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DA No: 10/175

Lodgement Date:
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Lot No:
DP No:

Application Details:

17 December 2009

Gwea Avenue, Daceyville REDEVELOPMENT OF
DAVID PHILLIPS SPORTS FIELD

3876

91234

Redevelopment of the existing sporting fields amiities
of the David Phillips Sports Fields to consolidatslSW
sporting facilities and the use of the facilitigstbe UNSW,
and includes the following works to be undertakebavid
Phillips Sports Field;

 Demolition of the existing amenities, clubhouse
building and grandstand;

* Retention of the existing grounds shed on the north
western corner of the site;

* Retention of existing fencing along the southern,
western and northern boundaries;

» Construction of a new clubhouse and amenities;

« Construction of a new grandstand with a seating
capacity of 300 persons;

 New amenities beneath the grandstand;

* New fields for the sporting activities of; hockey,
soccer, rugby, cricket, baseball,

* New tennis courts,

* New lighting including floodlighting, site lighting
building lighting and emergency lighting, and tase
existing lighting and light poles, from Little Baynd
the existing lighting at David Phillips Field;

» Erection of identification signage;

» Erection of new spectator fencing to grandstand;

» Erection of new retaining wall and fencing along
north eastern and eastern boundary;

» Construction of concrete tiered spectator stand
adjacent to the new baseball field,;

» Erection of sight screens to the baseball field;

» Construction of cricket practice nets, basebaljen,
and baseball dugouts adjacent to the new baseball
field; and

» Erection of scoreboards to each new field.
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Applicant:

Applicant Address:

Owner:
Builder:

Principal Certifying
Authority:

Property Location:

Zoning:

ANEF Contour

Present Use:

Classification of Building:

Value of Development:

Capital Investment Value:

Drawing No:

SUMMARY OF REPORT

Recommendation:

Special Issues:
Public Objection:

Permissible:

Ed Smith, Planning and Property Manager for the
University of New South Wales

UNSW, Faculty Management Level 3, Mathews Building
SYDNEY NSW 2052

University of New South Wales (UNSW)
To Be Advised

To Be Advised

Located on the southern side of Gwea Avenue Dalteyvi
The site is bounded to the east by Banks Avenudgeto
south by Bonnie Doon Golf Course, and to the wgst b
Cook Avenue.

Open Space 6(a) Recreation Existing
Botany Local Environmental Plan, 1995
20-25 ANEF

Existing sports field

Class 9b — clubhouse and amenities
Class 10a - grandstand
Class 10b - signage

$10,107,449.00
$10,107,449.00

Refer to Condition No. 1

Conditional Consent, and Voluntary Planning
Agreement for Public Domain Works (car parking),
Footpath and Street Drainage and Tree Removal

Crown development
Yes — two (2) submissions

Yes

JRPP (Sydney East Region) Business Paper 17 August 2010 — 2010SYE002 — Item No. 1 2



THE DIRECTOR OF PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT REPORTS:-

Executive Summary

The development application has been referred @éoJtint Regional Planning Panel for
determination, pursuant to Clause 13B(1)(a) ofSkete Environmental Planning Policy -
Major Development as the capital investment exceidds million. The proposal is not

considered to be a Part 3A development under thedmmental Planning and Assessment
Act.

The development application seeks approval forédevelopment of the existing sporting
fields and amenities of the David Phillips Sporieddr, the consolidation of UNSW sporting
facilities previously located at Little Bay and tkensington Campus, for and the use of the
facilities by the UNSW, and includes the followiwgrks to be undertaken at David Phillips
Sports Field;

» Demolition of the existing amenities, clubhousdding and grandstand;

* Retention of the existing grounds shed on the negstern corner of the site;

* Retention of existing fencing along the southerestern and northern boundaries;

» Construction of a new clubhouse and amenities;

» Construction of a new grandstand with a seatingci&pof 300 persons;

* New amenities beneath the grandstand;

* New fields for the sporting activities of; hockepccer, rugby, cricket, baseball,

* New tennis courts,

* New lighting including floodlighting, site lightinduilding lighting and emergency
lighting, and to reuse existing lighting and ligiales, from Little Bay and the existing
lighting at David Phillips Field;

» Erection of identification signage;

» Erection of new spectator fencing to grandstand,;

» Erection of new retaining wall and fencing alongth@astern and eastern boundary;

» Construction of concrete tiered spectator standcaudlit to the new baseball field;

» Erection of sight screens to the baseball field;

» Construction of cricket practice nets, basebalidau, and baseball dugouts adjacent
to the new baseball field; and

» Erection of scoreboards to each new field.

The Applicant (UNSW) has advised that the basie@proposed development stems from the
rationalisation of existing sporting facilities spd across multiple sites including the David
Phillips Sports Field, Little Bay and Kensingtonngaus together with the need to consolidate
the sporting facilities at these sites into theexedioped site at David Phillips Sports Field. It is
recognised that the developmapplication has been lodged by UNSW who are cladsifs the
“Crown” under Section 88 Regulation 226 of the Eammental Planning and Assessment
Regulation 2000 as ah Australian University within the meaning of thggher Education Act
2001™.

Revised plans with respect to the above developmen¢ submitted to Council on 12
February 2010 the modifications to the developnmardlved the reduction in height of the
proposed new amenities building from two storeysitgle storey, minor reductions and
increases to the sizes of the change rooms, sigkmatch offices, and sports equipment
storage room to accommodate for the layout chatmgéise new amenities building. The
revised plans also proposed the construction efiagrandstand building and amenities with
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a seating capacity for 300 persons in place oirihial proposal to relocate and reuse the
existing grandstand, which had a seating capaoit$®0 persons.

It should be noted that the above modificationsh proposed development were not by
request of Council.

The subject site does not currently contain aniipgrfor the users of David Phillips Sports
Field. As part of the redevelopment, the Appligardposes the following;

* To provide sixty (60) car parking spaces for théexelopment of David Phillips
Sports Field within the existing Banks Avenue roaserve owned by Botany Bay
City Council;

The above includes;

» The construction of a cycleway along the David IRisl Sports Field frontage of
Banks Avenue; and,

* The installation of two (2) traffic calming devicesenable cyclists to choose a safe
point to cross to the eastern side of Banks Avehadocation where the traffic speeds
are low.

Implementation of the above under a VPA will resuoijt

» The reduction of on street car parking along Gweane, and will thereby reduce the
noise associated with vehicle movements alongstheet; and

» The proposed parking will also serve users of RodlRark, which is a Council
maintained public park.

Council considers that the proposed car parkinggaBanks Avenue will provide public
benefit to users of David Phillips Sports Fieldyather with the users of Rowland Park, and
will result in the reduction of on-street car padkalong Gwea Avenue as well as the removal
of unnecessary traffic from the road that comptirgehistorical part of Daceyville, west of
Banks Avenue. However, as part of the developmemigbfor the car parking and the
construction of the cycleway falls within Counaiioed land, it cannot be approved under this
development application. As such, the proposegagding and construction of a cycleway
along with the installation of two (2) traffic caing devices is to be formalised by the
preparation and the entering into of a VoluntargnRing Agreement (VPA) between the
Applicant (UNSW) and Council. It will be a conditi@f consent that this VPA be executed
and exhibited prior to the use and occupation efgitemises.

The site currently contains approximately 170 trébe development proposes the removal of
64 trees within the site, and 50 tree from the Balkenue road reserve to accommodate the
proposed car parking area (subject to the VPA),anduch a total of 114 trees are to be
removed as a result of the proposed developmemt.délielopment proposes replacement
planting of 28 trees within the site and 16 treéhiwthe Banks Avenue road reserve totalling
44 trees to be replanted on-site and in the Bankende road reserve. Supplementary tree
planting off site is also to be provided by the ospion of a condition of consent, and
proposes the following numbers of supplementary ptanting within the surrounding road
reserves of David Phillips Sports field,;
» 20 trees on the eastern side of Banks Avenue readrve fronting Rowland
Park(opposite the site);
* 4 treesto be planted at the junction of the Coe&rue and Astrolabe Park entrance;
and,
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* 10 trees within the southern side of the road xwesef Isaac Smith Street fronting
Astrolabe Park.

As such the total number of tree replacement pigns 78, leaving a net loss of 36 trees as a
result of the proposed development. In additiohas been agreed by Council and the
Applicant that the ongoing care and maintenancthitree planting to be undertaken by the
Applicant within Council’s road reserve of Banksefwe and the existing landscaping within
Gwea Avenue would be the responsibility of the Aggoit not Council. This includes the
financial responsibility for all landscaping mainéace within this public area. Council
requested that the Applicant submit a Landscapedilslanagement to be incorporated into
the VPA for the public domain works, for the ongpmaintenance of the landscaping within
the affected road reserves. The Applicant submiti€buncil on 23 July 2010 the Landscape
Plan of Management for the Banks Avenue and GweaniAe curtilage to David Phillips
Field. This Plan of Management has been reprodudie VPA section of the report below.

The application also involves the reuse of exidligigting and light poles, from Little Bay and
the existing lighting at David Phillips Field fohe provision of new lighting to the
development including floodlighting to the sportiingjds, site lighting for safety and security,
building lighting for the grandstand, indoor andtdmor lighting of the clubhouse and
amenities buildings and emergency lighting forfdmlity. An External Sports Lighting and
Electrical Services Report have been submitted #ithdevelopment application which
concluded that the proposed lighting at the devala is in accordance with the relevant
Australian Standards for each individual sport, festralian Standards forPotential
Obtrusive Effects of Outdoor Lightingind lighting restrictions imposed by the Civiliaton
Safety Authority (CASA). This latter arises fronetfield’s relative location to the east-west
runway of Sydney Kingsford Smith Airport.

A Parking Assessment Report and Noise Assessmerd haen submitted with the
development application, which conclude that tlzeeeno adverse traffic, parking or acoustic
impacts upon the locality as a result of the pregagdevelopment of the sports field.

The site is zoned 6(a) Open Space and Recreatisngnt to Botany Local Environmental
Planning Policy 1995. The road reserve area alanks8 Avenue where the 60 (sixty) car
spaces are proposed to be constructed is unzohegrdposal falls within the definition of a
“Recreation Areaand is permissible in the 6(a) Open Space zotteddvelopment consent.

The development application has been assessedardance with the relevant requirements
of the Environmental Planning and Assessment AZ91&nd it is recommended that DA
10/175 be approved subject to the conditions coathin Attachment 1 to this report.

Site Description

The subject site is located on the southern sidevada Avenue Daceyville. Daceyville is a
historic suburb and is identified under Schedulsd he BLEP 1995 as beindgaceyville
Gardens Suburb The site is bounded to the east by Banks Avetathe south by Bonnie
Doon Golf Course, and to the west by Cook Avenuielwat its southern end if a closed road.
The site is a trapezoidal shaped allotment witfb@n2 frontage to Gwea Avenue (north),
198m frontage to Banks Avenue (east), a 290m fgenta Bonnie Doon Golf Club (south), a
302.8m frontage to Cook Avenue (west). The totalaaof the site is approximately
63000sqg.m.
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The site has a steep embankment of approximatelgldng the southern boundary and the
eastern boundary adjacent to the golf course pesnaisd Banks Avenue, respectively. The
levels from then on are even across the site aaying fields. The periphery of the site
contains significant vegetation in the form of mrattrees, including some scattered trees
within the playing fields. The main vehicular acc&sthe site is via Gwea Avenue, and there
is a secondary entrance to the site on the cof@wea Avenue and Cook Avenue.

