboriginal archaeology).  Referred to applicant. 

4/2/2010 Email received from NSW Department of Planning (re: State 
Environmental Planning Policy 14) following up on additional information 
request. 

14/4/2010 Applicant responds to NSW Department of Planning (re: State 
Environmental Planning Policy 14). 

27/4/2010 Further additional information requested received from NSW Department 
of Planning via email (re: State Environmental Planning Policy 14).  
Referred to applicant. 

4/5/2010 Additional information (re: Aboriginal archaeology) received from 
applicant.  Referred to DECCW. 

6/5/2010 Additional information (re: State Environmental Planning Policy 14) 
received from applicant.  Referred to NSW Department of Planning. 

12/5/2010 Concurrence received from DECCW (re: Aboriginal archaeology).  
Referred to applicant to provide evidence of consultation. 

13/5/2010 Applicant response received (re: Aboriginal archaeology) detailing 
consultation with local Aboriginal stakeholders. 

17/5/2010 Concurrence received from NSW Department of Planning (re: State 
Environmental Planning Policy 14). 

 
 
 
4. STATUTORY ASSESSMENT 
 
Section 79C(1) Matters for Consideration 
 
In determining the application, the consent authority is required to take into consideration the 
following 
matters as are relevant to the development that apply to the land to which the development 
application relates: 
 
(a)  The provisions (where applicable) of: 
 
(i) Any environmental planning instrument 
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State Environmental Planning Policy No. 14 – Coastal Wetlands 
 
The aim of State Environmental Planning Policy No. 14 is to ensure that coastal wetlands are 
preserved and protected in the environmental and economic interests of NSW. The policy 
applies to land that has been identified as State Environmental Planning Policy 14 wetlands. 
In accordance with clause 4, the site contains a mapped area of coastal wetlands. 
 
Areas mapped as protected under State Environmental Planning Policy No. 14 in the vicinity 
of the proposal are shown in the following map: 
 

 
 
Clause 7(1) of State Environmental Planning Policy No. 14 states that the following activities 
within the boundaries of declared wetlands require the development consent and the 
concurrence of the Director-General: 

‘(a)  clear that land, 

(b)  construct a levee on that land, 

(c)  drain that land, or 

(d)  fill that land’. 
 
Clause 7(3) provides that pursuant to Section 29 of the Environmental Planning and 
Assessment Act 1979 (EP & A Act), development for which consent is required by Clause 
7(1) is declared to be designated development for the purposes of the Act. 
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In this regard, the application and Environmental Impact Statement has been forwarded to 
the Department of Planning to seek concurrence for the proposed works.  The NSW 
Department of Planning have provided concurrence and made the following comments: 

“The Department has examined the Environmental Impact Statement prepared by 
AECOM Australian Pty Ltd.  We note that the relatively minor extent of vegetation 
clearance means that there should not be a marked impact on the viability of the 
State Environmental Planning Policy No. 14 wetland condition.  We note also 
Council’s view that minor clearing of wetland vegetation is warranted on road safety 
grounds and can be adequately offset by the proposed on-site safeguards. 

Concurrence for the Development Application has been granted conditionally subject 
to the following as conditions: 

 The Applicant shall undertake all actions listed in ‘Section 18.3 Impacts and 
Mitigation Measures of the Environmental Impact Statement (pages 169-177), 
including preparation of a Construction Environmental Management Plan 
(CEMP); 

 The Applicant shall prepare a Compensatory Habitat Plan for this site which 
includes all actions listed in the Wetland Restoration Plan’ of the 
Environmental Impact Statement (Appendix E) together with a monitoring 
program that will cover a period of 10 years.  The Compensatory Habitat Plan 
is to be forwarded for information to the Department of Planning prior to 
commencement of the road works.” 

 
Additionally, Clause 7A requires that restoration works to a State Environmental Planning 
Policy No. 14 wetland may only be carried out with the consent of Port Macquarie-Hastings 
Council and concurrence of the Director-General. 
 
In accordance with clause 8, the application was forwarded to the NSW National Parks and 
Wildlife Service.   No comments or conditions were received. 
 
The requirements of this State Environmental Planning Policy are therefore satisfied. 
 
State Environmental Planning Policy No. 44 – Koala Habitat Protection 
 
In accordance with clause 6, this State Environmental Planning Policy requires consideration 
in the following circumstances: 

(a)  that is land to which this Policy applies, and 

(b)  that is land in relation to which a development application has been made, and 

(c)  that:  

(i)  has an area of more than 1 hectare, or 

(ii)  has, together with any adjoining land in the same ownership, an area of 
more than 1 hectare, 

whether or not the development application applies to the whole, or only part, of the 
land. 

 
In this regard, the site and adjoining land owned by Council has an area of more than one (1) 
hectare.  
 
In accordance with clauses 7 to 10, further investigations were required to determine if the 
site contains potential and then core Koala habitat. 
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Clause 7 outlines the first step in determining if the site habitat constitutes ‘potential core 
koala habitat’.  In accordance with this clause, an assessment of the site habitat affected by 
the bridge site area has been carried out (refer to the Environmental Impact Statement).  The 
site habitat, which includes mainly coastal wetlands and mangroves, does not constitute 
‘core koala habitat’ as defined in the State Environmental Planning Policy.  
 
Therefore, no further investigation is required under the provisions of the State 
Environmental Planning Policy and therefore the requirements of the Policy are satisfied. 
 
State Environmental Planning Policy No. 55 – Remediation of Land 
 
In accordance with clause 7, the subject land is not identified as being potentially 
contaminated by any man-made contaminants as defined in Part 7A of the Environmental 
Planning and Assessment Act 1979. 
 
Therefore the provisions of the State Environmental Planning Policy have been satisfied and 
no further investigation of this issue is required. 
 
State Environmental Planning Policy No. 62 – Sustainable Aquaculture 
 
Under Part 3A of the State Environmental Planning Policy, the consent authority when 
determining a development application must consider the potential for the development to 
have any adverse impacts on oyster aquaculture development or a priority oyster 
aquaculture area. 
 
In accordance with Clause 15B(2), it was determined that the application may impact nearby 
oyster leases and accordingly, the application was referred to the Department of Primary 
Industries for comment.  No comments were received on the development application.   
 
The Department of Primary Industries did however provide comments to the NSW 
Department of Planning during initial consultation phases of the development for 
incorporation into the Director General’s Requirements (DGR’s).  These comments advised 
that the Department were generally satisfied with the route 3A alignment and that although 
the development will impact on SEPP 62 Priority Oyster Aquaculture Areas, key fish habitats 
including seagrass, mangroves endangered saltmarsh communities and SEPP 14 wetlands, 
that if an appropriately time bound compensatory plan is incorporated into the DGR’s, the 
project will provide the best opportunity to contribute rather than detract from the goals of the 
State Plan and Natural Resource Commission targets. 
 
Clause 15C of the State Environmental Planning Policy sets out matters that a consent 
authority may refuse to grant consent to development if it is satisfied that the development 
will have an adverse effect on, or impede or be incompatible with: 

(a)(i)  any oyster aquaculture development that is being carried out (whether or not 
within a priority oyster aquaculture area), or 

(a)(ii) any oyster aquaculture development that may in the future be carried out 
within a priority oyster aquaculture area, or 

(b) A consent authority may also refuse consent if it is not satisfied that 
appropriate measures will be taken to avoid or minimise any such adverse 
effect, impediment or incompatibility. 

 
The proposal will result in some impacts to areas identified as Priority Oyster Aquaculture 
Areas under the Oyster Industry Sustainable Aquaculture Strategy (OISAS).  Existing oyster 
leases are located to the north of Ocean Drive in line with the proposed bridge structure.  
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Discussions carried out by the applicant with local oyster lease owners indicate that the 
leases in the vicinity of the bridge are used to ‘catch’ the oysters and that changes to flow 
would impact on these activities.  Construction activities and the location of the piers have 
the potential to reduce access to these areas and impact on this land use. 
 
The following mitigation measures relating to aquaculture activities include: 

 Payment of fair market value for the land in accordance with the Land Acquisition 
(Just Terms Compensation) Act 1991. 

 Ongoing consultation with the DPI and potentially affected oyster lease owners to 
ensure access to other oyster leases in the vicinity is maintained and to monitor pre 
and post bridge construction catch rates.  The monitoring will be used to identify and 
quantify any changes in catch rates as a result of the bridge construction. 

 Maintenance of a transit land under the bridge at all times. 

 Regular updates on construction progress and impacts to navigation. 

 Preparation and implementation of an Acid Sulfate Soils Management Plan. 

 Use of sediment booms and/or curtains within the waterway around work areas. 

 Ongoing monitoring and maintenance of erosion and sedimentation controls. 

 Preparation and implementation of a Soil and Water Management Plan, including 
measures to ensure no chemicals, hydrocarbons, sediment or wastes are discharged 
to Stingray Creek or associated wetlands. 

 
The mitigation measures recommended in the Environmental Impact Statement are 
considered suitable and provided that they are effectively implemented the resulting level of 
impact is considered acceptable and will be unlikely to adversely affect local oyster 
aquaculture. 
 
Therefore, it can be concluded that the application is consistent with the aims of the State 
Environmental Planning Policy and the relevant provisions have been satisfied.  It is 
recommended that conditions be imposed requiring preventative measures during 
construction. 
 
State Environmental Planning Policy No. 71 – Coastal Protection 
 
The proposed works are located within the NSW Coastal Zone (sensitive coastal location) 
and are therefore subject to the provisions of State Environmental Planning Policy 71. 
 
Pursuant to Clause 7, the matters for consideration set out in Clause 8 must be taken into 
account by a consent authority when it determines a development application within the 
coastal zone.  Additionally, Clauses 12 to 16 must also be considered. 
 
The following table provides an assessment of the matters for consideration in Parts 2 and 4 
of the State Environmental Planning Policy in relation to the proposed works: 
 

Provision Comment Complies 

Part 2 – Matters for Consideration 

(a)  the aims of this Policy set 
out in clause 2, 

The proposed works are consistent with the 
aims of State Environmental Planning Policy 
No. 71. Stingray Creek bridge requires 
reconstruction in order for the bridge to meet 
current road safety standards. The application 

Yes 
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addresses ecological issues and provides 
management measures for the surrounding 
wetlands to be employed during construction 
and use. 

The proposal is consistent with the aims of the 
Policy and will ensure that the coastal zone is 
managed and protected in accordance with 
ecologically sustainable development 
principles; the proposal has been assessed on 
its individual merit; and the proposal is 
consistent with the matters of consideration. 

(b)  existing public access to 
and along the coastal foreshore 
for pedestrians or persons with 
a disability should be retained 
and, where possible, public 
access to and along the coastal 
foreshore for pedestrians or 
persons with a disability should 
be improved, 

The proposed works will improve public access 
in the long-term but may have some impacts 
during construction. Impacts are likely to be 
increased traffic congestion as a result of 
construction vehicles and half road closures 
associated with the road works. Potential 
impacts have been assessed and management 
measures provided as part of the traffic, 
transport and access impact assessment.  
Long-term access is considered to be 
significantly improved. 

Yes 

(c)  opportunities to provide new 
public access to and along the 
coastal foreshore for 
pedestrians or persons with a 
disability, 

Not applicable.  Access to foreshores is not 
affected by this proposal. 

N/a 

(d)  the suitability of 
development given its type, 
location and design and its 
relationship with the 
surrounding area, 

The proposed works are suitable and 
considered essential to due to the existing 
Stingray Creek Bridge’s current structural 
condition. The deficiencies of the existing 
bridge are impacting on the efficient movement 
of goods and traffic through the area. Options 
for alternative creek crossings, including a 
bypass of North Haven have been considered.  
Refer to Environmental Impact Statement for 
assessment of alternatives.  Impacts attributed 
to the proposal are considered manageable. 

Yes 

(e)  any detrimental impact that 
development may have on the 
amenity of the coastal 
foreshore, including any 
significant overshadowing of the 
coastal foreshore and any 
significant loss of views from a 
public place to the coastal 
foreshore, 

Removal of existing vegetation associated with 
the location of the proposed bridge and 
decommissioning of the existing bridge has 
been identified as potentially having the biggest 
visual impact on the surrounding environment.  
Following completion of construction and 
revegetation of disturbed areas, it is considered 
that the visual impact will be low. 