David Phillips Sports Field currently contains th#éowing facilities;
* 2 xcricket ovals;
* 1 x rugby field No. 2 (north-south, overlaid oveicket ovals);
» 1 x soccer field No. 2 (north-south, overlaid ogecket ovals);
* Field No. 1 used for rugby and soccer;
* Training field No. 1,
» Synthetic/turf cricket nets;
» 3 x brick single storey amenity buildings with cgamooms and associated 2-storey
brick clubhouse facility for post match gatherings;
» 1 x spectator grandstand to Field No. 1;
* Grounds Depot;
» Score board;
e Pump room and pump shed/boiler room;
* Main access to the site is from Gwea Avenue; and
* No car parking is provided.

A map identifying the location of David Phillips &ps Field is below;
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Development surrounding the site consists of a@cinamely St Michaels Catholic School
opposite the site to the north-east, an Aged Cac#ify known as Southern Cross Care (Foley
Gardens) opposite the site to the north-west, BArksiue and the public reserve of Rowland
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Park, Bonnie Doon Golf Course to the south, Ashel®ark beyond Cooks Avenue to the
west, and single and two storey residential dwgdlito the north-west along Gwea Avenue as
well as residential buildings of Daceyville.

Site Photographs

Photograph taken from the western most entrantieetgports fields from the corner of Gwea
Avenue and Cook Avenue, Daceyville. To the rigAstsolabe Park.

R TR

Photograph taken from Gwea Avenue looking at tbeigds depot entrance off Gwea venue
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......

Photograph taken from Gwea Avenue Ioking at pedesand vehicular access to the
grandstand, clubhouse and amenities building
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e

Photograph of the boundary of David Phillips Fin from Banks Avenue

Description Of Development

JRPP (Sydney East Region) Business Paper 17 August 2010 — 2010SYE002 — Item No. 1 9



The development application seeks approval forédevelopment of the existing sporting
fields and amenities of the David Phillips Sporieddr, the consolidation of UNSW sporting
facilities previously located at Little Bay and tKensington Campus, for and the use of the
facilities by the UNSW. The UNSW have advised ttis facilities at Little Bay and
Kensington Campus are to be consolidated into caie aporting recreation facility at David
Phillips Sports Field;

The facilities that were available for use by tHeSW at Little Bay were as follows;
* 1 x synthetic hockey field;
» 1 x grass and dolomite baseball diamond fields;
» 2 x turf soccer playing fields; and
* 1 x amenity block with change rooms and associedegarking.

The facilities that were available for use by thH3W at Kensington Campus were as
follows;
* 5 x hard court tennis courts.

The consolidation of the above facilities from ldtBay, Kensington Campus and David
Phillips Sports Field will result in the followinfcilities being provided by the proposed
redevelopment of the David Phillips Sports Field;

In the north-western corner of the site adjacer@wea Avenue;
* Retention of the existing grounds shed on the negstern corner of the site;
* Provision of a new rugby/cricket field (known asgRy 1/Cricket 1);
» Erection of scoreboards;
* Retention of existing chain wire boundary fencing;

In the centre of the site;
* Provision of a new rugby/football (soccer) fieldldntified on Map as Rugby
2/Football Turf);
» Erection of scoreboards;
» Construction of a new single storey amenities lg@pproximately 125m in length
by 12m in width and 5.5m in height, with an easstn@ientation containing;
Eastern end of amenities building
0 Indoor practice cricket nets/function room 230sq.m;
o Cricket storage 4sqg.m;
0 Tennis storage 3sg.m; and
o Baseball storage 4sg.m
Middle of amenities building
Four (4) change rooms at 34sg.m each;
Two (2) match offices at 15sg.m each;
Two (2) female WC rooms with 3 x cubicles in eacbm at 8 sq.m each;
Two (2) male WC rooms at 8sq.m each;
Sick bay 24sg.m; and
Cleaner’s room 3.6sq.m.
estern end of amenities building
Club room 100sq.m;
Kitchen kiosk 18sq.m;
Unisex toilet 4sq.m;
Garbage room 4sqg.m;
Furniture store room; 5sq.m;
Football store room 16sg.m;

OOOOOOEOOOOOO
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0 Hockey store room 16sg.m; and
o Two umpires change rooms at 16sqg.m each

To the east of the site adjacent to Banks Avenue;

Construction of 4 tennis courts, constructed frottrben substrate on engineered fill
with rebound ‘ace’ surface;

Provision of a new identifiable entrance to thddsdrom Banks Avenue;
Construction of new metal palisade fencing to gfeof 2.1m.

Erect new signage (non-illuminated) to a heigh2d®0mm on the Banks Avenue
boundary fencing.

To the south of the site adjacent to Bonnie Dooif Gourse the following construction is
proposed,;

One synthetic water based hockey field;

One synthetic FIFA accredited synthetic soccedfiel
Baseball/softball field/Cricket 2 field,

Cricket practice nets;

Baseball bullpen;

15m x 4.5m concrete tiered spectator seating;

“Sight screen” for the baseball field; and

The erection of scoreboards; and

The retention of the existing chain wire boundaatyding

To the west of the site adjacent to Cook AvenueAstblabe Park;

Construction of a new grandstand with a seatingcigpof 300 persons;

Construction of new amenities building beneathrtée grandstand containing;
o Touch football storage room 15sq.m;

Rugby storage room 32sg.m;

Change room 1 38sq.m;

Change room 2 38sq.m;

Unisex toilet 5.5sg.m

Unisex accessible WC 8sqg.m;

Kiosk (canteen) 16sg.m;and.

Plant room 8sg.m; and,

The erection of new spectator fencing to grandstand,

Te retention of the existing chain wire boundanyciag

O O0OO0OO0OO0O0O0o

The application also involves;

Reuse and relocate existing lighting and light patamely the Hockey Field lighting
from Little Bay and the existing lighting at Davirhillips Field;

Public Domain — Car Parking and Cycleway

The subject site does not currently contain anypeaking for users of the David Phillips
Sports Field. As such it is proposed to providetysig60) car parking spaces for the
redevelopment of David Phillips Sports Field witkine existing Banks Avenue road reserve
owned by Botany Bay City Council, and includes ¢beastruction of a cycleway along the
David Phillips Sports Field upon Banks Avenue. Thaking will also serve users of
Rowland Park and as such Council considers theogeapcar parking along Banks Avenue
will provide public benefit and as stated previgusérves to limit traffic other than local
traffic upon the public roads of Daceyville, weEBanks Avenue. Therefore Council agrees
to the installation of the car parking on Counaild. However, as part of the development
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being for the car parking and construction of theeway falls within Council owned land, it
cannot be approved under this application. As gihchis to be formalised by the preparation
and the entering into of a Voluntary Planning Agneat (VPA) drawn between the Applicant
(UNSW) and Council. It will be a condition of comsethat the VPA be executed and
exhibited prior to the use and occupation of thenpses.

Public domain work of the VPA is to be implementadd completed ahead of the
redevelopment of David Phillips Sports Fields’ asel occupation.

Hour of Operation
The development proposes the continuation of theentioperating hours at David Phillips
Sports Field, which is as follows;
* Weekdays;
o0 Monday: 8am-10pm,
o0 Tuesday: 8am-10pm,
0 Wednesday 8am-10pm,
o0 Thursday: 8am-10pm,
o Friday: 8am-10pm, and
e Saturday: 8am-10pm;
* Sunday: 8am to 6pm (Tennis courts accessible fram-80pm); and,
* Public Holidays: 8am-9pm.

History of Development Application
A history of the development application from lodgent is as follows;

Date Action
17 December 2009 Development Application lodgedh @iouncil
11 January 2010 untilDevelopment Application on public exhibition
11 February 2010
6 January 2010 Development Application referredthe Joint Regional
Planning Panel (JRPP)
7 January 2010 Development Application referred falowing external
agencies;

* Sydney Water

* NSW Police

* NSW Fire Brigade

+ RTA

* Energy Australia
11 January 2010 Development Application referredht following internal
Departments of the Council;

* Health and Regulation

» Environmental Scientist

* Landscape Architect

* Engineering
20 January 2010 Applicant advised Council that thi¢ybe lodging amended
plans (not by Council request)
12 February 2010 Amended plans were submitted tsm€bwhich included;
* reduction in height of the proposed new amenities

building from two storeys to single storey,
* minor reductions and increases to the sizes off the

change rooms, sick bay, match offices, and sports
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equipment storage room to accommodate for the tayou
changes to the new amenities building.

» construction of a new grandstand building and
amenities with a seating capacity for 300 persons i
place of the initial proposal to relocate and retinss
existing grandstand with a seating capacity for 800
persons

* new amenities to be constructed beneath the jnew
grandstand

23 February 2010 untjl Amended plans on public exhibition

25 March 2010

18 February 2010

Amended plans referred to JRPP

23 February 2010

Amended plans referred to follgverternal agencies;
* Sydney Water

* NSW Police
* NSW Fire Brigade
« RTA

* Energy Australia

23 February 2010

Amended plans referred to theviatig internal departments
of the Council;
* Health and Regulation
» Environmental Scientist
* Landscape Architect
* Engineering

24 March 2010

Development Application considereRDAC meeting at
RTA Parramatta

20 April 2010 Meeting held at Council with Applidao discuss car parking
and traffic issues

6 May 2010 Council engaged consultant Traffic Ergimo assess traffic
impacts for development

18 May 2010 Meeting held at Council with Applicatot discuss traffig

impacts

10 June 2010

Meeting to be held at Council with ligamt to discuss traffi¢
impacts and tree removal/replacement planting

25 June 2010

Additional information was submit@&€ouncil with regarg
to landscaping and car parking

8 July 2010 Draft Conditions of Consent referreth@oApplicant (UNSW
for consideration

19 July 2010 Meeting held at Council with Applicattt discuss and
negotiate Draft Conditions of Consent, and isse&ging to
the preparation of the Voluntary Planning Agreement

23 July 2010 Additional information submitted tou@ail with regard to the
Landscape Management Plan

27 July 2010 Additional information submitted tou@ail with regard to the
Section 73 Certificate from Sydney Water

29 July 2010 Additional information submitted tou@ail with regard to the
Voluntary Planning Agreement

30 July 2010 Amended Draft Conditions of Consenfierred to the
Applicant (UNSW) for consideration

2 August 2010 Development Assessment Report reféorthe JRPP
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SECTION 79C CONSIDERATIONS

In considering the Development Application, the terat listed in Section 79C of the
Environmental Planning and Assessment Act 1979 haee taken into consideration in the
preparation of this report and are as follows:

(@)

The provisions of any EPI and DCP and any othematters prescribed by the
Regulations.

S79C(a)(i):  The provision of any environmental plaing instrument (EPI)

Part 5A — Development by the Crowection 116C
For the purposes of this development applicatiom,Applicant’ being the University
of New South Wales (UNSW) is taken to be the Crown.

The provisions of Part 5A Clause 116C of the EPA gtate:-

“A consent authority, in respect of a developmelecation made by or on behalf of

the Crown, must not:

(@) refuse its consent to the application, excdfh te written approval of the
Minister, or

(b) iImpose a condition of its consent, except whth written approval of the
Minister or the applicant”.

The Applicant, thereby meeting the requirementsth&f Act has accepted the
conditions included in the recommendation of tleysart.

State Environmental Planning Policy (Major Proje&805

The application is being reported to the Joint Reagi Planning Panel for
determination in accordance with Clause 13B(1)(@the SEPP as the capital
investment value exceeds $10 million and the pralpssot a Part 3A development
under the Environmental Planning and Assessment Act

State Environmental Planning Policy — InfrastruetR®07

The application was referred to the Roads and iCrAfithority (RTA) on 7 January
2010 for consideration under Clause 104, ScheduletBe SEPP with respect to
“Tourist facilities, recreation facilities, showgnads or sportsgrounds for 50 or more
motor vehicles On 24 March 2010 the application was considesied Sydney
Regional Advisory Committe SRDAC) meeting. The following recommendation was
received,

“I refer to your letters of 7 January 2010 and 2®#fery 2010 concerning the above
mentioned development application which was refetee the Roads and Traffic

Authority for comment in accordance with Clause 14State Environmental

Planning Policy (Infrastructure) 2007. | wish to\aske that the Sydney Regional
Advisory Committee considered the traffic impac¢haf application at its meeting of
the 24 March 2010.

Council should consider the following SRDAC commient determining the
application;

1. On street parking associated with the proposedetbpment should be
designed in accordance with AS 2890.5-1993.
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2. All works/regulatory signposting associated witie proposed development
are to be at no cost to the RTA.”

The above recommendations have been incorporatedha Voluntary Planning
Agreement for the car parking. As such the propasabnsidered satisfactory in
relation to SEPP - Infrastructure 2007.

State Environmental Planning Policy (SEPP) No. Bemediation of Land

The requirements of SEPP No. 55 have been condidierthe assessment of the
development application. A Soil and Groundwatert@amnation Assessment Report
dated November 2009 prepared by CETEC was submiftedthe application. The
report provided the following conclusion and recoemaiation;

e “CETEC conducted a Site Assessment (ESA) at thenpydpcated at the
David Phillips Sports Field UNSW, Cooks Avenue puitie NSW 2032,

» Based on the findings of the ESA the followinggc®mmended;

* No further assessment of soil contamination asiiieds required as all Health
Investigation Levels for parks, recreational oppace and playing field land
use (Class E) prescribed by NEPM: AssessmentefC8imtamination 1999-
Schedule B(1) Investigation of Levels for Soil@noundwater were met, even
when 10x safety-factor calculations are taken axtoount;

* Further assessment of groundwater quality may Qeired if water usage was
to be modified, as the water results from Weh@vged high levels of Total
Petroleum Hydrocarbons (TPH), Benzene, TolueneylBbtenzene, and
Xylene’s (BTEX) and Volatile Organic Compounds (M&1The VCHSs, which
were identified in this analysis, are known/or segpd to be carcinogens.
However the irrigation bore (Well 1) showed no eamhation of TPH, BTEX
and VHCs and is therefore suitable for irrigatidbue to this finding water
from the South bore will be sampled and analysetisthe proposed primary
source for grounds irrigation. Should the South éghow or has shown
contamination, a detailed Risk Assessment on thegsed use is conducted
covering user health and local environment riske acommended. The
objective of the Risk Assessment should be tolisstaitability of use for
watering live and synthetic playing field turf aadsess risks surrounding
likely exposed populations and contaminant expopatieways. Additionally
six (6) monthly groundwater testing should be cated due to known
contamination of the site.

e If any change in land use or zoning is proposedh thether assessment is
required, consisting of a review of the resultsrirthis report with comparison
to relevant Health Based Investigation Levels (M#usd further and further
analysis of samples already taken fro verticalrdisition of contaminants.

Council’s Environmental Scientist reviewed the Switl Groundwater Contamination
Assessment Report in January of this year, andgedwvthe following response;

“The contamination assessment submitted with thelB@went application is not
adequate. The contamination assessment has notpoepared in accordance with
relevant NSW Environmental Legislation. IN partaou detailed site history review
Is required in Stage 1 Contamination AssessmeastevBnt information pertaining to
previous site use was not included in the reparth/s stage low-density sampling
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cannot be justified due to the lack of investigagiother than aerial photographs and
title deed searches.

The Applicant was requested to prepare an Envirotah&ite Assessment for the
development and submit this to Council. On 12 Faty@010, an Environmental Site
Assessment dated February 2010 prepared by CETEGuianitted to Council. The
report provides the following information;

“CETEC were engaged by McLachlan Lister Pty Ltd (Mlon behalf of the
University of New South Wales to conduct a PhasEdvironmental Site Assessment
at the property located at David Philips Sportsl&eNSW, Cooks Avenue Daceyville
(the site).

The Phase 1 site assessment consisted of a reha@ailable aerial photographs, title
searches and title history, previous land usegsphisal use of adjacent land.

The project objectives for this study include;

Determine the potential for contamination to begamet based on available
historical information of the site and adjacent daruses from aerial
photographs;

Assess the need for further contamination investiga and contaminant
sampling of the site. (Note initial soil and growater sampling results are
available in the report titled CN091102 David Pip$ Field Soil and Water
Testing November 2009)

This Phase 1 — Environmental Site Assessment shibeddllowing outcomes:

From the aerial photographs it is evident that $ite has been used as a sports
field since 1961. Prior to 1961, the site was aard@iece of land.

No known industrial activity has taken place onite;

No evidence exists to suggest sand mining and fillimd) activities have
occurred at the site.

Results of composite soil sampling conducted ineNdper 2009 from 5
boreholes down to a depth of 6, showed no sigmficantamination with
TPH, VHC, BTEX, Toxic Heavy Metals and other comnmarganic

contaminants including asbestos.

Results of groundwater sampling conducted in Noeerd®09 from existing
bore pumps used for irrigation at the site and fr@mew groundwater
monitoring wells installed near the eastern boundand the southern
boundary respectively, showed no significant comaton with VHC, TH,
BTEX, Toxic Heavy Metals, Pesticides, Inorganictannnants or Bacteria
and Algae.

Results of groundwater sampling conducted in Noee@®09 and historical
data from testing conducted by UNSW from the graaelr monitoring well
at the south-western corner (bordering AstrolabekPaf the site showed
elevated levels of VCH including vinyl chlorideisTiiowever is likely to have
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originated from the neighbouring Astrolabe Park,iethhas a documented
history of soil and groundwater contamination.”

Council’'s Environmental Scientist again revieweglmvironmental Site Assessment
in February of this year, and has concurred with riport’s recommendation and
provided conditions of consent. Based on the in&diom provided and subject to the
imposition of the conditions of consent, the pr@gds considered to satisfy the
requirements of SEPP 55.

Botany Local Environmental Plan (BLEP) 1995
Clause 5 — Objectives of BLEP 1995

The objectives contained within Clause 5 have lwe@sidered in the assessment of
this application. The objectives of this plan itaten to tourism, and recreational and
community services and facilities, are:

(@) to provide opportunities for tourism and rectieaal development in
appropriate locations,

(b) to develop tourism as an industry for the pwgof gaining employment and
for economic, cultural, social and recreational leéits for the community,

(c) to encourage the provision of open space inammar which meets the
community’s diverse recreational needs, and

(d) to facilitate the provision and equitable diktrtion of community services and
facilities to meet the needs of the local residesms the non-resident
workforce.

It is considered that the proposed developmergfsegithe above objectives in that the
proposal provides opportunities for improved retomal facilities in a location, which
contains an existing sports field, and associateititfes, and the proposal provides for
a diverse range of recreational needs, organisedisgp games and benefits for the
community.

Clause 10 — Zoning

The subject site is zoned 6(a) Open Space and &&emren accordance with the
BLEP 1995 and the proposed development, whichfisetkas arecreation area, is
permissible within the zone with the appropriatasent of Council.

The primary objective of the 6(a) zone is as fodow

“The provision of different kinds of public operasp and recreational land within the
local government area to meet the needs of the cmoityh

The secondary objectives of the 6(a) zone arelksvs

(@) to identify existing local and regional public@dwned land used or capable of
being used for open space and recreational purposes

(b) to enable development of land for open spackraareational purposes,

(© to provide opportunities to enhance the envimental quality of the local
government area,

(d) to identify, protect and conserve the Botanylamels system, which are
environmentally and visually significant,
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(e) to protect and conserve foreshore land, and
Q) to encourage energy efficiency and energy cmasen in all forms of
development permissible in the zone.

It is considered that the proposed developmemgder the redevelopment of David
Phillips Sports Field including the demolition bEtexisting amenities, clubhouse and
grandstand, the construction of a new clubhousenéres, grandstand, with seating
capacity of 300 persons, new amenities beneatyrémelstand, new fields for hockey,
soccer, rugby, cricket, baseball and tennis conets,lighting including floodlighting,
site lighting, building lighting and emergency ligiyg, and to reuse existing lighting
and light poles, from Little Bay and the existinghting at David Phillips Field, and
signage for use by the University of New South \Waehieves the above objectives
in that;

» The proposal will result in improvements to thereuat sporting facilities
including additional sporting facilities and acties;

* Whilst the primary purpose of the proposal is tpiave the facilities for use
by UNSW, the broader community may benefit fromftwlities when not in
use by UNSW;

e Improvements in the ability of the proposal to mdée¢ principles of
ecologically sustainable development through ra@tewharvesting, energy
efficiency and water conservation measures; and

» The proposal will not impact on environmentallysiéuwe areas within Botany
such as wetlands and foreshore land.

Clause 13 — Aircraft Noise

The provisions of clause 13 and the Aircraft Ndisvelopment Control Plan have
been considered in the assessment of the Develdgpphcation. The site is located
within the 20-25 ANEF contour. Development for fheposes of a “public building”
within the 20-25 ANEF contour is considered “coraditl” in accordance with the
provisions of Council’s Aircraft Noise Developmeédntrol Plan. Where the building
site is classified as "conditional” under Table32021-2000 development may take
place, subject to Council consent and compliandk thie requirements of AS2021-
2000. As such a condition of consent shall be iragdagon the development, which
requires compliance with the requirements of AS12PQ00.

Clause 13A — Noise & Vibration

The requirements of this Clause have been considerehe assessment of the
development application. The subject site is affédby aircraft noise, which is
addressed in the above Clause, the site is nattaffdy traffic noise or rail noise.

Clause 18 - Development in open space zones

The provisions of Clause 18 have been considerethen assessment of the
Development Application. When determining an agilan to carry out development
on land within Zone No 6 (a) or 6 (b), the Coumailst consider:

(@) the need for the proposed development on &met, |
(b) the impact of the proposed development onxtstirg or likely future use of
the land, and
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(© the effect of the proposed development ondtention of open space.

The proposed development is considered to satmfyabove in that the proposal
maintains the current sporting functions howeveppses to consolidate additional
sporting activities and functions from other UNS&d holdings and upgrade these
facilities for use by the UNSW and the general muflhe proposal is not considered
to impact upon the likely future use of the landhat the site is zoned 6(a) Open
Space and Recreation, and the on-going need fatirsgpacilities within the Botany
Bay Local Government Area will provide for the mrgien and longevity of the future
of the open space and recreation area.

Clause 19 - Development of land shown unzonedeomtp

The subject site does not currently contain aniipgrfor the users of David Phillips
Sports Field, as such it is proposed to providéyge0) car parking spaces for the
redevelopment of David Phillips Sports Field withie existing Banks Avenue road
reserve owned by Botany Bay City Council. This roegkrve is ‘unzoned land’ and as
such the provisions of Clause 19 have been comslder the assessment of the
Development Application.