Views from a public place will not be affected 
any greater than currently.  Similarly, the  
current levels of overshadowing of river 
foreshore areas will not be significant when 
compared to the current levels as a result of the 
existing bridge. 

It is considered that the replacement of the 
bridge will not detrimentally impact the current 

Yes 
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amenity of the river foreshore.  

(f)  the scenic qualities of the 
New South Wales coast, and 
means to protect and improve 
these qualities, 

The proposed works are likely to have some 
visual impacts, in terms of clearing and 
construction disturbance however these are 
considered to be minor and specific to the 
construction phase of the project. Removal of 
the existing vegetation associated with the 
location of the bridge has been identified as the 
greatest potential visual impact and it is 
considered that replanting of wetland vegetation 
in vicinity of the bridge will reduce the any 
visual impact, particularly when view from the 
summit of North Brother Mountain and the air. 

Yes 

(g)  measures to conserve 
animals (within the meaning of 
the Threatened Species 
Conservation Act 1995) and 
plants (within the meaning of 
that Act), and their habitats, 

Identified impacts on ecology and assessment 
of those impacts, in relation to proximity to 
State Environmental Planning Policy No. 14 
wetlands is detailed in this report and the 
Environmental Impact Statement, along with 
appropriate mitigation measures.  The 
measures are considered satisfactory to 
minimise any impacts on any threatened 
species and/or habitat. 

Yes 

(h)  measures to conserve fish 
(within the meaning of Part 7A 
of the Fisheries Management 
Act 1994) and marine 
vegetation (within the meaning 
of that Part), and their habitats 

Identified impacts on ecology and assessment 
of those impacts, in relation to proximity to 
State Environmental Planning Policy No. 14 
wetlands is detailed in this report and the 
Environmental Impact Statement, along with 
appropriate mitigation measures.  The 
measures are considered satisfactory to 
minimise any impacts on any fish and/or 
habitat.  A permit for the works will be required 
under the Fisheries Management Act. 

Yes 

(i)  existing wildlife corridors and 
the impact of development on 
these corridors, 

The proposed works are not likely to affect any 
identified wildlife corridors.   

Yes 

(j)  the likely impact of coastal 
processes and coastal hazards 
on development and any likely 
impacts of development on 
coastal processes and coastal 
hazards, 

The proposed bridge works are not likely to 
have an impact on coastal processes, but may 
have some minor impacts to estuarine flows.  
These impacts are considered acceptable. 

Yes 

(k)  measures to reduce the 
potential for conflict between 
land-based and water-based 
coastal activities, 

The proposed works are not likely to effect 
conflict between land-based and water-based 
coastal activities.  During construction of the 
bridge, there may be some limitations on boat 
movements under the bridge, however some 
form of access will be maintained at all times. 

Yes 

(l)  measures to protect the 
cultural places, values, 
customs, beliefs and traditional 
knowledge of Aboriginals, 

The Aboriginal Cultural Heritage investigation 
submitted by the applicant revealed that no 
items of Aboriginal Culture Heritage values 
were identified.  The NSW Department of 
Environment Climate Change and Water have 
provided their concurrence for approval. 

Yes 
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(m)  likely impacts of 
development on the water 
quality of coastal waterbodies, 

During construction, a range of potentially 
polluting activities carried out either within the 
waterway, above the waterline or on adjoining 
surface areas. There are a range of operational 
impacts associated with run-off from the bridge 
which currently enters Stingray Creek 
untreated. The Environmental Impact 
Statement assesses potential impacts and 
provides a range mitigation measures to 
manage any potential impacts, which are 
recommended to be imposed as conditions of 
consent in an Environmental Management 
Plan. 

Yes 

(n)  the conservation and 
preservation of items of 
heritage, archaeological or 
historic significance, 

No identified heritage items will be affected by 
the proposed works. Recommendations have 
been made in relation to the unexpected 
discovery of a non-indigenous heritage item or 
suspected heritage item during the proposed 
activities, which will be imposed through 
conditions of consent. 

Yes 

(o)  only in cases in which a 
council prepares a draft local 
environmental plan that applies 
to land to which this Policy 
applies, the means to 
encourage compact towns and 
cities, 

The draft Port Macquarie-Hastings Local 
Environmental Plan 2010 was exhibited from 8 
March to 7 May 2010. 

There are no provisions relating compaction of 
towns that are applicable to this proposal. 

N/a 

(p)  only in cases in which a 
development application in 
relation to proposed 
development is determined:  

(i)  the cumulative impacts of 
the proposed development on 
the environment, and 

(ii)  measures to ensure that 
water and energy usage by the 
proposed development is 
efficient. 

i. The assessment report and Environmental 
Impact Statement demonstrates that it is 
unlikely that the proposal will result in 
detrimental cumulative impacts. 

ii. Not applicable. 

Yes 

Part 4 – Development Control 

13   Flexible zone provisions – 
A provision of an environmental 
planning instrument that allows 
development within a zone to 
be consented to as if it were in 
a neighbouring zone, or a 
similar provision, has no effect. 

Not applicable. N/a 

14   Public access – A consent 
authority must not consent to an 
application to carry out 
development on land to which 
this Policy applies if, in the 
opinion of the consent authority, 
the development will, or is likely 

Public access to foreshore will be improved by 
the proposal. 

Yes 
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to, result in the impeding or 
diminishing, to any extent, of 
the physical, land-based right of 
access of the public to or along 
the coastal foreshore. 

15   Effluent disposal – The 
consent authority must not 
consent to a development 
application to carry out 
development on land to which 
this Policy applies in which 
effluent is proposed to be 
disposed of by means of a non-
reticulated system if the consent 
authority is satisfied the 
proposal will, or is likely to, have 
a negative effect on the water 
quality of the sea or any nearby 
beach, or an estuary, a coastal 
lake, a coastal creek or other 
similar body of water, or a rock 
platform. 

Not applicable. N/a 

16   Stormwater – The consent 
authority must not grant consent 
to a development application to 
carry out development on land 
to which this Policy applies if 
the consent authority is of the 
opinion that the development 
will, or is likely to, discharge 
untreated stormwater into the 
sea, a beach, or an estuary, a 
coastal lake, a coastal creek or 
other similar body of water, or 
onto a rock platform. 

Stormwater during construction and use can be 
adequately managed.  Refer to comments later 
in this assessment report. 

Yes 

 
It is considered that the application is consistent with the aims and relevant provisions of the 
State Environmental Planning Policy. 
 
State Environmental Planning Policy (Infrastructure) 2007 
 
Clause 94(1) of the State Environmental Planning Policy Infrastructure provides that 
development for the purpose of road infrastructure facilities may be carried out by or on 
behalf of a public authority (i.e. Port Macquarie-Hastings Council) without consent on any 
land. 
 
Further, Clause 94(2) provides that development for the purpose of road infrastructure 
facilities includes a reference to development for the following purposes if carried out in 
connection with a road or road infrastructure facilities: 

‘(a) construction works (whether or not in a heritage conservation area), including: 

(i) temporary buildings or facilities for the management of construction, if they 
are in or adjacent to a road corridor, and 

(ii) creation of embankments, and 
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(iii) extraction of extractive materials and stockpiling of those materials, if: 

(A) the extraction and stockpiling are ancillary to road construction, or 

(B) the materials are used solely for road construction and the 
extraction and stockpiling take place in or adjacent to a road corridor, 
and 

(iv) temporary crushing or concrete batching plants, if they are used solely for 
road construction and are on or adjacent to a road corridor, and 

(v) temporary roads that are used solely during road construction’. 
 

Notwithstanding the above, Clause 8(2) provides that if there is an inconsistency between 
the provisions of State Environmental Planning Policy Infrastructure and State Environmental 
Planning Policy No. 14 – Coastal Wetlands, State Environmental Planning Policy No. 14 
prevails to the extent of the inconsistency. The provisions of State Environmental Planning 
Policy No. 14 apply to the proposed works and prevail. 
 
The application was referred to the NSW Roads and Traffic Authority (RTA) for comment 
who advised that the proposal was not considered integrated development as Council is the 
roads authority and owner.  Notwithstanding this, consultation has occurred between the 
applicant (Council) and the RTA for several years as Ocean Drive is a Regional road (Tourist 
Road)  - ‘classified road”- that attracts State Government funding to assist Council in its 
ongoing maintenance.    
 
The project requires RTA agreement under Section 61 and Section 138 of the Roads Act for 
the road works and the new bridge structure. The RTA advised the following requirements to 
be taken into account in the design and planning of the project: 

1. Bridge engineering design standards to conform to current Australian Bridge 
Standards AS5100 commensurate with road function and usage; 

2. Road engineering design standards are to conform to current AUSTROADS Road 
Design standards commensurate with road function and usage ;  

3. Environmental clearance (as part of the development approval) to be provided by 
Council in accordance with clause C.09 of RTA’s “Arrangements with Councils for 
Road Management”;  

4. Council is accountable for ensuring adherence to technical, environmental standards, 
associated legislative, regulatory and administrative processes as well as the 
arrangement of independent third party certification of adherence to technical and 
environmental requirements; 

5. The new bridge shall include facilities and connection for cyclist and pedestrians that 
are designed to current AUSTROADS guidelines; 

6. A Traffic Management Plan (TMP) shall be prepared for construction activities and 
shall include contingencies and contract details for Council, Police, RTA and site 
management should MR600 be utilised during incidents on the Pacific highway to 
detour traffic 

7. The new bridge and approach must be available to all registered vehicles fully laden 
up to 50 tonnes(noting that Ocean Drive is not a B-Double route). 

It is recommended that the RTA recommendations are incorporated into conditions of 
consent. 
 
The application is considered consistent with the aims and relevant provisions of the State 
Environmental Planning Policy. 
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State Environmental Planning Policy (Major Development) 2005 
 
The proposal is classified as ‘designated development’ pursuant to Clause 7 of the State 
Environmental Planning Policy No. 14 – Coastal Wetlands.  Accordingly, the development is 
classified as ‘regional development’ under Clause 13B(1)(e) of the Policy and is subject to 
determination by the Joint Regional Planning Panel in accordance with Clause 13F(1)(a). 
 
Additionally, the capital investment value of the project exceeds $5 million and Council is the 
applicant for the consent, and therefore Clause 13B(2) applies to the proposal. 
 
North Coast Regional Environmental Plan 
 
In accordance with clause 2, the proposal is consistent with the aims of this Regional 
Environmental Plan. 
 
Clause 32B,  the following matters are required to be taken into account:  

(1)  This clause applies to land within the region to which the NSW Coastal Policy 
1997 applies. 

(2)  In determining an application for consent to carry out development on such land, 
the council must take into account: 

 (a)  the NSW Coastal Policy 1997, 

(b)  the Coastline Management Manual, and 

(c)  the North Coast: Design Guidelines. 

(3)  The council must not consent to the carrying out of development which would 
impede public access to the foreshore. 

(4)  The council must not consent to the carrying out of development:  

(a)  on urban land at Tweed Heads, Kingscliff, Byron Bay, Ballina, Coffs 
Harbour or Port Macquarie, if carrying out the development would result in 
beaches or adjacent open space being overshadowed before 3pm midwinter 
(standard time) or 6.30pm midsummer (daylight saving time), or 

 
In this regard, the proposal will not contravene any of the requirements of the NSW Coastal 
Policy, Coastline Management Manual and North Coast Design Guidelines. The proposal will 
also not impede any public access to a foreshore or adversely overshadow any open space. 
 
In accordance with clause 81, there is a sufficient foreshore open space which is accessible 
and open to the public within the vicinity of the proposed development.  The bridge will not 
detract from the amenity of the waterway. 
 
It is considered that the application is consistent with the aims and relevant provisions of the 
Regional Environmental Plan. 
 