Development for any purpose of any land to whigh thause applies may be carried
out with the consent of the Council provided theu@al is of the opinion that the
development:

(@) Is compatible with the nature of developmentesible on neighbouring land
and those development standards applicable to derent on neighbourhood
land, and

(b) is consistent with the objectives of this pdemal the objectives of the zoning
applying to neighbouring land.

The car parking to be provided upon the ‘unzoneahl& Avenue road reserve is
considered to be compatible with the nature of greent and permissible on
neighbouring land. The site is adjacent to RowRark to the east, Bonnie Doon Golf
Club to the south and Astrolabe Park to the west. @roposed car parking along the
Banks Avenue road reserve will also have the cépaziserve patrons of Rowland
Park which is a Council maintained public park. léeer, as part of the development
being for the car parking and construction of thaeway falls within Council owned
land, it cannot be approved under this applicathansuch, this is to be formalised by
the preparation and the entering into of a Voluntalanning Agreement (VPA)
between the Applicant (UNSW) and Council.

It will be a condition of consent that this VPA &@eecuted and its terms implemented
prior to the use and occupation of the premisesrdfbre the provisions of Clause 19
of the BLEP 1995 have been satisfied.

Clause 22 — Energy Efficiency and Energy EfficieDeyelopment Control Plan

The requirements of Clause 22 and the Energy Eff@y Development Control Plan
have been considered in the assessment of the ogeveht applicationAn

Environmentally Sensitive Design (ESD) Statememedld6 December prepared by
BVN Architecture has been submitted with the agtian. The Statement indicates
that the development aims to implement ESD priresijoph terms of water and building
material reuse, natural ventilation, installatibwater saving devices, energy efficient
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lighting and the use of plantation timbers wheresstnle on walls and joinery.
Therefore, the development is considered acceptabégards to Clause 22 and the
Energy Efficiency DCP.

Clause 25 — Advertising and Notification

The provisions of Clause 25 have been considerethén assessment of the
Development Application. The development applicati@as notified to surrounding
property owners and in the local newspaper forirytli30) day period from 11
January 2010 until 11 February 2010. Amended pkm$ documentation were
submitted to Council on 12 February 2010, the aredrmlans and documentation
required re-notification to surrounding propertyr@ss due to changes to the layout
and location of proposed buildings. The amendedsplzere notified to surrounding
property owners and in the local newspaper foriytli30) day period from 23
February 2010 until 25 March 2010.

Two (2) submissions were received in responsedaltiove notification of the initial
development application and the subsequent ndidicaf the amended plans, which
is discussed in detail later in the report.

Clause 28 — Excavation and filling of land

The provisions of Clause 28 have been considerethén assessment of the
development applicatioifhe development proposes an area of cut in the-sagtern
corner of the site to accommodate the proposeds@wourts. A retaining wall and
landscaping will run along the eastern boundarycua and fill' drawing has been
submitted with the application.

In addition, a Geotechnical and HydrogeologicaEbtigation Report dated November
2009 prepared by Jeffery and Katauskas Pty Ltdsubsitted with the application.
The report concludes that;

“Based on the investigation results the site is idened suitable for the proposed

redevelopment. No potential slope stability or Islilpotential was identified. The

site is relatively free draining and suitable foumgimaterial is present at reasonable
depth. Specific comments and recommendationséqrtiposed redevelopment are
presented in the sections that follow” (refer topBe)

As suchitis considered that the proposed redpwstat of the sports fields is unlikely
to have a detrimental effect on existing drainagdepns and soil stability in the
locality or adversely impact on the future usehaf kand.

Clause 30A — Acid Sulfate Soils

The provisions of Clause 30A have been considenethé assessment of the
Development Application. The subject sitenist located within land classified as
being Acid Sulfate Soils affected. As such, an ASulfate Soil Assessment and
Management Plan are not required to be submitted.
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Clause 36 — Development in the vicinity of a Hgy@dtem or Heritage Conservation
Area

The subject site is located approximately 20 metoesh (opposite Gwea Avenue) of
land identified as being within the Daceyville Gamdsuburb under Schedule 3 of the
BLEP 1995. Clause 36 states that;

“The Council may grant consent to the carrying dutevelopment in the vicinity of a
heritage item or a heritage conservation area ahiiyhas assessed the impact of the
proposed development on the heritage significahtgeceritage item or the heritage
conservation area”.

The Applicant provided the following statement wittgard to Clause 36 in the
Statement of Environmental Effects submitted with application:

“The site is located to the south of the Dacey@idmservation Area. The proposal
will not affect the significance of the area, hoetewmay improve the general amenity
of the residential area through the provision of garking bays and the Fields’
primary access along Banks Avenue resulting inmi@ky less car parking to the
north of the site.”

An assessment of the application in accordancetwélprovisions of Clause 36 has
been undertaken. The application involves the reldgwment of existing sporting
facilities and fields. This involves the demolitiohthe existing amenities, clubhouse
and grandstand on the site. At present, the egiatimenities and clubhouse building is
located in the centre of David Phillips Sports &idlhe new single storey amenities
and clubhouse facilities is proposed to be constduturther to the west of the site
toward Banks Avenue. The proposed new facilitieh e less visible from the
streetscape than the existing facilities due tostbping topography of the site. As
such it is considered that the proposed developrvéhbe less likely to have any
significant impact upon the land and buildings tifeed as being a part of the
Daceyville Garden Suburb area in that;

* The proposed development does not affect or imgactiews to or from the
heritage conservation area or by bulk or scaletirask impacts, as the single
storey height of the new amenities building is coeed appropriate for a
sporting facility;

* The proposed development does not undermine orvaecause physical
damage to buildings within the heritage conservesiea;

 The proposed development does not adversely impacthe heritage
significance of the heritage conservation area; and

* The proposed development will result in the redurctf traffic using roads
within the Daceyville Garden Suburb, with exceptiotocal traffic due to the
elimination of the existing Gwea Avenue entrancéhi sports field by the
relocation of this entry to Banks Avenue.

As such the proposal is considered acceptableregfard to Clause 36 of the BLEP
1995.

Clause 38 — Water, wastewater and stormwater sygstem

In accordance with Clause 38, Council must nottgecansent to the carrying out of
development on land for any purpose unless ittisfgad that adequate provision has
been made for the disposal of stormwater fromahe It is proposed to develop.
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The subject site is well serviced by existing sagerand water services that will cater
for the proposed development. A Water Conservédiimtement dated 4 December
2009 prepared by Whipps-Wood Consulting was sulknhittith the application. The
statement is reproduced in part as follows;

* “The proposed redevelopment of David Phillips Spéiield at Gwea Avenue
Daceyville is intended to incorporate the followimgter sensitive urban
design measures, assisting in the conservatioanand the maintenance of
the site’s natural water balance.

* Rainwater storage is to be provided in undergrotewtks capturing runoff
from the roof areas of the General Amenities angl BRugby Amenities
building. A total of 35000L or 35m3 is anticipated.

* Absorption trench storage for the 5-year averageureence interval storm
event is to be provided between the western criedds. Stormwater runoff
from the majority of impervious areas is to be dieel to modular
underground polypropylene storage cells with a lteféective underground
absorption volume of approximately 440m3 being ioied.

» Existing bore water holes and pump systems are tetained for irrigation of
the sports fields.

* Water conservation within the site is achieved rfyorporating rainwater
storage and bore water supply for non-potable usagsch reduces the
required draw off from the town’s main supply.

* Water balance to assist in replenishing naturaluvoés stored within the
Botany basin aquifer is achieved by soil infiltcatiand absorption, which is a
standard stormwater drainage requirement of BotBay Council.”

It is considered that adequate provision has besterfor the disposal of stormwater,
in addition Council’'s Development Engineer has eexd the proposal and has
provided conditions of consent.

S79C(a)(iiy  The provisions of any draft environmehPlanning instrument (draft
EPI)

There are no draft EPI's applicable to the site.

S79C(a)(iii) Any Development Control Plans (DCP)
Access Development Control Plan

The Access DCP applies to all new developmentdicgpions for changes of use and
the refurbishment/renovations of existing premiseishin the Botany Local
Government Area, which Council considers would pdajly alter the building in a
major way, and where access for all could be inrm@ted. The objectives of the DCP
are as follows;

(@) Provide technical information to assist design@nd developers in the
provision of accessible developments.

(b) Provide for a high level of accessibility todawithin all developments within
the Botany Local Government Area.

(© Raise the profile of the needs and accesssssugeople with disabilities
within the Council, the local community, and reletvaublic authorities.
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(d) Ensure that new premises operated by Courloihadccess for all members of
the community and to upgrade existing facilitiesere possible.

It is considered that the development satisfie®tjectives of the Access DCP in that
the proposed buildings have the ability to compithwthe relevant provisions of the

Building Code of Australia (BCA) and the non-did@eary standards contained in the
Disability Discrimination Act (DDA) 1992. Furthethe proposal also incorporates an
accessible ramp from the street level at Banks Agda public road and main entry
point) to ground level on the fields/tennis courtias part of the Voluntary Planning
Agreement as discussed earlier in the report, tsabied car parking spaces will be
provided within the proposed car parking alongBlaeks Avenue road reserve.

Development Control Plan No. 29 — Waste Minimisaiad Management Guidelines

The requirements of DCP No. 29 have been considerglde assessment of the
development application. A Waste Management Regated 17 December 2009
prepared by McLachlan Lister has been submitted thi¢ application. The Report
states that;

‘Buildings and other structures currently on sitexisting two storey clubhouse with
storage and amenities, 3 stand along single stanegnity building together with steel
framed grandstand with precast concrete seating.

Brief Description of proposal — removal of the #xrig clubhouse and stand alone
amenities building, removal of the existing graadst, synthetic water based hockey,
synthetic soccer field, tennis courts and new atiesrtio below relocated grandstand.

On going management —

* The UNSW has contracted both grounds and maintenstadf for the fields
themselves, while also a maintenance contractoot(&gs Pty Ltd) for all
proposed infrastructure and buildings on site.

* UNSW has environmental management systems in ptacéts main
Kensington Campus together with its off site lawadi (i.e. David Phillips
Field)

* Waste storage and recycling area has been suitkdagted and will be
suitably labelled within the proposed new main aitesbuilding.

* In accordance with the Statement of Environmenfi@dzs it is proposed that
the new development will have the services ofl @it UNSW staff member
who will act as ground marshal for the field. Thimff member will work
together with the maintenance contractor who wid kesponsible for
transferring materials from the fields and surroinglareas and keeping the
entire area clean and tidy.”

Subject to imposition of appropriate conditionse throposed development is
considered to satisfactorily address Council’'s Wadinimisation and Management
Guidelines DCP.

Development Control Plan No. 32— Landscaping

The requirements of DCP No. 32 have been consideréde assessment of the
development application. A proposed Landscape Rausicheme accompanied the
application and Arboriculture Assessment dated é2dinber 2009 prepared by The
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Ents Tree Consultancy was submitted with the apptia. The report provides the
following recommendations;

“After reviewing the site plans and the informatijgmovided by the UNSW itis
my recommendation the proposed plans for the Da&fllips Field
Redevelopment at the Daceyville site is allowgaréceed with the following
actions carried out.

It is recommended that trees 1-25, 31-35, 37-39:44 49, 55, 57-77, 110-
115, 121, 125-140, 149, 150, 152-160, 162, 170a2®@itree 271 be removed
due to their position in relation to the works.

It is recommended that all other trees on and adig the site as nominated
in the field survey and the table attached in agipeB are retained in good
condition for the duration of the works using treetprotection guidelines as
outlined in appendix 2.