Hastings Local Environmental Plan 2001 
 
The bridge structure that traverses Stingray Creek is unzoned however the land adjacent to 
the creek where the bridge abutments are located is subject to several land use zones under 
the provisions of Clause 9 of the LEP, as follows: 

 Zone 1(a1) Rural: adjacent to the creek bed located at the north-west bridge 
abutment 
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 Zone 2(a1) Residential: located adjacent to the 1(a1) Rural zone and 6(a) Open 
Space zone, not directly adjacent to the creek bed 

 Zone 6(a) Open Space: located adjacent to the 2(a1) Residential zone and 6(a) Open 
Space zone located at the north-east bridge abutment 

 Zone 7(a) Environment Protection – Wetlands: not specifically covered by the subject 
site however is located directly adjacent to Ocean Drive and extends to the south-
east bridge abutment adjacent to the creek bed 

 Zone 7(d) Environment Protection – Scenic: located at the south-west bridge 
abutment where the existing bridge commences and includes the road carriageway to 
the creek bed from the Short Street intersection. 

 
The proposed new bridge structure and associated bridge abutment works as well as the 
minor reconfiguration works on Ocean Drive, Bridge Street and River Street intersections 
essentially traverse the same zones as the existing bridge structure with the exception of the 
7(a) Environment Protection – Wetlands zone. 
 
Definition of works 
 
Under the LEP the proposed bridge works and associated local road approaches to Stingray 
Creek Bridge are defined as utility installations, which are defined as: 

‘a) a building or work used by a public utility undertaking, but does not include a 
building designed wholly or principally as administrative or business premises or as a 
showroom’ 

 
Further, the works are considered to be a public utility undertaking, as they are being carried 
out by Port Macquarie-Hastings Council. Public utility undertakings are defined in the LEP 
as: 

‘any of the following undertakings carried on or permitted or suffered to be carried on 
by or by authority of any government department or under the authority of, or in 
pursuance of, any Commonwealth or State Act: 

a) Railway, road transport, water transport, air transport, wharf or river undertakings; 

b) Undertakings for the supply of water, hydraulic power, electricity or gas or the 
provision of sewerage or drainage services; 

and a reference to a person carrying on a public utility undertaking shall be construed 
as including a reference to a council, county council, government department, 
corporation firm or authority carrying on the undertaking’ 

 
The proposed works include demolition of the existing Stingray Creek Bridge, to enable 
construction of the new bridge. Under the LEP demolition is defined as follows: 

‘the destruction, pulling down, dismantling or removal of a building or structure, in 
whole or in part’ 

 
The proposed works fall within the definition of demolition and utility installations under LEP 
2001. 
 
Permissibility 
 
Utility installations, including construction of the new bridge and associated local road works 
as well as demolition of the existing bridge are permissible with consent under the following 
land use zones: 
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 Zone 1(a1) Rural; 

 Zone 2(a1) Residential; 

 Zone 6(a) Open Space; 

 Zone 7(d) Environment Protection – Scenic; and 

 Unzoned land. 
 
In addition, Clause 7(2) of LEP 2001 provides: 

‘Nothing in this plan shall be construed as restricting or prohibiting or enabling the 
consent authority to restrict or prohibit the carrying out of development of any 
description specified in Schedule 5’. 

 
Section 6 of Schedule 5 includes: 

‘the carrying out by persons carrying on public utility undertakings, being road 
transport undertakings, on land comprised in their undertakings, of any development 
required in connection with the movement of traffic by road, including the 
construction, reconstruction, alteration, maintenance and repair of buildings, works 
and plant required for that purpose, except: 

(a) the erection of buildings and the reconstruction or alteration of buildings so as 
materially to affect their design or external appearance, or 

(b) the formation or alteration of any means of access to a road’ 
 
The proposal is permissible with development consent and is considered consistent with the 
all of the zone objectives. 
 
Unzoned Land 
 
Clause 11 relates to land that is unzoned and provides that development consent is required 
for any development on land that is unzoned. In the case of unzoned land that is below the 
mean high water mark, the following must be considered by the consent authority: 

‘(i) whether or not the proposed development would alienate the waters of the ocean, 
estuary, bay, lake or river from recreational uses or from commercial fishing and, if 
so, whether there is sufficient area in the locality for those uses to mitigate the 
adverse effect of the proposed development on those uses, and 

(ii) the provisions of and the impact on any coastal, estuary or river plan of 
management in force from time to time that applies to the unzoned land or land in the 
vicinity, and 

(iii) any impact on, or from, the natural environment and its processes’. 
 
Potential impacts to the natural environment, estuarine flows, recreational uses and 
commercial fishing are assessed later in this report.  
 
Environmentally Sensitive Land 
 
Clauses 19, 25, 26, and 39 of LEP 2001 all act to require the proposal to obtain development 
consent.  These clauses relate to landform alterations in Zone 7(a) and 7(d), development of 
flood liable land, development disturbing acid sulfate soils, and demolition respectively.  
 
Clause 19 aims to ensure that the impact of landform alteration on environmentally sensitive 
land is subject to specific considerations. Development of land zoned 7(a) that involves 
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construction of a levee, excavation, filling or draining of land requires development consent 
under Clause 19(2). 
 
Under Clause 25, development consent of development on flood liable land cannot be 
granted unless a survey identifying the level of the land relative to the 1 in 100 year flood 
level has been completed and consideration has been given to: 

a) the likelihood of loss of life or property from flooding; 

b) the likelihood of increased demand for flood mitigation measures and emergency 
services; 

c) any impediments to the operation of floodway systems in times of flood; 

d) the effect of proposed development on adjoining land in times of flood; 

e) limits on the intensity of development of urban flood liable land; and 

f) the provision of services and facilities appropriate to the flood liability of the land. 
 
The LEP requires particular matters be considered prior to granting development consent on 
flood liable land. It is not anticipated that the proposed bridge will: 

 Alter flood flows, extents or velocities significantly such that an increase in flood risk 
to life or property will occur as a result of the development; 

 Result in any need for increase mitigation measures and/or emergency procedures 
than those already be in place; 

 Alter to the detriment of the operation of the floodway in times of flood. It is 
anticipated that the increase in the span width between piers and the increase in the 
flow area beneath the bridge may assist in the flow of floods; 

 Affect any proposed development on adjoining land. The adjoining land is currently be 
subject to flooding and the building of infrastructure, services and facilities would 
require the appropriate measures for flood liable land. 

 
With respect to acid sulfate soils (ASS) the site is shown as Class 2 and 3 on the ASS 
Planning Map and therefore development consent is required for works below the ground 
surface (Class 2) and works within 1 metre below the natural ground surface (Class 3). The 
objective of Clause 26 is to ensure adequate assessment of development which may create 
an acid sulfate hazard and therefore, prior to granting consent, the following matters must be 
taken into consideration: 

a) a preliminary soil assessment determining the presence or absence of potential or 
actual acid sulfate soils within the area of proposed landform alteration, unless the 
applicant agrees that potential or actual acid sulfate soils are present within the area 
of proposed landform alteration; 

b) where the preliminary soil assessment identifies, or the applicant agrees about the 
presence of, potential or actual acid sulfate soils—the adequacy of an acid sulfate 
soils management plan prepared in accordance with the Acid Sulfate Soil Manual; 

c) the likelihood of the proposed development resulting in the oxidation of acid sulfate 
soils; and 

d) any comments received from any relevant public authority the consent authority may 
consult with in respect of the application. 

 
Demolition of the existing bridge and road approaches also requires development consent 
under Clause 39. 
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Issues relating to impacts to land Zone 7(a), flooding, and acid sulfate soils are discussed 
later in this report. 
 
It is considered that this report demonstrates that the proposal is consistent with the aims, 
zone objectives and that the relevant provisions of the LEP have been satisfied. 
 
 
(ii) The provisions of any draft environmental planning instrument (EPI) 
 
Draft Port Macquarie-Hastings Local Environmental Plan 2010 
 
Council placed on exhibition the Draft Port Macquarie-Hastings Local Environmental Plan 
2010 on 8 March 2010. This assessment  has considered the draft instrument, but given the 
timing of exhibition (i.e. following exhibition and referrals of the development application) 
limited weight has been given to the document.  It is noted that the proposed draft Local 
Environmental Plan does not affect permissibility and that there are no specific provisions 
that would create any significant impacts on this application. 
 
 
(iii) Any development control plan 
 
Port Macquarie-Hastings Development Control Plan 2006 
 
DCP 40 – Advertising of Development 
 
The application was exhibited in accordance with the requirements of the Environmental 
Planning and Assessment Act and Regulations and the DCP. 
 
Seven (7) submissions were received by Council objecting to the proposal.  The issues 
raised in these submissions are discussed later in this report. 
 
DCP 41 – Building Construction and Site Management 
 
The proposal is consistent with the provisions of the DCP.  Sediment and erosion controls 
and site safety fencing will be required during construction through conditions of consent. 
 
 
(iii)(a) Any planning agreement or draft planning agreement 
 
Nil. 
 
 
(iv) Any matters prescribed by the regulations 
 
NSW Coastal Policy 
 
The ‘NSW Coastal Policy 1997’ provides a strategic policy framework for the coast of NSW in 
order to guide decision making. The central focus of the policy is the ecologically sustainable 
development of the NSW coastline. 
 
Under the policy, Council has a review role in ensuring that major rezonings and major new 
developments in the coastal zone are consistent with the Ecologically Sustainable 
Development principles on which the policy is based. 
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The proposal will involve some impacts to fisheries habitat, namely seagrass and mangrove 
communities and State Environmental Planning Policy No. 14 wetlands. These impacts have 
been minimised to the extent practicable through the route selection and concept design 
process, and will be further reduced through revegetation and wetland restoration works. 
 
Management of ASS will be detailed in the Construction Environmental Management Plan 
(CEMP), with the main objective of design and construction planning being to avoid 
disturbing potential acid sulfate soil material. 
 
Demolition of buildings AS 2601 – Clause 66 (b) 
 
Demolition of the existing bridge will occur following completion of the new bridge.  The 
demolition activities are capable of compliance with the Australian Standard and it is 
recommended that a condition of consent be imposed regarding this issue. 
 
 
(b) The likely impacts of that development, including environmental impacts on both 
the natural and built environments and the social and economic impacts in the locality 
 
Context and setting 
 
The Stingray Creek Bridge lies between the urban areas of Laurieton and North Haven. 
These townships consist predominantly of low-density residential areas and supporting 
services.  Laurieton consists of residential areas, along with small-scale commercial/retail 
and supporting services such as health, education, religious and sporting facilities.  Land use 
in North Haven is predominantly residential with a small number of commercial enterprises 
along Ocean Drive and tourist accommodation. 
 
Minor impacts during construction in the immediate bridge vicinity are expected to waterway 
traffic and navigation, and recreational fishing for safety reasons; however access for boats 
will be maintained through the construction site. 
 
Two residential properties will be impacted by land acquisition (total of 28m2) for the 
realignment of the Ocean Drive intersection with River and Bridge Streets. An oyster lease 
(OL66/280) on the northern side of the Laurieton bridge approach will also require 
extinguishment. Property acquisition and lease extinguishment are subject to the terms of the 
Land Acquisition (Just Terms Compensation) Act 1991. 
 
The replacement of the bridge is considered necessary to maintain the link between the two 
townships. 
 
Access, transport and traffic  
 
Stingray Creek Bridge has two traffic lanes (one in each direction) and a separated footway 
on the northern (upstream) side. The trafficable width for vehicles between kerbs is 
approximately 6.1m with a footway of less than 1.0m. Therefore the trafficable width is 
restrictive, particularly for larger vehicles, and the footway width is also constraining for 
pedestrians and cyclists. The vertical alignment of the bridge is quite steep which restricts 
stopping sight distance and also sight distance for vehicles attempting to exit either Bridge or 
River Streets. 
 
Traffic 
 
Council’s Development Engineers have assessed the proposal and have made the following 
comments: 
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“Upon final bridge reconstruction, no additional traffic will be generated from the 
bridge.  However, additional vehicle capacity will be created with increased vehicle 
and pedestrian widths and improved intersection geometry.   The Environmental 
Impact Statement reported that minor increases in heavy vehicle use (0.5% to 1.0% 
of AADT) are predicted with the removal of the 18 tonne load limit.   
 
The most recent traffic counts (November 2008) indicate approximately 8,300 
vehicles per day (vehicles per day) currently cross Stingray Creek Bridge.  Historic 
growth on Stingray Creek Bridge between 1986 and 2004 averages approximately 
2.5%  per year; however, recent annual growth (2004 to 2008) have averaged less 
than 1% per year.  Daily volume over much of the year is 4,800 vehicles per day with 
increases between 5,400 and 6,000 vehicles per day during the peak tourist season 
(December/January).  
 
Future traffic growth in the North Haven area is highly constrained.  Total future traffic 
volumes for the bridge section are estimated to be 13,000 vehicles per day in 2021 
and can be accommodated by the proposed two-lane two-way bridge cross section.   
 
The proposed bridge will improve safety while maintaining relatively similar traffic 
capacity to the existing bridge.  Additional stated positive impacts of the bridge 
include: 

 Additional provision  for cyclist and pedestrians; 

 Improved sight distance and improved safety of turning movements into and 
out of Bridge Street and River Street;  

 Increased trafficable width for vehicles 

 Safety barriers in accordance with current standards; 

 Improved alignment with Ocean Drive approach at North Haven; and 

 Continued long-term direct access between North Haven and Laurieton.” 
 
Construction Traffic 
 
Council’s Development Engineers have assessed the proposal and have made the following 
comments: 

“During construction of the bridge additional traffic will be generated by construction 
workers and material deliveries. The existing bridge is to remain open during 
construction and minor delays and temporary half-road closures are expected.  A 
construction traffic management plan will be required to detail how traffic patterns will 
be addressed during construction.  The construction schedule shall minimize impacts 
during peak tourist times and school times. 
 
The traffic management plan shall detail how traffic issues will be addressed during 
construction. The plan will address as a minimum: 

 Provision of safe pedestrian and cyclist access around the construction zone; 

 Traffic control plans; 

 Staff and contractor parking; and 

 Communications with residents and visitors regarding road closures, and 
traffic management changes. 
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The following general measures should be included in the traffic management plan as 
a minimum: 

 To reduce the employee traffic impact, staff traffic movements should be 
avoided during the background peak periods on the adjacent road network, 
e.g. 8 to 10 am and 3 to 5 pm; 

 Construction vehicle movements outside of standard working hours, including 
loading and unloading operations, will be minimised and avoided where 
possible; 

 A designated area for staff and contractor parking will be identified and 
established (preferably away from Ocean Drive) and staff will be directed to 
only use these areas; and 

 Construction activities during the peak summer holiday period should be 
avoided or minimised to the extent practicable. 

 
A program to provide updates to the community on the progress of construction and 
any planned traffic changes or delays should be developed. The plan should 
incorporate a range of communication methods, including but not limited to: 

 Notices in local businesses and newspapers; 

 Letters to directly affected residents; 

 Notices on Council’s website; 

 Community Newsletters; and 

 Complaint procedures and contact details.” 
 
It is recommended that the traffic management measures are incorporated into conditions of 
consent. 
 
Access 
 
The preferred Option 3A alignment provides for relatively similar travel distances to and from 
existing locations.  It maintains shorter travel routes for non-vehicle travellers between North 
Haven and Laurieton, and will be less likely to generate more traffic through the coastal 
towns.   
 
With the Option 3A alignment, access can be maintained to the existing boat ramp located 
adjacent to the bridge on the south side. 
 
Public domain 
 
Minor impacts to road and waterway users may be experienced during demolition of the 
existing bridge and construction of the new bridge, such as short-term closures of Ocean 
Drive and the Camden Haven River, increased noise emissions and the like.  A small 
number of residential properties will also be impacted from construction activities.  However, 
these impacts can be managed through mitigation measures including work hours, pollution 
control  and site safety measures and communication with residents, road and waterway 
users.  It is recommended that conditions of consent be imposed to ensure the impacts on 
the public domain are minimised. 
 
Pedestrians 
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The proposed bridge cross-section includes both a 1.8m wide footway and a 3.0m wide 
shared cycleway/footway.  Current conceptual plans propose the shared cycleway/footway 
on the upstream (northern) side of the bridge.  Community consultation has requested that 
the bridge cross-section move the proposed cycleway/footpath to the downstream (southern) 
side of the bridge in an effort to minimize pedestrian conflicts across Oceans Drive.  Council 
has included this request as a recommendation of the Environmental Impact Statement.  
 
The footway and shared cycleway will support the implementation of the Camden Haven 
Bike Plan and improve the connection of the cycleway/pedestrian route between North 
Haven and Laurieton. 
 
Following community consultation conducted by the applicant, the shared cycleway/footway 
shown in the concept design plans was relocated to the southern side of the bridge (currently 
on the northern side) to support the connection with the existing pathways.  Council’s 
Development Engineers have also recommended that during detailed design phase of the 
bridge structure, that the abutment be designed such that sufficient area is available for a 
pedestrian underpass or boardwalk of the bridge (North Haven side) to provide safe 
pedestrian linkage along the foreshore.  This would avoid the need for pedestrians to cross 
Ocean Drive in this location. 
 
The existing pedestrian refuges on Ocean Drive west of the existing bridge and east of 
Bridge/River Street will be maintained with the preferred Option 3A bridge alignment. 
 
Utilities  
 
Telecommunications 
 
It is proposed to relocate the existing telecommunications conduits from the existing bridge to 
the new bridge structure. The conduits will be located beneath the footpath of the new bridge 
as shown in Figure 9 of the Environmental Impact Statement.  It is recommended that a 
condition be imposed requiring the works to comply with the requirements of Telstra. 
 
Electricity 
 
Electrical conduits will be supplied in the new bridge substructure to supply the proposed 
luminaries and for the future burying of electrical assets.  It is recommended that a condition 
be imposed requiring the works to comply with the requirements of Country Energy. 
 
Heritage  
 
European cultural heritage 
 
A qualitative assessment of the cultural heritage as it relates to the subject site and 
surrounding lands was undertaken by the applicant’s consultant for the preparation of the 
Environmental Impact Statement. The assessment involved the identification of heritage 
items, places, sites as well as the identification of the potential impacts on the heritage 
values of the subject site and surrounding lands arising from the proposed works.  No known 
sites of potential heritage value were identified as being impacted by the proposed works. 
 
Aboriginal heritage 
 
In the Environmental Impact Statement the eastern bank of Stingray Creek has been 
identified as containing the potential to contain sub-surface Aboriginal archaeological 
deposits. Any excavation works therefore may have the potential to uncover and/or destroy 
unidentified items of cultural heritage significance. 
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In response to the NSW Department of Environment Climate Change and Water’s (DECCW) 
request, a preliminary assessment of Aboriginal Cultural Heritage values was undertaken by 
the applicant.  The assessment concluded “that no Aboriginal Cultural Heritage values were 
identified and that the footprint of both the existing and proposed new bridge does not 
encompass evidence of Aboriginal objects on the surface or under the surface, does not 
include intact landform and consequently does not include potential for archaeological 
deposit.  No Aboriginal sites occur in close proximity to the bridge and no indirect impacts are 
envisaged on sites in the local area due to their great distance away from the development.” 
 
DECCW issued their concurrence for approval of the development application subject to the 
applicant providing evidence that the local Aboriginal stakeholders have been consulted.   
 
The applicant has advised that the following consultation with the Bunyah Local Aboriginal 
Land Council by the applicant has been undertaken at various stages, including: 

 During preparation of the Aboriginal Cultural Heritage Assessment by AECOM in 
March 2010; 

 During preparation of this report by AECOM in November 2008; 

 During the Route Options Study by AECOM in March 2008; and 

 During preparation of the former Environmental Impact Statement and Feasibility 
Study by GHD in 2004. 

 
During the consultation the applicant was advised by representatives from the Bunyah Local 
Aboriginal Land Council that no known cultural heritage sites existing within or immediately 
adjacent to the construction footprint. 
 
Other land resources 
 
Local oyster production has been identified as a land resource that could be affected by the 
proposal.  Refer to the assessment of the provisions of the State Environmental Planning 
Policy No. 62 – Sustainable Aquaculture earlier in this report. 
 
Flooding 
 
Council’s Environmental Engineer has assessed the proposal and has made the following 
comments with regards to flooding: 

“The eastern and western embankments of Stingray Creek Bridge and parts of North 
Haven are subject to flooding. The Public Works Camden Haven Flood Study 
(February 1989) calculated the peak design flood levels along Stingray Creek at 
North Haven Bridge at 2.3m AHD (5% AEP), 2.6m AHD (2% AEP) and 2.8m AHD 
(1% AEP). Sections of the new bridge approaches will continue to be subject to 
flooding. 
 
The Environmental Impact Statement concluded that increasing the design bridge 
approaches to allow for any predicted sea level rise to mitigate flood impacts would 
potentially impact on flooding of properties in North Haven , and was not 
recommended. Additional clearance is recommended beneath the bridge girders . 
(see comments under “Roads”)” 

 
It is recommended that conditions of consent be imposed with regards to the issue of 
flooding. 
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Bushfire 
 
The site is not identified on Council’s mapping as being bushfire prone. 
 
Sewer 
 
Council’s Acting Sewerage Manager has assessed the proposal and has made the following 
comments: 

“A 225mm diameter sewer rising main is located on the existing bridge serving the 
North Haven area. This main is to be replaced by an equivalent main on the southern 
side of the bridge as shown in the plans. All work is at the proponent’s cost. 
Realignment work is also required on either side of the bridge to connect to the 
existing main.” 

 
It is recommended that conditions of consent be imposed with regards to sewerage. 
 
Water quality 
 
Potential impacts 
 
Construction will include undertaking potentially polluting activities either within the waterway 
itself, above the waterline, or on adjoining surface areas. Such activities include earthworks, 
fuel and chemical storage, refuelling of plant and equipment, disposal of wastewater, 
placement of concrete, staff facilities, waste collection, and erosion from exposed ground or 
material stockpiles. 
 
Following construction of the new bridge, reconstruction of the road approaches and removal 
of the existing bridge the net increase in total impervious area will be approximately 1000m2. 
This increase is a result of the wider allowances on the proposed bridge for travelling lanes, 
footway and additional cycleway/footway provisions. The new bridge is also slightly longer 
than the existing bridge due to its curvilinear alignment. 
 
Due to an increase in impervious area there will be an increase in the amount of stormwater 
runoff from the proposal in comparison to the existing bridge structure.  The water draining 
from the existing bridge and approaches currently drains into Stingray Creek untreated. 
Runoff from roadways has the potential to carry litter, sediment, hydrocarbons (oil, grease, 
rubber) metals and other urban pollutants into the creek. 
 
Proposed mitigation measures  
 
Construction 
 
Avoidance of water quality impacts is a key environmental management objective during 
construction to prevent contamination of the estuary and nearby aquaculture activities. 
Stormwater management during construction and operation of the proposal would be in 
accordance with the following guidance: 

 RTA Specification G38 Soil and Water Management (Soil and Water Management 
Plan) (RTA 2004c); 

 RTA Specification G39 Soil and Water Management (Erosion and Sediment Control 
Plan) (RTA 2004b); 

 RTA Water Policy (RTA , undated), RTA Code of Practice for Water Management 
(RTA 1999); and 
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 Managing Urban Storm water: Soils and Construction Volumes 1, 2D (Landcom 2004, 
DECC June 2008). 

 
Prior to construction commencing, a Soil and Water Management Plan (SWMP) will be 
prepared in accordance with the above mentioned specification and policies and to verify that 
no construction impacts are occurring, a water quality monitoring program will be 
implemented. 
 
Operation 
 
In order to mitigate the impacts of stormwater from the road and bridge surfaces, it is 
proposed that the detailed design include long-term stormwater management measures in 
accordance with Council’s stormwater management requirements and the RTA/DECC “Code 
of Practice for Water Management” incorporating: 

 Stormwater drainage networks; 

 Oil/hydrocarbon filters; 

 Sediment control points; and 

 Litter capture (Gross Pollutant Trap - GPT). 
 
Council’s Development Engineers have assessed the proposal and have made the following 
comments with regards to stormwater: 

“Stormwater from the existing bridge currently drains into Stingray Creek untreated.  
Runoff from roads have the potential to carry urban pollutants into the creek. 