The exception to these tree protection guidelisethé requirement of tree
protection fencing for trees on the adjoining siléess envisaged that as there
are no works planned to occur in these area andther activities relating tho
the works planned in these area that the existmgds be sufficient for tree
protection. Trees 85-95 may also benefit from hgquafree Protection fence
extending for the length of their NW to SE distapagallel to the existing
fence at 1m from the trees base.

All trees nominated to be retained will requirefiént water to be supplied
during all phases of the works to ensure normalagho This is particularly
important during the phases where excavations genoFailure to comply
with this recommendation may result in permanennalge to the trees
affected.

It is recommended that the comprehensive Tree &roteGuidelines outlined
in Appendix 2 are to be used to govern all worksita Note: all works are to
be conducted by suitably qualified persons and khaomply with the
Australian Standard for the pruning of amenity &€ 4373.

Council’'s Landscape Officer reviewed the proposad @rovided the following
comments;

There are 170 trees on the site; 97 trees are pgeddo be removed (57%)
and 73 retained.

There are approx. 100 street trees; 58 trees aoppsed to be removed (58%)
in Banks Avenue and 43 retained in Gwea Avenualabi Park.

In total, 155 trees on the site and Banks Avenad x@rge are proposed to be
removed.

55 replacement trees are proposed to be plantedis fumber should be
increased to be closer to the number removed throadditional tree
plantings on the northern, western and southermbauies

The Applicant was advised of the above commentsiguar meeting held on 10 June
2010. On 24 June 2010 a revised Arboriculture Assest report, Landscape Plan and
Tree Removal Plan dated 23 June 2010 prepared &¥mts Tree Consultancy was
submitted to Council. The revised Arboriculture adgpprovided the following
recommendations;

“After reviewing the survey and site plan togetiveith the information
provided by the UNSW it is my recommendation tlopgsed plan for the

JRPP (Sydney East Region) Business Paper 17 August 2010 — 2010SYE002 — Item No. 1 24



David Phillips Field redevelopment at the Dacewlite is allowed to proceed
with the following actions carried out;

* |tis recommended that trees 78, 79, 81-84, 1-Z0:-204, 30-35, 38, 44-58,
152-154, 158, 110, 111, 113, 116, 61-63, 166-1@&8ramoved due to their
condition and location in relation to the works.

» Itisrecommended that all other trees on and adjg the site as nominated
in the field survey and the table attached in ApireB are retained in good
condition for the duration of the works using treetprotection guidelines as
outlined in appendix 2.

* The exception to these tree protection guidelisethe requirement of tree
protection fencing for trees on the adjoining silés envisaged that as there
are no works planned to occur in these area andther activities relating tho
the works planned in these area that the exisengds be sufficient for tree
protection. However it may be prudent to have &Reotection Zone (TPZ)
fence line to the north boundary and south boundaérgre applicable. This
fence would be parallel to the existing fence eihapproximately 1m from the
identified trees bases.

» All trees nominated to be retained will requirefguént water to be supplied
during all phases of the works to ensure normalagho This is particularly
important during the phases where excavations genoFailure to comply
with this recommendation may result in permanennalge to the trees
affected.

* Itisrecommended that the comprehensive Tree &roteGuidelines outlined
in Appendix 2 are to be used to govern all worksita Note: all works are to
be conducted by suitably qualified persons and kshaomply with the
Australian Standard for the pruning of amenity &€ 4373.

Council’'s Landscape Architect subsequently reviethiedbove revised Arboriculture
Assessment Report and Landscape Plans and prawieédollowing comments;

“Following a meeting with the Applicant on®.0une, where a number of tree removal
concerns with this development were raised, an dexmi\rborist report has been
submitted which more accurately reflects proposeed temovals/locations and tree
retention. This evolved from apparent discrepanbgtsveen proposed tree removals
as indicated by the Consultant Arborist, an oventdyexisting tree locations and
proposed field layouts by Council and UNSW/Counténtions to preserve as many
trees as possible.

To summarise, the Applicant propose to remove dstie the northern boundary
setback (originally 18), 19 trees in the easternfmary embankment (originally 32),
26 trees in the southern boundary embankment (ailyi 40) and 4 trees on the
western boundary (originally 7). On the Banks Awenature strip 34 trees are to be
removed (not 57 as originally stated) as well &sr&ll trees in the centre of the site.

This will enable a greater number of significargds in the southern, south-western
and northern areas of the site to be retained.

Northern boundary : trees 60-109 (except 78,7988}, specifically 64 and
65 which are 14m high Eucalypts and trees 66-77
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which are immature Brush Boxes that currently pilevi
an excellent screen.

South-western corner: trees 24-140, specificallg 28d 137, which are 8m
high Figs, and trees 138-140, which are large
Eucalypts.

Southern embankment : trees 149-162, specific&Byahd 160, which are 15m
Eucalyptus.

South-eastern corner : a few additional trees whautside the new retaining
wall.

On the Banks Avenue nature strip however 50 treescabe removed (not 34 as
stated in the amended Arborist report).

Overall, 60 of the 170 trees on site are to be needq 97 originally stated). Together
with the street trees in Banks Avenue itself, teeeovals total 150.

Replacement trees number approx. 55, however thicApt will be required to plant
60 replacement trees on site and 85 replacememstia Banks Avenue and
surrounding streets.

In regard to the removal of street trees in Bankeme to accommodate the angled
parking, the Arborist comments that the trees are :

“informally planted in an ad hoc manner....... arenerally young and have an
average health and form with a medium SULE (Sa&W&ife Expectancy).
It is proposed to remove these trees to allow Hier donstruction of formal
streetscape planting.....Consideration was giveet@ning the trees, however
due to the harsh sandy growing conditions, the gemkeprived health of the
species and additional impact of harsh trimminglue to the overhead power
lines, it was deemed better to replace the treedeBensitive Urban Design
(WSUD) planting.....will provide a much better ldegm solution .....than any
of the existing trees were they attempted to kaened.....".

Council’'s Landscape Architects response: Not atheftrees are affected by overhead
power cable pruning, in fact at least 15 trees quée good specimens. The species
planted thrive on sandy skeletal soils and wereci§ipally selected for these
conditions. The trees exhibit little differencesine and structure to other trees in the
Local Government Area of the same species. Mdierdifced in structure are due to
the close planting of the trees, which was spetificlone to provide screening and a
tree corridor. These trees successfully provide éimd provide significant visual and
landscape amenity. Landscape documentation hassadmnitted which details plant
replacements on the site.”

The site currently contains approximately 170 trdé® development proposes the
removal of 64 trees within the site, and 50 treeiffthe Banks Avenue road reserve to
accommodate the proposed car parking area (subjdwt VPA), and as such a total
of 114 trees are to be removed as a result of thpoged development. The
development proposes replacement planting of 2& tnaéthin the site and 16 trees
within the Banks Avenue road reserve totallingréés to be replanted on-site and in
the Banks Avenue road reserve. Supplementary teggimpg off site is also to be
provided by the imposition of a condition of conseand proposes the following
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numbers of supplementary tree planting within tiveainding road reserves of David
Phillips Sports field;

» 20 trees on the eastern side of Banks Avenue extve fronting Rowland
Park(opposite the site);
* 4 trees to be planted at the junction of the CowkrAie and Astrolabe Park
entrance; and,
* 10 trees within the southern side of the road kesef Isaac Smith Street
fronting Astrolabe Park.
As such the total number of tree replacement pigrig 78, leaving a net loss of 36
trees as a result of the proposed developmentddiitian it has been agreed by
Council and the Applicant that the ongoing caremaghtenance for the tree planting
to be undertaken by the Applicant within Counaitiad reserve of Banks Avenue and
the existing landscaping within Gwea Avenue wouddtbe responsibility of the
Applicant not Council. This includes the finandiesponsibility for all landscaping
maintenance within this public area. Council regegghat the Applicant submit a
Landscape Plan of Management to be incorporatedhatVPA for the public domain
works, for the ongoing maintenance of the landsaapiithin the affected road
reserves. The Applicant submitted to Council od@y 2010 the Landscape Plan of
Management for the Banks Avenue and Gwea Avenudage to David Phillips
Field. This Plan of Management has been reprodunceé VPA section of the report
below.

Development Control Plan No. 34 — Contaminated Land

The requirements of DCP No. 34 have been consideréde assessment of the
development applicatiods discussed earlier in the report, a Phase 1 &mwiental
Site Assessment dated February 2010 prepared bl CBE&s been submitted with the
application. Council’s Environmental Scientist megiewed the Environmental Site
Assessment and has concurred with the report’smemmdation that the subject site is
suitable for redevelopment for the purposes of tagprand recreation and has
provided conditions of consent. Based on the in&diom provided and subject to the
imposition of the recommended conditions of constra proposal is considered to
satisfy the requirements of DCP No. 34 and SEPP 55.

Enerqy Efficiency Development Control Plan

The requirements of the Energy Efficiency DCP h&een considered in the
assessment of the development application. An Bnmientally Sensitive Design

(ESD) Statement dated 16 December 2009 prepar&YV/blyArchitecture has been

submitted with the application. The Statement astvithat the following ESD

strategies will be implemented into the site wddkghe redevelopment of the sports
field;

“Site Works

* The excavation to be undertaken on site will beimah with the design
working to the existing contours along the Banksme boundary to reduce
the amount of excavation. The bulk earth that aeated will be used in the
fill that is required under the tennis courts aloBgnks Avenue;
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* Alarge percentage of the existing trees on theewgill be retrained along the
banks that occur along the Bonnie Doon Golf Couesesthe Astrolabe Park
boundary. The existing trees along Banks Avenuk,b&i removed and
replaces with new trees that are more compatibléh e current soil
conditions in accordance with the Botany Bay ColuD¢iP.

* Water sensitive urban design strategies are beimgiemented along Banks
Avenue with the storm water run-off collected betwide parking bays being
diverted into pits to supply the new trees planiédds eliminates stormwater
running back into Council storm water drains angpglies the new trees with
water.

» A storm water absorption trench system will collaittstorm water run off
from the site and percolate the water back intosibiéas required by Botany
Bay Council.

Existing Buildings/Site:

Itis intended that the design for the David Pp#lField redevelopment will re-use the
existing infrastructure on site wherever possildentinimise waste and resources
used;

* Most of the existing turf playing fields are beiregained along with the
existing irrigation system that is fed by bore wditem the two existing bore
pumps located on the site.

« Itis intended that the demolition of the existamgenities will provide fill for
the areas under the tennis courts if required al agsuitable material for
rubble in the gabion retaining walls located aloBgnks Avenue, and the
southern boundary. This minimises off site dispotalaste materials.

* The existing boundary fence will be kept and regzhlocally where damaged
or in need of repair

New Amenities

It is intended that the design of the new CentrakAities and Grandstand building
will implement the following ESD Strategies;

« All toilets/urinals will be flushed using bore cadted water in a water tank
under the building platform;

* All WC and urinals will be fitted with smart fluststerns

« All change rooms and offices are ventilated natyray louvred windows and
turbine fans located at high level to allow heatlasteam to be exhausted as
required;

« The hot water to the showers will be supplied bgrsbot water systems
located on the north facing roof slope above;

» Taps and shower fittings with high water efficienatngs will be specified;

« Rainwater collected from the central amenities nedf be stored in a large
capacity water tank located under the building.sTtank is fed by the bore
pumps and is used to flush the toilets and alseemtite hockey field as
required.