 
The new bridge will be both longer and wider than the existing structure, and 
therefore will generate an increase in the amount of stormwater runoff.  The 
contractor shall implement a Soil and Water Management Plan (SWMP) during bridge 
construction and incorporate stormwater treatment measures into the bridge design.  
Rainfall runoff from the proposed bridge deck shall be captured and directed to 
purpose–built stormwater treatment structures prior to discharge to Stingray Creek.” 

 
It is recommended that conditions of consent be imposed with regards to the management 
and treatment of stormwater. 
 
Water supply 
 
Council’s Water Supply Development Engineer has assessed the proposal and has made 
the following comments with regards to stormwater: 
 

“The following water mains and adjustments will be required as part of the works: 
 

1. 375mm AC Trunk water main 
 

This water main is to be relocated as indicated on the plans submitted with the 
development application on the south side of the new bridge superstructure at the 
proponent’s cost. In addition to the bridge crossing, the work will include an 
adjustment of about 60 metres of water main on the east side of the bridge and an 
adjustment of up to 1200 metres on the west side. On the west side it will also be 
necessary for the new water main to cross the new road formation from south to 
north. Stop valves off each end of the bridge will be required as well as an air valve 
on the bridge structure. 
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2. 2 x 150mm AC distribution water mains 
 

Council’s Water Supply Section will replace these water mains with a 450mm water 
main, with the bridge crossing generally as shown on the plans submitted with the 
development application on the north side of the bridge. The work will also include 
about 60 meters of additional pipe from the bridge abutment to the north-eastern 
corner of the intersection of Ocean Drive and Bridge Street. At this point a connection 
will be made to the existing 200mm AC water main. On the western side of the new 
bridge an adjustment of about 90 metres will be required in both 450mm and 200mm 
water main. Stop valves off each end of the bridge will be required as well as an air 
valve on the bridge structure.” 

 
It is recommended that conditions of consent be imposed with regards to water supply. 
 
Soil 
 
The study area sits within a low-lying alluvial floodplain.  According to Council records, areas 
around the bridge are subject to moderate soil loss and the site has a high probability of acid 
sulfate bottom settlements at shallow depths.   
 
The proposal will require earthworks and disturbance of stream banks for the construction of 
new embankments and bridge abutments at both the western and eastern approaches of the 
bridge and for the demolition of the old bridge and piers.  Impacts during construction include 
the potential for erosion of exposed areas during rainfall and transport of sediments into the 
creek.  
 
Additionally, the earthworks may present a potential risk of exposing acid sulphate materials.  
If this were to occur, it would potentially result in the formation of acid drainage, impacting the 
aquatic ecosystem and nearby aquaculture operations.   
 
In order to address the potential impacts of the construction on erosion and sedimentation, it 
is recommended that conditions of consent be imposed requiring the preparation of a Soil 
and Water Management Plan in accordance with relevant guidelines and standards and 
implemented during construction.  
 
In order to address the potential risk of disturbing potential acid sulfate soils, the applicant 
proposes to: 

 Consider in the detailed design construction planning phases, methods to eliminate or 
reduce the need to expose PASS materials; and 

 Prepare and implement of an Acid Sulfate Soils Management Plan in accordance with 
the NSW Acid Sulfate Soils Manual (Stone et al, 1998) to avoid disturbance of PASS 
and prevent the generation of acid drainage or leachate. 

 
It is recommended that conditions of consent be imposed requiring appropriate mitigation 
measures be implemented prior to commencement and throughout the works. 
 
Air and microclimate  
 
Construction 
 
Exposure of soils from the realignment of the road and construction of the embankments has 
the potential to generate dust which may also contribute to local air pollution and pose a 
nuisance to residents, as too would the necessary movements of trucks and machinery for 
construction. 
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Construction vehicle and plant emissions will contribute to local generation of greenhouse 
gases and air pollutants. However these emissions will be short-term and minor compared to 
the overall contribution of vehicle traffic within the local government area. 
 
It is recommended that a condition of consent requiring that prior to construction, an Air 
Quality/Dust Management Plan be prepared incorporating appropriate dust control practices 
and procedures. 
 
Occupation 
 
Some heavy vehicles (greater than 18 tonnes) may be currently travelling between Laurieton 
and North Haven or Lake Cathie/Bonny Hills via Kew. Following opening of the new bridge a 
small number of heavy vehicle trips may be reduced in length therefore reducing overall 
exhaust emissions. 
 
However this contribution is likely to be only minor and therefore operational impacts on air 
quality and greenhouse gases are unlikely to be measurably altered following replacement of 
the existing bridge. 
 
Flora and fauna  
 
Construction of the proposed development will not require any removal/clearing of any 
significant vegetation and therefore will be unlikely to have any significant adverse impacts 
on biodiversity or threatened species of flora and fauna.   The applicant’s ecological 
assessment satisfactorily addresses Section 5A of the Act. 
 
Refer also to the assessment of the provisions of the State Environmental Planning Policy 
No. 14 – Coastal Wetlands. 
 
Waste  
 
Wastes created from demolition and construction will require sustainable management.  It is 
recommended that a condition of consent be imposed requiring the submission of a 
Demolition and Construction Management Plan prior to the issue of the Construction 
Certificate. 
 
Noise and vibration  
 
The proposal is located adjacent noise sensitive receptors being residential dwellings and 
recreational areas. 
 
Construction Noise 
 
The Noise Control Guideline: Construction Site Noise was first published in 1985 and is 
currently the existing adopted guideline for construction site noise in NSW.  For projects 
greater than 26 weeks duration, noise level criteria for construction works is the average 
background level + 5dB(A). 
 
The guideline also provides time restrictions for construction activities as follows: 

 Monday to Friday: 7am to 6pm. 

 Saturday: 8am to 1pm if audible on residential premises, otherwise 7am to 1pm. 

 No construction work to take place on Sundays or Public Holidays. 
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The proposed construction working hours are consistent with the above restrictions and it is 
recommended that the construction hours be imposed through conditions of consent. 
 
Additionally, the applicant proposes to formalise the mitigation methods to address any 
potential noise and vibration issues in a Construction Noise and Vibration Management Plan 
(CNVMP).   The plan should detail any community notification programs which are planned 
regarding out of hours construction work to be undertaken, and a 24 hour contact phone 
number for residents to call should they have any complaints or questions. 
 
It is recommended that the requirement for the CNVMP be included as a condition of 
consent. 
 
Operational noise 
 
The applicant advises that whilst it is not an intention of the proposal to change the traffic mix 
(i.e. to significantly increase the proportion of heavy vehicles using the road), it may be a by-
product of removing the existing weight restriction of 18 tonnes, that the new bridge will result 
in a small percentage increase of heavy vehicle traffic. 
 
Traffic assessment works undertaken by AECOM as part of the Stingray Creek Bridge 
Options study, (Maunsell AECOM 2008; Section 4.10.2), found that: 

“Recent traffic surveys of Ocean Drive North Haven indicated that 2.9% of traffic 
using the road are heavy vehicles (Port Macquarie-Hastings Council, April 2005). 
This could increase to about 4% with the construction of a new bridge.” 

 
Based on an annual average daily traffic (AADT) flow of 9400 vehicles, the predicted  
incidental increase in heavy vehicle numbers results in a noise level increase of 0.3 dB(A).  
Given this, it is considered necessary to examine the feasibility of noise treatments.  
 
The following noise reduction recommendations are outlined in the Environmental Impact 
Statement: 

 Install a ‘low-noise’ pavement surface such as open grated asphalt near the North 
Haven (eastern) bridge abutment; and 

 Impose a reduced speed limit of 50kph on the new bridge. 
 
The noise assessment did not concluded that acoustic walls at the most affected residences 
were required as it is anticipated that the above measures will result in noise levels at the 
most affected residence (i.e. 1 Bridge Street) being reduced by 1.1dB(A) when compared to 
existing road traffic noise. 
 
It is recommended that the above mitigation measures be required through conditions of 
consent. 
 
Socio economic impacts in the locality  
 
North Haven and Laurieton play a role in the regional tourism and provide accommodation 
and recreational facilities. The townships have an coastal village atmosphere and amenity 
and are surrounded by natural resources such as Stingray Creek, Camden Haven river, 
extensive Nature Reserves and National Parks.  The Mid-North Coast Regional Strategy 
recognises that tourism is a significant component of the regional economy and highlights the 
need to ensure the character and appeal of coastal towns, villages and their hinterland is not 
lost. 
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Construction will have the potential to cause disruption to residents and an impact on the 
visual amenity of the area.  These impacts are considered to be of relatively short duration 
and can be managed through the employment of mitigation measures to minimise disruption 
to residents, particularly relating to noise and vibration, and traffic management. 
 
Additionally, to avoid impacts on local businesses and tourism during construction, the 
applicant plans to undertake construction activities outside the peak summer holiday period 
and together with scheduling of construction phases would minimise disruption and nuisance 
during other school holiday periods. 
 
The Environmental Impact Statement indicates that local businesses, particularly nearby 
shops and holiday accommodation facilities, would be provided up to date construction 
information and relevant contact details to communicate any key concerns or complaints in 
relation to construction scheduling and impacts.   
 
Cumulative impacts 
 
The proposed development is not expected to have any significant adverse cumulative 
impacts on the natural or built environment or the social and economic attributes of the 
locality provided that the proposed mitigation measures are implemented as outlined in the 
Environmental Impact Statement. 
 
 
(c) The suitability of the site for the development 
 
The Environmental Impact Statement provides the assessment of a variety of options for the 
replacement of the bridge.  The proposed option (3A) was recommended on the results of 
the Route Options Study and outcomes of the Value Management Workshop which was 
attended by a range of community representatives. 
 
In comparison to the alternatives considered, the preferred option provides an improved and 
safe road alignment for Ocean Drive, reduced impacts to properties on Ocean Drive and 
reduced potential impacts on Stingray Creek. 
 
 
(d) Any submissions made in accordance with this Act or the regulations 
 
The application was notified and exhibition in accordance with the requirements of the 
Environmental Planning and Assessment Act and Regulations thereunder and Council’s 
adopted Port Macquarie-Hastings Development Control Plan 2006 (DCP 40 – Advertising of 
Development). 
 
Additionally, the applicant conducted community information and consultation sessions 
during the preparation of the Environmental Impact Statement and during the exhibition of 
the development application. 
 
Following completion of the required public exhibition period eight (8) submissions have been 
received from members of the public.  However, one submission was referred to the 
applicant for response as it was raising issues of financial compensation. 
 
Issues raised in the submissions received and comments in response are provided as 
follows: 
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Issue Submission Summary Planning Comment 

Increased traffic Concerns that the traffic figures in the 
Environmental Impact Statement 
were underestimated and that the 
traffic impacts as a result of the new 
bridge would increase in North 
Haven. 

Council’s Development Engineers 
have assessed the application and 
Environmental Impact Statement and 
have advised that there will be 
minimal traffic increases, including 
truck movements, as a result of the 
new bridge.  The traffic increases in 
the future will be a result of 
population increases in the region. 

 Concerns that the increase in load 
limit will result in an increase in heavy 
truck movements through North 
Haven and Bonny Hills.  Traffic 
calming devices on Ocean Drive will 
result in trucks using local roads. Will 
reduce amenity and safety for 
residents.  Advocates bypass of both 
villages. 

Refer to comment above.   Local 
buses and quarry trucks already hold 
exemptions to load limit. 

Cycleway Concerns that the cycleway is 
indicated on the Northern side of the 
bridge and not Southern as was 
indicated in the community 
consultation.  Concerns that the 
location could be unsafe and not 
connect with existing cycleway. 

The applicant has advised that the 
shared cycleway/footway shown in 
the concept design plans was 
relocated to the southern side of the 
bridge (currently on the northern side) 
to support the connection with the 
existing pathways.  Council’s 
Development Engineers have also 
recommended that during detailed 
design phase of the bridge structure, 
that the abutment be designed such 
that sufficient area is available for a 
pedestrian underpass or boardwalk of 
the bridge (North Haven side) to 
provide safe pedestrian linkage along 
the foreshore.  This would avoid the 
need for pedestrians to cross Ocean 
Drive in this location. 

Loss of amenity 
to North Haven 

Disagrees with statement in the 
Environmental Impact Statement that 
the new bridge will not result in the 
loss of amenity for residents.  Feels 
that the proposed option has been 
chosen as it is the cheapest. 