» Rainwater collected from the grandstand amenit@sf will be stored in a
water tank located under the building. This tank e used to flush the toilets
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 The wall cladding material used on the Central Ares, Grandstand
Amenities and Grandstand will be “shadow clad” winiis a product made
from sustainably managed plantation forests.

» The concrete flooring system for the central anesiblocks will be a
lightweight framing system requiring less energy agsources to install;

* Wherever possible energy efficient light fixture e used throughout the
amenities buildings

* Wherever possible low emissions paint will be usefinished surfaces;

* Wherever possible synthetic materials such as ¢sfipengs will be sourced
from manufacturers that have a commitment to ESD

« Wherever possible all timber used in joinery wélfoom plantation sources.

The requirements of the Energy Efficiency Developm@ontrol Plan have been
considered in the assessment of the developmelitagm. The ESD Statement
submitted with the application indicates that teeelopment aims to implement ESD
principles in terms of water and building materglse, natural ventilation, installation
of water saving devices, energy efficient lighteugd the use of plantation timbers
where possible on walls and joinery.

Off Street Parking Development Control Plan

The site as it currently stands provides no cakipgrfor the users of David Phillips

Sports Field. As previously indicated in the repoar parking provision to meet the
needs of the development is proposed to be prowdéside the boundaries of the
development site and is to be formalised by thegmation and the entering into of a
Voluntary Planning Agreement between the AppligaiiSW) and Council.

Notwithstanding this proposal, the provisions & ttbove DCP are considered as
follows.

The requirements of the Off Street Parking DCP.ehheen considered in the
assessment of the development application. Clags® the DCP provided objectives
for ‘Entertainment and Recreation’ developmentdies;

(@) ensure, within any development, adequate parkingsers is provided in a
safe and convenient manner.

(b) encourage the parking and access to be incatear in the overall site and
landscape design.

(© ensure adverse impacts on adjoining uses aigiom traffic generation are
kept to an acceptable minimum.

(d) provide for disabled parking, where appropriate

The DCP contains no specific numerical control$ émtdoor recreatiohand as such
the DCP requires the assessment of car parking tmtertaken on the merits of the
development. The DCP however does provide numecmairols for tennis courts,
which requires 3 car parking spaces per court. Atingly a Parking/Transport
Assessment prepared by Halcrow MWT dated 7 Dece@2®@® was submitted in
support of the application. The report has beerodied in part as follows;
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“Proposed Access

The primary pedestrian access to the site will rm@vfrom Banks Avenue. Its is
intended that the existing vehicle access from Gaweanue is only to the used for
emergency vehicles. The current access to the emainte compound will be retained.
Itis also proposed to provide a pedestrian linkiie Astrolabe car park and deliveries
will be made to the Grandstand by means of aniegistack from the Astrolabe car
park. The likely increase in activity in the Asabé car park would help address the
social issues which occur in this area (e.g. varsa) which has resulted in the park
being closed at 7pm. *

Proposed Parking

The proposed development will provide 60 parkingcsp (including 2 disabled
spaces) along the Banks Avenue frontage of theTiis will replace the informal
parking that occurs intermittently in this areapesent.

The current proposal also proposes 10 bicycle raeksch will provide parking for
20 bicycles. The parking is located in 2 areasselt the Banks Avenue entrance and
also close to the changing rooms. No specific noytde parking facilities are
proposed.

The dimensions of the on-street parking bays gdigeramply with the requirements
of Australian Standards and are satisfactory. Thaces will include a 600mm
overhang onto the new 1.8m wide footpath.

Parking Surveys

Parking surveys were conducted at David Phillipsl&iand Little Bay sites. The
survey results at David Phillips Field indicateéthhe surveyed Saturday (which was
a finals weekend with exceptionally high levelspgctators compared to a normal
weekend) was busier than Thursday evening withte81% of the available parking
spaces occupied during the peak periods. The sumsylts for Little Bay site
indicated that on a Thursday evening about 85%hefdvailable marked parking
spaces were occupied.

Additional Parking Demand

The main difference between the existing site laadansolidated site is primarily the
relocation of the sporting facilities from LittleaB site (i.e. synthetic hockey, soccer
field, and baseball/softball field) and the relacat of 4 tennis courts from
Kensington. The existing Little Bay site operatéh W0 car spaces (with potential
overflow able to accommodate up to 25 spaces omukest days) so the parking
demand for the relocated facilities (which will vétsin one of the two soccer fields
which is not being re-provided at David Philips Eiewill be slightly less than the
existing site (maybe about 25%). Consequently #nkipg demand of the relocated
elements of the site might be around 32 markedespac

With regard to the relocated tennis courts, the @ols Development Control Plan
would require 3 parking spaces for each of the t@urherefore in total 12 parking
spaces would be required for the 4 relocated tenaists from the Kensington site.
Consequently the additional facilities on the siteuld require an additional 44
parking spaces plus some overspill faculties ferlibsiest days.

As part of the redevelopment of David Phillips &jeln additional 60 formal on-street
parking spaces (including 2 disabled spaces) vélipbovided as 90-degree spaces
along Banks Avenue. It should be noted howeverahatesent this are is used
informally as a car park and up to 33 cars parkénen busy game days (i.e. the finals
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weekend). Consequently the new car parking wiNpl®for about 27 additional car
parking spaces and the surveys showed that there 24 spaces unused and
available in existing car parks and on adjacentdasan the finals weekend when
higher than normal parking demands were taking @lda addition to the formal
parking spaces, some information parking would ba&ilable on the grassed area
near the Astrolabe car park.

Public Transport
Sydney buses provide services along Bunnerong &wa&Gwea Avenue, which are
within walking distance of the site.

Bicycle

There are no formal bicycle paths observed aroulngdsite. However the Regional
Bike Plan by Southern Sydney Regional OrganisatibiCouncils identified the
planned bicycle routes in the vicinity of the site.

Car Share

Currently people undertaking sporting activitiesuMbtravel individually to three

different sporting facilities located some distanapart. However with the

concentration of facilities to a single site, i&dly that this would increase the
opportunity for people to car share.

Travel Information

The University has an active website and also hasralar intranet. This give the
opportunity for the University to give travel infoation to students about how they
can travel to David Phillips Field without usingetih car.

Conclusions

« The proposed redevelopment of David Phillips Fieduld have an
insignificant impact on the operation of surrounglimads and parking.

» The proposed new car parking and existing availglaléing capacity should
be able to address the anticipated additional pagkiemands.

» The consolidated site would increase the opponufat car sharing and
encourage travel by other modes which would furttegtuce the level of
parking demand.”

An assessment of the application by Council Offgaised concerns with regard to
the adequacy of the provision of car parking ferphoposed development, the impact
of the location of the proposed parking upon thestmction of the cycleway as part
of the Southern Sydney Regional Organisation ofr€siproposed Cycleway along
Banks Avenue, and if the activities conducted inviRmd Park (to the east of the site
opposite Banks Avenue) will be conflictive in terofs‘usage” times and the effect
that this may have upon car parking availabilithe3e issues were raised with the
Applicant at a meeting held on the 20 April 201 ® May 2010 Council also
engaged an independent Traffic Consultant, ColBtoid Hunt & Kafes Pty Ltd to
undertake a review of the above Parking/Transpese&sment.

On 24 May 2010 Colston Budd Hunt & Kafes Pty Ltdbyded the following
comments with regard to the review of the ParkingiSport Assessment;
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* “In summary our preliminary review of the traffiend parking aspects of the
proposed expansion of the sporting facilities & David Philips Field has
found that;

o Additional information is required to assess thegnial traffic effects
of the proposal;

o The proposal will result in increased demands fostreet parking in
the area. Further information is requested on hbe Applicant will
mitigate these effects; and

o0 The Applicant should provide further informatiordemonstrate that
the proposed parking on Banks Avenue is safe aaduade.”

On 26 May 2010 a letter prepared by the Applicahtaffic consultant (Halcrow) was
submitted to Council in response to the mattesserhat the meeting of 20 April 2010
as follows;

“1. Proposed Cycleway Diversion

Halcrow, together with BVN Architecture have exhliads considerable amount of
time investigating the suggested diversion of Ydegvay. From these extensive
investigations Halcrow believe that the Universigy provide an amended proposal,
which will be of positive benefit when comparedhe existing application. The
amended proposal, in accordance with AS2890.6:2PBagking Facilities Part 6 Off
Street parking for People with

Disabilities” prepared by BVN Architecture (DA_A015 - rev A) demonstrates the
amendments to the current scheme. The disablecesdamve been provided in
accordance with AS2890 Part 6 rather then Part $2890.5 Parking Facilities — On
Street Parking” as we believe it improves providester facilities for disabled
vehicles. The proposal shows the following charasties:

A “shared use” cycle footpath is proposed thabibe at least 2m wide. The 2m width
is prescribed by the “Austroads Guide to Traffiogreering Practice (Part 14)” as
being the minimum width required for low use / logecess “shared use” cycle
footpath. The proposal provides a 300mm separdteiween the edge of the path and
the eastern boundary fencing to prevent bicyclegygimg their handlebars on the
adjacent fence.

This separation is also prescribed by the “Austredguide to Traffic Engineering
Practice” The “shared use” cycle footpath will corence on the north side of the
Bonnie Doon Golf Club driveway, to avoid any canflvith cars entering and exiting
the driveway. The “shared use” path will exit aetfar northern end and into the
carriageway at Gwea Avenue. This exit method thereleves cyclists of the existing
obtuse situation where cyclists must negotiaterglpipoint at the intersection of
Gwea and Banks Avenue where the cycleway lane dirastly into the road-
narrowing island.

As discussed at our meeting on the 20th April 20%provision of the “shared use”
cycle footpath will have a nominal effect on thaiog width for cars traveling north
and turning into the proposed car parking along BsrAvenue. To provide a
prescribed width of 2m to the “shared use” cycletftath the proposal allows for a
minimum “W” value, as required under Australian 6tiard 2890 of 11.2m.This
permissible dimension will allow vehicles to tumuaimpeded 90 degree into parking
spaces however vehicles in the through roadway bstend will need to wait for
reversing vehicles to back out of the parking spEcthe existing situation does not
permit an adjacent through lane.
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A mitigation strategy for this issue was discusaethe presentation meeting with
Council on the 18 May 2010.It was agreed that cdwmould condition any positive
approval to the proposal with the provision of aspiwe speed control device (speed
hump) to the centrally located entry along Banksme together with the suggestion
of perhaps a second positive speed control degigeed hump) to the south end of
Banks Avenue. It was suggested by Council thatehtrally located positive speed
control device (speed hump) was also to be inatusiva pedestrian crossing to link
Rowland Park to the redeveloped David Phillips &idin addition to the above,
council also suggested for the inclusion of an &ddal disabled car space located at
or near the ramped disabled entry to the site. \ihh inclusion of an additional
disabled car space, 3 disabled car spaces woulthtleded within the proposal.
Halcrow together with the architect BVN Architeaurave amended the proposal
accordingly.

2. Potential Car Parking Sharing between Rowland Bxavid Philips Field

At the meeting called by Botany Bay City Councitt@n20 April 2010, Council had
expressed concern that the 60 car spaces propasdhlet east boundary of the
proposal along Banks Ave would not accommodateettigting “usage” of the
neighbouring Rowland Park to the East when combimigd the “usage” of a new
redeveloped David Phillips Field, namely for thesiew winter season.