Refer to earlier comments.  The 
Environmental Impact Statement has 
satisfactorily analysed all available 
options weighing up environmental, 
economic and social considerations. 

Option 3A not 
chosen by 
residents 

Feels that the preferred option was 
not the option chosen by residents 
during the community consultation 
sessions and that the bypass options 
were not thoroughly assessed. 

Refer to above comments.  It should 
be noted that 275 submissions were 
received in response to the previous 
development application when 
compared with 8 submissions 
received in response to this 
development application. 

 
 
(e) The public interest 
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Ecologically Sustainable Development and Precautionary Principle 
 
Ecologically sustainable development (ESD) requires the effective integration of economic 
and environmental considerations in decision-making processes. 
 
The four principles of ecologically sustainable development are: 

 the precautionary principle,  

 intergenerational equity,  

 conservation of biological diversity and ecological integrity,  

 improved valuation, pricing and incentive mechanisms. 
 
The Environmental Impact Statement has demonstrated that the Precautionary principle has 
been applied through each stage of the route options assessment and concept design.  
Environmental assessment has been based on best available technical information and 
precautionary mitigation measures have been developed to avoid, minimise, or manage any 
identified or potential impacts. 
 
The Intergenerational Equity principle requires the present generation to ensure that the 
diversity, health and productivity of the environment is maintained or enhanced for the benefit 
of future generations. 
 
An appropriate crossing of Stingray Creek is needed to maintain the regional road network 
which is vital to the continued economic development of Laurieton and the region. Without 
such a crossing, access of Laurieton and North Haven residents to services and facilities 
would be severely restricted. 
 
The principles of ESD require that a balance needs to be achieved between the man-made 
development and the need to maintain ecological processes. Based on the assessment 
provided in this assessment report, the Environmental Impact Statement and the 
recommended conditions of consent, it is considered an appropriate balance has been 
achieved. 
 
Draft Sea Level Rise Policy Statement 
 
The NSW Government has prepared a draft Seal Level Rise Policy Statement (Department 
of Environment and Climate Change, 2009). The draft policy outlines the government’s 
objectives and commitments to sea level rise and outlines the support that the NSW 
Government will provide to coastal communities and local councils to prepare and adapt to 
rising sea levels. 
 
The policy recommends that planning and investment decisions consider the range of sea 
level rise projections over the life of an asset to decide how the structure can be located or 
designed to avoid or minimise sea level rise impacts.  
 
It is a recommendation of the Environmental Impact Statement (clause 11.3.3) that the 
detailed design of the proposed bridge structure look to increase clearance beneath the 
underside of the girders in the centre of the bridge to account for some sea level rise over the 
course of its design life. It is recommended that a minimum of 0.4 - 0.5m be considered 
rather than the full 2100 year  benchmark of 0.9m. This increase would account for projected 
sea level rise for the first half of the bridge’s design life and recognises that a greater 
increase will be constrained by 
practical construction and design considerations on the western and eastern road 
approaches.  

JRPP (Northern Region) Business Paper – 16 June 2010 – 2009NTH005 Page 32 
 



JRPP (Northern Region) Business Paper – 16 June 2010 – 2009NTH005 Page 33 
 

 
Council’s Development Engineers recommend that any increase in clearance would need to 
be balanced with the need to avoid an increase in filling of the western embankment which 
could adversely affected current flood flows in Stingray Creek and nearby properties in North 
Haven. 
 
Mid-North Coast Regional Strategy 
 
The NSW Department of Planning’s Mid-North Coast Regional Strategy is based on a 
potential regional population increase from 330,600 to 424,600 by the year 2031, which 
equates to a total of 94,000 additional people. 
 
The strategy notes that the region’s economy is based on service industries, manufacturing, 
construction and agriculture and particularly tourism. It highlights the need to ensure that the 
character and appeal of coastal towns, villages, and their hinterland is not lost through 
inappropriate development. 
 
The applicant through the Environmental Impact Statement has informed that the proposal 
aims to support future economic growth of the area by ensuring ongoing connection between 
the local communities and Port Macquarie.  
 
It is considered that the proposal is consistent with the Strategy in that impacts to high value 
environments has been minimised through the route selection process and that the bulk and 
scale of the proposed structure is relatively similar to the existing bridge, therefore having 
minimal impact on the character of the local villages. 
 
 
5. DEVELOPMENT CONTRIBUTIONS APPLICABLE 
 
No developer contributions are applicable to the proposal. 
 
 
6. CONCLUSION 
 
The application has been assessed in accordance with Section 79C of the Environmental 
Planning and Assessment Act 1979. 
 
Issues raised during assessment and public exhibition of the application have been 
considered in the assessment of the application.  
 
Based on this assessment, the site is considered suitable for the proposed development, is 
not contrary to the public's interest and will not have an adverse social, environmental or 
economic impact.  
 
It is recommended that the application be determined by granting conditional consent. 
 
 
ATTACHMENTS 
 

 Site plans and elevations 
 Submissions 
 Environmental Impact Statement 
 Draft Consent Conditions 
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Figure 11 Local Environment plan Zoning
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FOR USE BY PLANNERS/SURVEYORS TO PREPARE LIST OF 
PROPOSED CONDITIONS 

 
NOTE:  THESE ARE DRAFT ONLY 

 
DA NO:  2009/368    DATE: 20/05/2010 
 
A - GENERAL MATTERS 

(1) (DA001) The development is to be carried out in accordance with the plans 
and supporting documents set out in the following table except where modified 
by any conditions of this consent. 

 

Plan / Supporting 
Document 

Reference Prepared by Date 

Environmental 
Impact Statement 

60048062/DO-004 AECOM Australia 
Pty Ltd 

29 July 2009 

In the event of any inconsistency between conditions of this development 
consent and the plans/supporting documents referred to above, the conditions 
of this development consent prevail. 

(2) (DA002) No work shall commence until a Construction Certificate has been 
issued and the applicant has notified Council of: 

a. the appointment of a Principal Certifying Authority; and 

b. the date on which work will commence. 

Such notice shall include details of the Principal Certifying Authority and must 
be submitted to Council at least two (2) days before work commences. 

(3) (DA006) Approval pursuant to Section 68 of the Local Government Act, 1993 
to carry out water supply, stormwater and sewerage works within the 
development site required by the development consent is to be obtained from 
Port Macquarie-Hastings Council.  A copy of the approval is to be submitted 
with the application for Construction Certificate. 

(4) (DA007) Approval pursuant to Section 138 of the Roads Act, 1993 to carry out 
works required by the Development Consent on or within public road is to be 
obtained from Port Macquarie-Hastings Council.  The application for this 
engineering approval must be made on the prescribed form with payment of 
fees pursuant to Section 223 of the Roads Act 1993 in accordance with 
Council’s Schedule of Fees and Charges.  The application is to include 
detailed design plans prepared by an appropriately qualified and practising 
consultant.  A copy of the approval is to be submitted with the application for 
Construction Certificate.   

 Such works include, but not be limited to: 

 Civil works 

 Traffic management 

 Work zone areas 

 Swing or hoist goods across or over any part of a public road 

(5) (DA008) The requirements, pursuant to Section 306 of the Water 
Management Act 2000, to carry out water management works on public land, 
required by this Development Consent is to be obtained from Port Macquarie-
Hastings Council prior to the issue of a Construction Certificate. 



 

(6) (DA016) The general terms of approval from the following authorities are set 
out in Section G of this consent and form part of the consent conditions for this 
approval.    

 Department of Planning 

(7) (DA035) The applicant shall construct the Stingray Bridge and road 
approaches as follows: 

(A)  STINGRAY BRIDGE; 

The applicant shall design and construct to design standards conforming to 
current Australian Bridge Standards AS5100 commensurate with road function 
and usage generally as outlined in EIS (clause 5.1) .. 

The total width of the bridge at road level will be a minimum 15.3m. This width 
will allow for the provision of: 

 Two (2) 4.5m travelling lanes; 

 One (1) 3m wide shared footpath/cycleway - clear of the traffic lanes; 

 One (1) 1.8m wide footpath - clear of the traffic lanes 

 Safety barriers on the outer edge of the bridge and between the roadway 
and footpaths/cycleway. 

 Pedestrian underpass or boardwalk off the bridge (North Haven side) to 
provide safe pedestrian linkage along the foreshore. 

 Utilities (water, sewer, telecommunications, fibre optic cable, electricity 
transmission lines, streetlighting) 

 Rainfall runoff from the proposed bridge deck to be captured and directed 
to purpose-built stormwater treatment structures prior to discharge to 
Stingray Creek. 

 Clearance beneath the underside of the bridge girders to the Mean High 
Water Mark shall be at least  equivalent to the clearance the existing bridge 
structure with a minimum clearance of 3.6m plus additional allowances for 
sea rise due to climate change. 

 Registered vehicles fully laden up to 50 tonnes(noting that Ocean Drive is 
not a B-Double route). 

 Environmental clearance in accordance with clause C.09 of RTA’s 
“Arrangements with Councils for Road Management”; 

(B)  ROAD APPROACHES: 

The applicant shall construct realign and reconstruct  approximately 120m of 
road approaches on the western side and approximately 105m on the eastern 
side, generally in accordance with EIS (clause 5.2) and Figure 8 Proposed 
Concept Design of the EIS and in accordance with Council’s adopted 
AUSPEC Specifications and AUSTROADS;such construction is to include, but 
not limited to: 

 9metre wide sealed carriageway  

 minor reconfiguration of the intersection of Ocean Drive with Bridge and 
River Streets  

 Guardrails 

 Embankment with rock facing 

 All utilities (water, sewer, stormwater, streetlighting, electricity, 
telecommunications, including fibre optic cabling) 



 

  A 3m wide shared footpath/cycleway on the western approach connecting 
with the existing network(south side); 

 A 1.8m wide footpath on the western approach connecting with the existing 
network (north side) 

The design plans must be approved by Council pursuant to Section 138 of the 
Roads Act. 

(8) (DA036) The submission with the application for approval pursuant to Section 
138 of the Roads Act of a Traffic Management Plan and/or Environmental 
Plan and/or a Work Method Statement for any works or deliveries that impact 
the normal travel paths of vehicles, pedestrians or cyclists or where any 
materials are lifted over public areas for the construction phase of the 
development ;such  traffic management plan shall detail how traffic issues will 
be addressed during construction. The plan will address as a minimum: 

  Provision of safe pedestrian and cyclist access around the construction 
zone; 

 Traffic control plans; 

 Staff and contractor parking; and 

 Communications with residents and visitors regarding road closures, and 
traffic management changes. 

 Measures to reduce the employee traffic impact, staff traffic movements 
should be avoided during the background peak periods on the adjacent 
road network, e.g. 8.00 am to 10.00 am and 3.00 pm to 5.00 pm; 

 Construction vehicle movements outside of standard working hours, 
including loading and unloading operations, shall be minimised and 
avoided where possible; 

 A designated area for staff and contractor parking shall be identified and 
established (preferably away from Ocean Drive) and staff shall be directed 
to only use these areas; and 

 Construction activities during the peak summer holiday period should be 
avoided or minimised to the extent practicable. 

 A program also to provide updates to the community on the progress of 
construction and any planned traffic changes or delays shall be developed. 
The plan shall incorporate a range of communication methods, including 
but not limited to: 

o Notices in local businesses and newspapers; 

o Letters to directly affected residents; 

o Notices on Council’s website; 

o Community Newsletters; and 

o Complaint procedures and contact details. 

Any persons preparing such Traffic Control layout plans shall be RTA 
accredited or equivalent. 

(9) (DA049) Approval under Section 61 and/or Section 138 of the Roads Act 
1993, to carry out works required by the development consent on or within  
road reserve is to be obtained from the Roads and Traffic Authority (RTA).  A 
copy of the approval is to be submitted with the application for the 
Construction Certificate. 



 

(10) (DA050) The application for the Construction Certificate is to be accompanied 
by an execution of a Works Authorisation Deed (WAD) with The Roads and 
Traffic Authority (RTA).  Please contact the Northern Regional Office of the 
RTA at Grafton for further details (Phone 02 6640 1344). 

(11) (DA099) The proponent shall provide electricity, streetlighting and 
telecommunication services (including fibre optic cable) to the project in 
accordance with the requirements of the relevant authority. 

(12) (DA195) In addition to the water infrastructures shown on the bridge plans 
submitted with the development application, provide water main adjustments 
and replacements as well as connections between the bridge and the existing 
water supply infrastructure. These items are to be funded by the proponent or 
by Council generally in accordance with the details provided in the advices 
attached to this consent. 

(13) (DA196) Provide two 100mm communication ducts for water supply purposes 
within the bridge structure for the full length of the bridge. 

(14) (DA197) Prior to issue of construction certificate, Council allocate funds to 
cover the establishment and 10 years maintenance cost for the compensatory 
habitat works. 

(15) (DA198) The existing bridge shall be demolished in a controlled systematic 
manner following completion of the new bridge, commissioning of the new 
utility installations, and opening to general vehicle traffic ,as recommended in 
the EIS (clause 5.5); such requirement is:. 

 The demolition will occur sequentially, with all components 
dismantled/demolished including all components of the substructure and 
supports.  

 The structure shall be dismantled manually with no use of explosives or 
other mechanical methods which would pose a risk of materials entering 
the waterway in an uncontrolled manner. 

 A detailed methodology for the bridge demolition shall be developed by the 
contractor, however will comply with the following general principles to 
ensure the protection of the environment: 

o Erect a containment system curtain around the perimeter of each 
pier/working area and anchor to the creek bed; 

o All works associated with demolition and removal of the bridge supports 
will be undertaken entirely within the areas isolated by the containment 
system; 

o Removal of the structure above the water line will be carried out in 
pieces using a crane and/or from a barge 

o Dismantling and ‘dropping’ sections to the creek bed will be avoided; 

o Rubble and dismantled pieces will be transported to the bank where 
they will be off-loaded for appropriate disposal; 

o Piers will be removed to creek bed level; and 

o Removal of the structure below the pier columns below tide level will be 
carried out inside a steel caisson placed over the pier column, which will 
then be dewatered, providing access to the pier column which will then 
be cut and transported by crane/barge to the creek bank for disposal. 

(16) (DA199) All works shall be in accordance with the requirement of the New 
South Wales Department of Natural Resources. 



 

(17) (DA200) A formal survey and application to the Department of Lands shall be 
undertaken in order to formally implement property boundary adjustments and 
land acquisition on private property and  Crown lands required for the 
approaches of the new bridge to be acquired by Council.  

The private properties affected are: 

 Approximately 14m2 from 502 Ocean Drive, North Haven (Lot 1 
DP1044491); and 

 Approximately 14m2 from 1 Bridge Street, North Haven (Lot 1 DP232625). 

The Crown Lands affected include: 

 Bed of Stingray Creek; 

 Reserve 231 for “Access to navigable waters” (Lot 7023 DP 1030561 - 
south of bridge and including the boat ramp and Lot 7011 DP 1023531 - 
north of bridge); and 

 Reserve 8210 for “Access to foreshore” (adjacent to western approach). 

A formal application is required prior to issue of Construction Certificate. 

(18) (DA201)  To minimise construction impacts to waterway users and to ensure 
interruptions are of minimal inconvenience, the following measures shall be 
implemented during construction: 

 Notices shall be erected a short distance upstream and downstream of the 
bridge advising vessels of the bridge works and potential restriction to 
navigation; 

 A transit lane shall be maintained under the bridge at all times; 

 Navigation hazards shall be marked with yellow buoys and yellow flashing 
lights; 

 NSW Maritime shall be notified of all works in advance to allow them 
sufficient time to prepare a marine notice; and 

 Regular updates on construction progress and impacts to navigation shall 
be provided to the community and local businesses. 

 (19) (DA202) A detailed construction methodology shall be developed by the 
successful contractor in accordance with both these development consent 
conditions and the commitments and obligations contained in the EIS to 
mitigate environmental impacts. 

(20) (DA203) The successful tenderer/contractor shall furnish to the Council, prior 
to commencement of any works on the site , a performance bond to the 
amount of 30% of the estimated cost of the bridge component and roadwork 
approaches, for the purpose of ensuring: 

(a) the due and proper performance of the conditions of development consent 
up to the time of the release from the defects liability period. 

(b) The reimbursement to Council pursuant to section 678(7) of the Local 
Government Act 1993,or otherwise in the carrying out of works for the 
reinstating the land or at its option to carry out works reasonably required 
to construct or complete the said bridge and approaches as a 
consequence of the non completion of any said works or failure to comply 
with any notice which Council is entitled to give to the contractor in respect 
thereof. 

Council is indemnified against the cost of implementing any works to remedy 
default in the carrying out of any works and remedial measures . 



 

 
 
 
B - PRIOR TO ISSUE OF A CONSTRUCTION CERTIFICATE 

(1) (DB004) Submission to Council as the road authority  prior to the issue of a 
Construction Certificate detailed design plans for the following works 
associated with the development: 

1. Stingray Bridge designed for a 50 tonne loaded vehicle  in accordance 
with AUSPEC D3  Port Macquarie-Hastings Council current version and 
the requirements of this consent. 

2. Adjoining road works of the bridge approaches and intersection works in 
accordance with AUSPEC Design Specification D1 and D2 Port 
Macquarie-Hastings Council current version and the requirements of this 
consent. 

3. Water supply detailing the existing and proposed water supply 
infrastructure reticulation as required by this consent and in accordance 
with AUSPEC Design Specification D11, Port Macquarie-Hastings Council 
current version. 

4. Sewerage reticulation in accordance with AUSPEC Design Specification 
D12, Port Macquarie-Hastings Council current version. 

5.  Retaining walls in accordance with AUSPEC Design Specification Port 
Macquarie-Hastings Council current version. 

6. Stormwater systems in accordance with AUSPEC Design Specification D5 
and D7, Port Macquarie-Hastings Council current version. 

7. Erosion & Sedimentation Control Management Plan in accordance with 
the requirements of this consent  

8. Location of all existing and proposed utility services including; 

 Conduits for electricity supply and communication services. 

 Water supply 

 Sewerage 

 Stormwater 

 Fibre optic cable 

 streetlighting 

9. Pathways, cycleway ,bridge underpass and associated facilities in 
accordance with AUSPEC Design Specification D9, Port Macquarie-
Hastings Council current version and with the requirements of this consent  

An application and checking fee in accordance with Council’s Management 
Plan shall be payable upon submission of engineering design plans. 

(2) (DB005) The design plans of the bridge and approaches are to be approved 
by the RTA and shall be submitted to Council as the road authority for 
approval prior to the issue of a Construction Certificate.  

(3) (DB006) Provision of Engineering plans for the bridge approaches detailing 
the existing and proposed water supply infrastructure as listed herein and in 
the advices attached to this consent.   

(4) (DB009) If engineering works are of a value greater than $25,000, a detailed 
estimate of cost of the civil engineering works and documentary proof of 
payment of the levy required by the Building and Construction Industry Long 



 

Service Payments Act must be provided to Council prior to any approval of 
engineering plans. 

(5) (DB012) An Erosion and Sediment Control Management Plan prepared in 
accordance with the relevant sections of the Department of Housing manual 
“Soil and Water Management for Urban Development”, Port Macquarie-
Hastings Council sediment control policies and Council’s adopted AUSPEC 
Design and Construction Guidelines shall be submitted to and approved by 
the Principal Certifying Authority with the application for construction 
certificate. 

The plan shall include measures to: 

a. Prevent site vehicles tracking sediment and other pollutants from the 
development site. 

b. Dust control measures. 

c. Safety measures for temporary and permanent water bodies including 
fencing and maximum batter slopes. 

d. Contingencies in the event of flooding. 

(6) (DB013) The submission with the Section 138 Roads Act application to and 
approval by Council of details for the disposal of any spoil gained from the site 
and/or details of the source of fill, heavy construction materials and proposed 
routes to and from the site, including, but not limited to: 

 The pavement condition of the route/s proposed (excluding collector, sub-
arterial and arterial roads) for the haulage of fill material to the site and/or 
haulage of excess material from the site. The condition report shall include 
photographs of the existing pavement and pavement deflection test results 
taken in the travel lanes; 

 Recommended load limits for haulage vehicles and; 

 A procedure for monitoring the condition of the pavement during the 
haulage 

 Bond to guarantee public infrastructure is not damaged as a result of 
construction activity. 

and; 

Council shall determine the need for and extent of any rectification work on 
the haulage route/s considered attributable by the haulage of materials to 
and/or from the site.  

Details are to be provided with the application for approval pursuant to Section 
138 of the Roads Act 1993. 

(7) (DB023) A certificate from an approved practising chartered professional civil 
and/or structural engineer certifying the structural adequacy of the proposed  
bridge, retaining walls and embankment is to be submitted with the application 
for the Construction Certificate. 

(8) (DB038) Prior to the issue of any Construction Certificate, satisfactory 
arrangements are to be made with the Water Authority for the provision of 
water and sewer services to the land.  Evidence of such arrangements will be 
furnishing relevant documentation from the Water Authority. 

(9) (DB195) Prior to the issue of the Construction Certificate, the applicant shall 
submit to the Principal Certifying Authority  for approval the Construction 
Environmental Management Plan (CEMP), incorporating the relevant sub-
plans as detailed in the Environmental Impact Statement.  The CEMP must be 
prepared in accordance with the requirements of this consent, relevant state 
agencies and as outlined in the Environmental Impact Statement. 



 

 
C - PRIOR TO ANY WORK COMMENCING ON SITE 

(1) (DC002) A minimum of one (1) week’s notice in writing of the intention to 
commence works on public land is required to be given to Council together 
with the name of the principal contractor and any major sub-contractors 
engaged to carry out works.  Works shall only be carried out by a contractor 
accredited with Council. 

(2) (DC003) A copy of the current stamped approved construction plans must be 
kept on site for the duration of site works and be made available upon request 
to an officer of the Council. 

(3) (DC004) Prior to the commencement of any works, a pre-construction meeting 
shall be organised by the applicant.  This meeting is to be attended by the 
principal contractor and Council's Project engineer or his representative. 

(4) (DC006) Erosion and sediment controls in accordance with the approved 
management plan shall be in place prior to the commencement of any works 
or soil disturbance on the site. 

(5) (DC007) The erosion and sediment control sign issued with the development 
consent is to be displayed at all times on the filter fence. 

(6) (DC010) Toilet facilities are to be provided on the work site at the rate of one 
toilet for every 20 persons or part of 20 persons employed at the site. 

Each toilet provided must: 

a. be a standard flushing toilet, connected to a public sewer, or if connection 
to a public sewer is not available, to an on-site effluent disposal system 
approved by the Council, or 

b. an approved temporary chemical closet. 

The provision of toilet facilities in accordance with this condition must be 
completed before any other work is commenced. 

(7) (DC013) Signage must be erected in a prominent position on any work site on 
which work involved in the erection or demolition of a building is being carried 
out: 

a. stating that unauthorised entry to the work site is prohibited. 

b. showing the name of the principal contractor in charge of the work site and 
a telephone number at which that person may be contacted outside 
working hours. 

c. the name and contact details of the principal certifying authority 
responsible for the site 

Any such signage is to be removed when the work has been completed. 

This does not apply to: 

a. building work carried out inside an existing building. 

(8) (DC015) If the work involved in the erection or demolition of a building: 

a. is likely to cause pedestrian or vehicular traffic in a public place to be 
obstructed or rendered inconvenient, or 

b. building involves the enclosure of a public place, 

a hoarding complying with DCP No. 41 - Building Construction and Site 
Management or a fence which will prevent the unauthorised entry of persons 
onto the site must be erected between the work site and any public place.   

Such hoarding/fencing shall be located within the property boundaries. The 
location of hoardings/fencing on public land is not permitted unless specific 



 

approval under Section 138 of the Roads Act, 1993 has been granted by 
Council. 

(9) (DC195) Prior to the commencement of any works, documentary evidence 
shall be submitted to the principal certifying authority that all relevant state 
agency approvals have been obtained. 