The University of New South Wales noted that “ushgeking information for David
Phillips Field and the Little Bay Field for the yeaf 2008 was readably available to
compare against any “usage” booking information R®owland Park.

Council noted that they could provide “usage” bawokidata Rowland Park, in order
for The University to investigate the field boolkindata in an attempt to: a)
Demonstrate that 60 car spaces proposed along Bam&gtogether with the existing
surrounding car parking) would be adequate to ssthe “usage” of the fields and
overflow if necessary; and b) Demonstrate that Masage” times of Rowland Park
and a new redeveloped David Phillips Field would be conflictive and provide
opportunity for the users of Rowland Parks to séilthe proposed 60 car spaces to
Banks Ave. Council issued this “usage” bookinginfation for Rowland Park to the
University on the 5 May 2010. Halcrow have alsoawdted much time in the
investigation of the above two issues by examithiisg'usage” booking information
from Council for Rowland Park against the “usagebboking data from The
University for David Phillips Field and Little Band has the following observations.

2.1 Rowland Park and a new redeveloped David Risillrield would not be
conflictive in terms of “usage” times
Rowland Park comprises of 3 Football/soccer fieddsing the winter and cricket
fields during the summer period. It was noted by in the presentation meeting
on the 18 May 2010 that Council were trying to lothe total amount of hours played
on the fields due to the deterioration of the grask Firstly, from the examination of
the “usage” booking information supplied by BotaBay City council for Rowland
Park, it was shown that the busiest periods for Rod in the winter season are
during the week, which does not coincide with masage period for a new
redeveloped David Philips Field. Generally a newvidaPhillips Field “usage”
booking information shows weekends are the mailogeof utilisation and training
during the evening of a weekday. This generallyafstnates that the proposed 60 car
spaces proposed along Banks Avenue would be alaftatutilisation by the users of
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Rowland Park or the general public at these timesnd) the week. Secondly, the
“usage” booking information supplied by Botany Bawy council for Rowland Park
also shows that there is generally one pitch boaked Saturday between 9am and
5pm (with no indication of what sport), togethethwonly two pitches booked on a
Sunday morning and one on a Sunday afternoon (albono indication of the sport
played). This typical weekends “usage” booking dgtpears to occur over the winter
period of about 16 weeks and has nominal conflith #he “usage” booking data
from David Phillips Field and Little Bay .

2.2  Adequate Parking provided by the David Philipsld Redevelopment &
Rowland Park in terms of “usage”
Halcrow, together with the University has studidistquestion together with the
“usage” booking data in an attempt to ascertain himwelate this information to the
number of car spaces required to accommodate thsafie”? Following an extensive
examination of this question it was generally elsshled that the “usage” booking
data is not entirely relevant to answer this quastilt was put forward that the
maximum “usage” of the site would be relative te thtal hourly recurrent number of
people (participate and spectator) as calculated thg type of game played
continually back to back on all fields shown asafia against the number of car
spaces provided. For example: Winter Season Mar8eptember The worst case
scenario for the number of people possible on aneel@veloped David Phillips Field
during a winter weekend.
* Rugby DP North x 15 per side = 30 + approx 20 sptns (as confirmed by
clubs)
» Football Synthetic field x 11 per side = 22 + appr@0 spectators (as
confirmed by clubs)
» Baseball DP south x 25 per side = 50 + approx 1€ctators (as confirmed by
clubs)
* Hockey Synthetic field x 11 per side = 22 + appfix spectators (as
confirmed by clubs)
* Tennis generally 5 courts x 4 players = 20 (genasdumption)

This equates to a worst case scenario of approsinat4 persons approximately per
hour. It is noted that this would be highly unlikelue to the staggering of booking
times over the weekend but must be consideredeasothl permissible by the
composition of the fields. Consequently the Unityeemngaged Halcrow to provide an
additional “Parking Audit” and “Travel Survey” thatvould confirm the true total
parking provided and utilised at David Phillips Keinclusive of Rowland Park,
Astrolabe Park and the relocated synthetic hocledg from the Little Bay Site. The
additional parking audit and travel survey were feemed on the 15 May 2010.

The parking audit and travel survey were condutbezktablish the true weekend use
of the fields during the winter period while also@rically demonstrating how many
people travelled to site and by what mode of transp an attempt to show how many
car spaces would in fact be required for a new vetigped David Phillips Field. The
parking audit and travel survey are characterizedaing performed on a busy winter
Saturday with the parking audit being inclusiveRawland Park, Astrolabe Park,
David Philips Field and also Little Bay. On the dzfythe parking audit, the following
activities were taking place;
» David Philips Field had games played at 10:45, D212:55, 2:00 and 3:15a
total of 10 rugby teams played. There was also esotraining and games
taking place.
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» Little Bay had junior hockey matches and trainiakgng place in the morning
and two senior men’s matches took place in theradtsn. The soccer field
was also used for training in the morning period.

* Rowland Park had soccer training and games beingdaooted in the late
morning and early afternoon

The travel survey was conducted at David Phillipdd=where each person entering
the field was counted and also questioned as whderof transport they had utilised
to come to the site. From the survey a total of 3d@&ple visited David Phillips Field
from the time of 8am to 3pm, a period of 7 houlss Bquated to an average of 44
people per hour. Of these 313 people that camieetgite over this 7 hour period the
following modes of transport were surveyed in tlleding order:

Car Driver 60%

Car Passenger 23%

Walk 10%

Public transport 2%

Motorbike 2%

Cycle 2%

Taxi 1%

NogokrwhE

The number of cars audited that were used to dediV&13 people to David Phillips
Field was counted at 148 cars which equates to&$% per hour or 1 car : 2.09
people, and is generally in accordance with theibofpeople that travelled by car.

From the audit at the Little Bay site there weret8@6s counted from the time of 8am
to 5pm, a period of 9 hours, with an average o€a per hour. Through using the
above bench mark ratio of car “usage” to peoplestbiguated to approximately 42
people per hour. When combining the parking audibrmation from Little Bay
together with the existing
David Phillips Field to form the new redevelopedvidePhillips Field this equates to
a general winter weekend usage of:

* 41 cars per hour

» 86 people at the site per hour

The above is in accordance with the proposed 68paces along banks Avenue while
also providing a positive and formal location fbetrequired parking away from the
residential area north of Gwea Avenue.

The parking audit showed that of the area inclusifM@owland Park, Astrolabe Park
and avid Phillips Field there are a total of 255 paces. 19 of these car spaces are
located along he eastern boundary of the David lipsilField site. As from the
development application these 19 spaces wouldglaged with 60 new car spaces
giving a total of 296 inclusive of a net gain ofgfaces to a new redeveloped David
Phillips Field and surrounding area.

In the worst scenario case of 214 people on tlego&t hour and by utilising the bench
mark ratio of 1 car : 2.09 people this would equiaia total of 102 car spaces being
utilised and therefore being easily accommodatethbyproposal and surrounding
area. The parking audit confirmed this by demorisitathat on a typical winter
weekend at David Phillips Field

inclusive of the surrounding area of Rowland antt@abe Park that only 45.5% of
the total 255 car spaces were utilised at the pgeak.

In conclusion, therefore:
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1. The development application proposes 60 carepaarking along Banks
Avenue that provides a net gain of 41 additionadcgs to the area and
addresses the concerns raised by Council in terffissage”

2. The original Parking / Transport AssessmentdRiegpnd additional Parking
Audit and Travel Survey have revealed that on @&ypinter weekend for the
new proposal (i.e. inclusive of the Little Bay padf there is approximately
41% surplus parking which can accommodate any requverflow or spikes
in demand resulting from Rowland Park.”

A further meeting was held at Council on 10 Jun#(®2® discuss the above letters
dated 24 May 2010 submitted by Colston Budd Huri{&es Pty Ltd (Council’s
Traffic Consultant) and 26 May 2010 submitted Haler(Applicant’s Traffic
Consultant). Also in attendance at this meeting@asncil’'s Development Engineer
and the Applicant’s Traffic Consultant. The isstased in the Colston Budd Hunt &
Kafes Pty Ltd (Council’s Traffic Consultant) letated 24 May 2010 were discussed
and satisfactorily resolved between Council’'s Depeient Engineer and the
Applicant’s Traffic Consultant to a point where bhoparties advised that the
application could proceed to determination on ttwaigds of traffic and car parking
matters in the form submitted with the developmapplication. Council’s
Development Engineer has provided conditions oseahto be imposed upon the
development with regard to car parking compliandd vustralian Standards, the
construction of the cycleway, installation of traffalming devices and other general
engineering and traffic conditions which will bearporated in the terms of the VPA.

As such, the development is considered to satisfyabjectives of the Off Street
Parking DCP in that the development provides adegoarking for the users of the
sports facilities in a safe and convenient manner the development provides for
disabled car parking and does not adversely imgaah any adjoining uses in terms
of traffic generation.

Voluntary Planning Agreement for Car Parking

The required car parking for the development isg¢@chieved on the public place of
Banks Avenue through the mechanism of a Voluntdapitng Agreement (WVP)
drawn between Council and the Applicant (UNSW). VA is discussed in detail
later in the report.

S79C(a)(iv): Any matters prescribed by the regubeits

The EP&A Regulations add further detail by presoglmatters that must be
considered including, where relevant:

. Standards for demolition;

. Fire safety considerations for changes of buildusg where either no
building work or building work is proposed; and

. Provisions for rebuilding, alteration, enlargemamtextension of an
existing use.

The proposed development is considered to be aetiisf/ with regards to these
matters as demolition of the existing facilitiedlwe conditioned to comply with

the standards for demolition, the application do&sproposed a change of use of
the building, but does provide for the rebuildimgla@nlargement of an existing use.
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(b) The likely impacts of the development includingenvironmental impacts on both
the natural and built environments, social and ecoomic impacts in the locality.

These matters have been considered in the assdsshdhe Development
Application. It is considered that the proposedeadegment will have no significant
adverse environmental, social or economic impaotghe locality. The primary
matters are addressed in table below:

Likely Impact Response

Urban form and Building| The scale bulk form and character of the
design proposed amenities building is considered
appropriate in the context of the site.

Environmental Impacts | The proposed development reduces water

consumption through on-site rainwater reuse,
minimal excavation works, and minimises energy
consumption as detailed in the Energy
Efficiency/ESD Report dated 16 December 2009
prepared by BVN Architecture submitted with the
application.

The trees to be removed on the site, will be
replaced in accordance with the submitted
landscape plans and recommended conditiong of
consent. There are no known endangered species
on the site, and the proposal is considered to
minimise environmental impacts.

Public Domain The development provides for improeats to
an existing sporting and recreational facility for,
use by the UNSW and the general public.

Utilities The development was referred to Energy
Australia and Sydney Water for consideration. |In
their letters dated 14 January 2010 and 1 March
2010 respectively, both Departments have
advised that water and electricity supplies are
available to the site and appropriate conditions
have been imposed with respect to energy ang
water requirements.

Air and Microclimate The development is not consgdieto adversely
affect the quality of the air and microclimate
conditions in that the development will not
generate any emissions of dust, odours fumes
gases or pollutants.

Flora and Fauna The subject site does not contaircr@ical
habitats or threatened species, or wildlife
corridors. A number of trees are proposed to b
removed from the site to accommodate the
provision of the additional sporting activates,
however satisfactory replacement tree planting is
proposed around the periphery of the site.

D
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Waste

The proposal will provide for satisfactoryteva
disposal in accordance with the Waste
Management Plan dated 17 December 2009
prepared by McLachlan Lister (Applicant’s
consultant) submitted with the application.