(10) (DC196) A hardstand construction compound will be required during the 
construction period . Selection of the final suitable site will be the responsibility 
of the contractor and subject to approval by Council’s Project engineer for 
construction. The area shall require inspection and approval prior to adoption 
and at completion of construction, the area will be rehabilitated. 

(11) (DC197) Provision being made for support of adjoining properties and 
roadways during construction. All mitigation measures are to be in accordance 
with the EIS (chapter 12). 

 
D - DURING WORK 

(1) (DD002) Development works on public property or works to be accepted by 
Council as an infrastructure asset are not to proceed past the following hold 
points.  Additional hold points may be required with the construction of the 
bridge as per the tender contracts.  No works shall proceed past the identified 
hold points without inspection and approval by Council. Notice of required 
inspection must be given 24 hours prior to inspection, by contacting Council’s 
Customer Service Centre on (02) 6581 8111. You must quote your 
construction certificate number and property description to ensure your 
inspection is confirmed: 

a. prior to commencement of site clearing and installation of erosion control 
facilities; 

b. at completion of installation of erosion control measures 

c. prior to installing traffic management works 

d. at completion of installation of traffic management works 

e. at the commencement of earthworks; 

f. before commencement of any filling works; 

g. when the sub-grade is exposed and prior to placing of pavement 
materials; 

h. when trenches are open, stormwater/water/sewer pipes and conduits 
jointed and prior to backfilling; 

i. at the completion of each pavement (sub base/base) layer; 

j. before pouring of kerb and gutter; 

k. prior to the pouring of concrete for sewerage works and/or works on public 
property; 

l. on completion of road gravelling or pavement; 

m. during construction of sewer infrastructure; 

n. during construction of water infrastructure; 

o. prior to sealing and laying of pavement surface course. 

All works at each hold point shall be certified as compliant in accordance with 
the requirements of AUSPEC Specifications for Provision of Public 
Infrastructure and any other Council approval, prior to proceeding to the next 
hold point. 

Council will undertake random audits of work sites to verify compliance of 
public works as required. 



 

(2) (DD006) The capacity and effectiveness of erosion and sediment control 
measures shall be maintained at all times in accordance with the approved 
management plan until such time as the site is made stable by permanent 
vegetation cover or hard surface. 

(3) (DD014) Provision being made for support of adjoining properties and 
roadways during construction. 

(4) (DD024) Work on the project being limited to the following hours, unless 
otherwise permitted by Council:- 

 Monday to Saturday from 7.00am to 6.00pm 

 The builder to be responsible to instruct and control his sub-contractors 
regarding the hours of work. 

(5) (DD038) In buildings constructed prior to 1970, all existing accumulations of 
dust (eg in ceiling voids, wall cavities, walls, floors etc) shall be removed by 
the use of an industrial vacuum fitted with a high efficiency particulate air filter. 

(6) (DD039) Demolition works performed on buildings with materials containing 
asbestos or lead shall be carried out strictly in accordance with the 
requirements of the Workcover Authority and National OH&S Committee – 
Code of Practice for the Safe Removal of Asbestos and Code of Practice for 
the Management and Control of Asbestos in Workplaces. 

(7) (DD041) All demolition waste is to be disposed of at the Council Waste 
Management Facility. 

At the completion of demolition activities, Waste Management Centre 
weighbridge dockets are to be provided to Port Macquarie-Hastings Council to 
demonstrate compliance with this condition. 

(8) (DD044) A garbage receptacle for the reception of all waste materials from the 
site shall be provided prior to building work commencing and shall be 
maintained and serviced for the duration of the work.  

(9) (DD045) Should any Aboriginal objects be discovered in any areas of the site 
then all excavation or disturbance to the area is to stop immediately and the 
National Parks and Wildlife Service, Department of Environment and 
conservation is to be informed in accordance with Section 91 of the National 
Parks and Wildlife Act 1974.  Subject to an assessment of the extent, integrity 
and significance of any exposed objects, applications under either Section 87 
or Section 90 of the National Parks and Wildlife Act 1974 may be required 
before work resumes. 

(10) (DD047) Stockpiles of topsoil, sand, aggregates, spoil or other material shall 
be stored clear of any natural drainage path, constructed drainage systems, 
easement, water bodies, or road surface and located wholly within the site 
with measures in place to prevent erosion or movement of sediments in 
accordance with the approved management plan.  All spillage of materials, as 
a result of delivery or handling, must be removed as soon as practicable and 
placed into suitable receptacles for reclamation or disposal in a manner that 
does not cause pollution of the environment. 

(11) (DD048) Open and piped drains, gutters, roadways and access ways shall be 
maintained free of sediment for the duration of the work. When necessary, 
roadways shall be swept and drains and gutters cleaned of sediment build up. 

(12) (DD050) Noise from construction activities (measure as the LAeqT noise level) 
shall not exceed the background noise level (measured as the LA90 noise level 
in the absence of the source), for periods of construction between 4 and 26 
weeks by 10 dB(A), and for periods of construction exceeding 26 weeks by 5 



 

dB(A), in any Octave Band Centre Frequency, when measured at any affected 
residence. 

(13) (DD195) Records of audits and inspections relevant to the Construction 
Environmental Management Plan (CEMP) must be available at all time upon 
request by an authorised Council Officer. 

 
E - PRIOR TO THE ISSUE OF OCCUPATION CERTIFICATE  

(1) (DE001) The premises shall not be occupied or used in whole or in part until 
an Occupation Certificate has been issued by the Principal Certifying 
Authority. 

(2) (DE005) Prior to the release of any bond securities held by Council for 
infrastructure works associated with the development, a formal written 
application is to be submitted to Council specifying detail of works and bond 
amount. 

(3) (DE037) All civil works shall be certified by a practicing Chartered 
Civil/structural  Engineer as being constructed in accordance with approved 
construction plans and Council’s current AUSPEC Specifications. 

(4) (DE039) Prior to ‘practical completion’ of the works including commissioning of 
new utility installations and opening to general vehicle traffic , provision to the 
Council of documentation from the Roads and Traffic Authority (RTA) 
certifying that all matters required by approval issued by Section 61 and/or 
Section 138 of the Roads Act have been satisfactorily completed.  A copy of 
this is to be submitted to Council prior to the release of any engineering 
security bond that may be held. 

(5) (DE052) Prior to the issue of any Certificate of practical completion, 
submission of relevant documentation from the Water Authority confirming its 
acceptance of infrastructure works, including work as executed plans in 
accordance with Port Macquarie-Hastings Council current version of 
AUSPEC. 

(6) (DE056) All works shall be certified by a practicing Chartered Civil Engineer or 
Registered Surveyor as compliant in accordance with the requirements of 
AUSPEC Quality Initiatives for Provision of Public Infrastructure, prior to; 

 Release of the security bond to guarantee completion of public works 

Council will undertake random audit of work sites to verify compliance of 
public works as required. 

(7) (DE071) Provision of street lighting to the new works and compliance with the 
requirements of the electricity authority regarding provision of electricity . 
Evidence by way of letter from the electricity authority, indicating compliance 
with this condition shall be submitted prior to the issue of any compliance 
Certificate of practical completion. 

(8) (DE072) Prior to the issue of an issue of any Compliance Certificate of 
practical completion, written advice is to be submitted from the electricity 
authority confirming that its requirements for the provision of electricity 
services (including street lighting where required) have been satisfied and/or 
from the telecommunications authority confirming that its requirements for the 
provision of telecommunication services (including fibre optic cabling where 
required) have been satisfied. Any alterations to or relocation of street lighting 
is to be approved in writing from Port Macquarie-Hastings Council. 

(9) (DE077) Prior to the issue of an Occupation Certificate, written advice is to be 
submitted from the electricity authority confirming that its requirements for the 
provision of electricity services (including street lighting where required) have 
been satisfied and/or from the telecommunications authority confirming that its 



 

requirements for the provision of telecommunication services (including fibre 
optic cabling where required) have been satisfied. Any alterations to or 
relocation of street lighting is to be approved in writing from Port Macquarie-
Hastings Council. 

(10) (DE095) Submission of a compliance certificate accompanying   Works as 
Executed plans with detail included as required by Council’s current AUSPEC 
Specifications. The information is to be submitted in electronic format in 
accordance with Council’s “CADCHECK” requirements detailing all 
infrastructure for Council to bring in to account its assets under the provisions 
of AAS27. This information is to be approved by Council prior to issue of the 
Subdivision Certificate.  

 
F - ADVICE 

(1) (DG001) Prior to preparation of any engineering design plans, the consultant 
preparing the design plans will need to contact Council’s Water Manager 
regarding watermain locations on the bridge and approach works.  

(2) (DG008) Workcover require worksites to be provided with a restrictive barrier 
to limit access in accordance with Cl. 235 of ‘The Occupational Health and 
Safety Regulations 2001’.  Design specifications are available from 
Workcover.  Where such barrier will encroach upon public land, an application 
for approval is to be lodged with Council. 

(3) (DG030) Submission of a Compliance Certificate accompanying Works as 
Executed plans with detail included as required by Council’s current AUSPEC 
Specifications. The information is to be submitted in electronic format in 
accordance with Council’s “CADCHECK” requirements detailing all 
infrastructure for Council to bring in to account its assets under the provisions 
of AAS27. This information is to be approved by Council prior to issue of the 
Occupation Certificate. The copyright for all information supplied, shall be 
assigned to Council. 

(4) (DG195) The following water mains and adjustments will be required as part 
of the works. 

375mm AC Trunk water main 

This water main is to be relocated as indicated on the plans submitted with the 
development application on the south side of the new bridge superstructure at 
the proponent’s cost. In addition to the bridge crossing, the work will include 
an adjustment of about 60 metres of water main on the east side of the bridge 
and an adjustment of up to 120 metres on the west side. On the west side it 
will also be necessary for the new water main to cross the new road formation 
from south to north. Stop valves off each end of the bridge will be required as 
well as an air valve on the bridge structure. 

2 x 150mm AC distribution water mains 

Council’s Water Supply Section will replace these water mains with a 450mm 
water main, with the bridge crossing generally as shown on the plans 
submitted with the development application on the north side of the bridge. 
The work will also include about 60 meters of additional pipe from the bridge 
abutment to the northeastern corner of the intersection of Ocean Drive and 
Bridge Street. At this point a connection will be made to the existing 200mm 
AC water main. On the western side of the new bridge an adjustment of about 
90 metres will be required in both 450mm and 200mm water main. Stop 
valves off each end of the bridge will be required as well as an air valve on the 
bridge structure. 

Existing 200mm water main across Bridge Street 



 

The 200mm water main across Bridge Street is to be replaced with ductile iron 
pipe at the proponent’s cost if the road works go this far. 

Existing 100mm water main across Ocean Drive 

The 100mm AC water main across Ocean Drive to River Street is to be 
replaced with ductile iron pipe at the proponent’s cost. 

Proposed 200mm Recycled Water Main 

The provision of a 200mm diameter reclaimed water pipe on the north side of 
the bridge within the bridge structure as detailed on the plans submitted with 
the development application is noted. This will be installed by council’s 
Water/Sewer Section. 

(5) (DG196) There may be other water supply infrastructure adjustments revealed 
by the final engineering plans. 

(6) (DG197) Note that the 375mm AC water main under Ocean Drive to the east 
of Bridge Street will be abandoned. 

(7) (DG198) Water services for the bridge construction and amenities during 
construction are to be applied for as temporary water services. These will be 
provided on conditions set by Council’s Water Supply manager and will be 
fully metered. 

 
G – NSW DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING 
 Concurrence under clause 7(3) of State Environmental Planning Policy No. 
 14 – Coastal Wetlands 

(1) The applicant shall undertake all actions listed in ‘Section 18.3 Impacts and 
Mitigation Measures of the Environmental Impact Statement’ (pages 169-177), 
including preparation of a Construction Environmental Management Plan 
(CEMP). 

(2) The applicant shall prepare a Compensatory Habitat Plan for this site which 
includes all actions listed in the Wetland Restoration Plan’ of the 
Environmental Impact Statement (appendix E) together with a monitoring 
program that will cover a period of ten (10) years.  The Compensatory Habitat 
Plan is to be forwarded for information to the Department of Planning prior to 
commencement of the road works. 
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