Noise and Vibration

The proposal involves the redi@gement of the
existing sporting fields and the provision of
additional sporting activities. A Noise
Assessment dated i ®ecember 2009 prepared
by Renzo Tonin & Associated was submitted
with the initial plans for the proposed
development, which included the reuse and
relocation of the existing grandstand with the
seating capacity for 800 persons. On 12 Febru
2010, Council received revised plans for the
development application, which included the
demolition of the existing grandstand and the
construction of a new grandstand with a seatin
capacity for 300 persons, a revised Noise
Assessment dated 8 February 2010 was also
submitted. In summary, the above findings of t

Noise Assessment indicate that the main sourc¢

of noise emissions from the proposed
development will be from the grandstand when
is at its capacity. It is considered that the
revisions to the development to construct a ne
grandstand with a limited capacity of 300

ary

N

persons, in place of the existing 800 seat capagcity

grandstand will reduce the potential for noise
impacts upon nearby residences and that
exceedence of the set noise criteria will only
occur when the grandstand is at its capacity. It
has been advised by the Applicant that this typ
of capacity may only occur during the busier
sporting periods, for example semi-finals and
finals and that even during these times, the
grandstand may not be to capacity. Council’s
Health and Regulation Officer has also reviewe
the development and has raised no issue with
regards to the findings of the Noise Assessme
or the proposed hours of operation. However,
precautionary measure conditions of consent
relating to general noise controls and more
specifically controls for the amenity of the
residential neighbourhood have been imposed
upon the development. As such, it is considerg
that the development is considered acceptable
with regard to noise and vibration.

e

2d

AaS a

d

Natural Hazards

The subject site is not known tafbected by
any natural hazards including soil instability,
flooding, tidal inundation and bushfire.
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Safety, security and The NSW Police Force undertook a Safer by
crime prevention Design Assessment of the proposed development
and in their letter dated 2 February 2010 have
provided measures to address the

recommendations, and appropriate conditions jare
proposed.

Social and economic The development provides for benefits the
impacts community in terms of health and social cohesjon
from the provision of sporting faculties and
activities, which directly engage the community.

Cumulative Impacts Consideration has been given to potential
cumulative impacts . Subject to proposed
conditions, the proposal is not considered to
create any cumulative impacts upon the locality.

(c) The suitability of the site for the development

These matters have been considered in the assdssrtrendevelopment application.
The site is not known to be affected by any sitest@ints or other natural hazards
likely to have a significant impact on the proposkdelopment. Accordingly, the
proposed development for the redevelopment of Dkidips Sports Field including
the demolition of the existing amenities, clubhobs#ding and grandstand, the
construction of a new clubhouse and amenities;adhstruction of a new grandstand
with seating capacity for 300 persons, new amenitieneath the grandstand, new
fields for hockey, soccer, rugby, cricket, baselaaltl tennis courts, new lighting
including floodlighting, site lighting, buildingdhting and emergency lighting, and to
reuse existing lighting and light poles, from lgtBBay and the existing lighting at
David Phillips Field, and signage for use by thevdrsity of New South Wales, at a
site located within the 6(a) Open Space and Reorgaand the unzoned Road
Reserve, is permissible and is considered to b#abke development in the context of
the locality.

(d)  Any submission made in accordance with the Aair Regulations.

These matters have been considered in the assdssHrttendevelopment application.
In accordance with Development Control Plan No-2Nbtification of Development
Applications, the development application was medifto surrounding property
owners and in the local newspaper for a thirty (8 period from 11 January 2010
until 11 February 2010. Amended plans and docurtientaere submitted to Council
on 12 February 2010, the amended plans and docatioentequired re-notification to
surrounding property owners due to changes toayeut and location of proposed
buildings. The amended plans were notified to surding property owners and in the
local newspaper for a thirty (30) day period froBiFEbruary 2010 until 25 March
2010.

Two (2) submissions were received in responsegtodhification of the development
application from the following properties;

» 4/5-7 Gwea Avenue, Daceyville (Southern Cross (faoéey Gardens); and
* 6/5-7 Gwea Avenue, Daceyville (Southern Cross (faoéey Gardens).
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The concerns raised in the submissions are distussketail as follows;

Issue 1That patrons of the sports field already park thezhicles on the street and
the nature strip and block driveways, with theadlinction of additional facilities the
parking issues will increase.

Comment:The existing sports field does not currently camtprovision for car
parking for the patrons of the sporting facilitiddhe Applicant has advised that
currently the patrons of the sporting field par&ittvehicles on the nature strip along
Gwea Avenue or on surrounding roads. Whilst itclsn@wledged that the proposed
development involves the of additional sportingilities from Little Bay and
Kensington Campus to David Phillips Sports Fidlds also proposed to provide for
sixty (60) car parking spaces for patrons of thei®#&hillips Sports Field and for
patrons of Rowland Park along the Banks Avenue reseérve. This provision of car
parking is to be formalised by the preparation tredentering into of a Voluntary
Planning Agreement (VPA) between the Applicant (WSand Council.

The revised plans submitted for the developmeritdRebruary 2010, also propose
the construction of a new grandstand building andraties with a seating capacity for
300 persons in place of the initial proposal toocate and reuse the existing
grandstand, which currently has a seating cap&mity00 persons. This reduction in
seating capacity numbers alone will assist in redpihe requirement for car parking
for the development. In addition, the relocatiothaf primary pedestrian access to the
field from Gwea Avenue, to Banks Avenue is alseliykto decrease the on street
parking along Gwea Avenue. As such it is considératithe VPA for the provision of
car parking along the Banks Avenue road reserveraduce the potential for the
parking of vehicles on nature strips or acrossltheeways of nearby residential areas.

Issue 2 Where are the coaches bringing the teams goingik?

Comment:The Statement of Environmental Effects submittethwhe application
does not make mention of any association of coaohdmsises with the proposed
redevelopment of the sports field. However Cou@fiicers raised this issue with the
Applicant, who provided the following response;

“There are no known buses and or coaches used sit¢higy any of the UNSW sports
clubs or any known external clubs that book andthedields. UNSW would like to
reiterate that the fields are used by weekend eludh amateur level sports where
relevant sport clubs and members make there indiidiay to the site.

The presence of formal buses or coach transportasimot used to the site due to the
weekend club and amateur level sports played aadaimateur level sports do not

have the finance for coaches or bus transportatibis. also noted that the distance

from the field to the Kensington campus permitgddéecand walking as shown by the
UNSW travel survey.

At very limited times, it is noted that club vanst(coaches or buses) have been used
by UNSW Sports & Rec clubs and external clubs vilaeimg booked and used the
fields (eg: Maccabi). These vans have parked irgdarking spaces that surround
the fields, generally to Gwea Ave, which will nogvadble to park in the proposed
formalized parking to Banks Ave away from the resiihl area.lt is also noted that
during all the traffic auditing and surveying inslue of the travel survey conducted by
UNSW there was no known use of coaches or buseaifse) to the field.
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It is noted that whilst buses and coaches areureétly used in association with the
sporting facilities at David Phillips Sports Fieltl,is a possibility that due to the
increase and upgrade of sporting facilities thatelsuand coaches may be used on
occasion. It is expected that these vehicles wtartthorarily stop/park along Banks
Avenue for the purposes of dropping off and picking patrons and would not
permanently park at the sports field whilst games ia process. As such it is
considered that the temporary stopping/parkingtter purposes of delivering or
picking up sports teams etc, would not create amjfscant impact to the traffic flow
along Banks Avenue. In addition it should be nateat Council’'s Development
Engineer, and the Roads and Traffic Authority aitBRDAC meeting of 24 March
2010, did not raise any issues with the developrapplication in regard to potential
traffic generation or traffic impacts upon the lbiya

Issue 3it is understood that the plans state a parkingaaaed the entrance to the
sports fields is from Banks Avenue, but this magter problems.

CommentThe development proposes the relocation of thegrgipedestrian access
to the fields from Gwea Avenue, to Banks AvenudsT$considered to be the most
appropriate access to the site given that Banksiéeés wider and more accessible
road by car, bus etc and as part of the SouthegioR& Organisation of Council’s
Regional Bike Plan a new cycleway is to be proviéémhg the Banks Avenue
frontage of the sports field. The application w#soandependently reviewed by
Colston Budd Hunt & Kafes Pty Ltd on behalf of Coilrwho after subsequent
discussions with Council, the Applicant and the Kggmt's Traffic Consultant
(Halcrow) have advised that the application is remmsidered to be satisfactory in
terms of car parking and traffic impacts. In aduitthe application was referred to the
Sydney Regional Development Advisory Committee (BRIp of the Roads and
Traffic Authority (RTA) for consideration with rega to traffic impacts and
generation. The SRDAC at their meeting of 24 M&0h0 raised no issue with the
proposal subject to the imposition of two (2) cdiodis relating to car parking and sign
posting in accordance with the relevant Austral&tandards, which have been
imposed upon the development as conditions of ednse

Issue 4That the noise level from the sports fields is lagtimes, with drums, bands

and other entertainment. This necessitates the me&tbse windows and outside

doors, with the introduction of additional faciés the noise issue will increase which
is a concern considering the proximity of the mtnent village on Gwea Avenue,
which also has a dementia/Alzheimer’s section.

CommentThe proposal involves the redevelopment of theiegisporting fields and
the provision of additional sporting activities. Moise Assessment dated "5
December 2009 prepared by Renzo Tonin & Associagesdsubmitted with the initial
plans for the proposed development, which incluthedreuse and relocation of the
existing grandstand with the seating capacity @ Bersons. On 12 February 2010,
Council received revised plans for the developnagmiication, which included the
demolition of the existing grandstand and the aoieibn of a new grandstand with a
seating capacity for 300 persons, a revised Nogsedsment dated 8 February 2010
was also submitted. The revised Noise Assessmatiesghe follows;

“We understand that the scope of the project hasamanged and the 800 seat
grandstand that was to be relocated to the west sfdhe fields has been omitted.
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In lieu of this a 300 seat concrete tier is nowgmesed.The main amenities
building has also been simplified down to four ajp@nooms.
The original noise assessment assumed that the@&0grandstand filled with
people shouting would have a sound power level 08B(A). Now that the
maximum number of people concentrated in the spatieéa has been reduced to
300, the estimated sound power level is 106dB(A).
Section 6.1 of the original noise assessment predlicoise levels of up to 61dB(A)
at the nearest received due to people noise frengtandstand when at its
capacity. This was an exceedance of the set noelebyg up to 14dB(A) , however
it would only likely occur once a year since thamgistand is only used at capacity
for one event per year during Rugby finals. Thesssient stated that:
When one event is predicted to exceed the noideogdatdB(A), the
annual events ratio graph from the NGLG (Noise @utdr Local
Government) indicated that this one event is edentdo four events that
are below the noise goal. Council may take this axtcount when
conditioning the usage times of the fields andntlmaber of annual events
allowed”.
With the reduced capacity tiered seating, noiselkewf up to 57dB(A) are
predicted, which is a 10dB(A) exceedance duringacayp use. The annual
exceedance is equivalent to three events thatembthe noise goal. Council
should consider this reduced impact when assessengroposal and the weekend
grade sport played at the site. The reduction ze sif the amenity building is not
expected to have any material impact on noise eonisgrom the site.”

In summary, the above findings of the Noise Assesdimdicate that the main source
of noise emissions from the proposed developmdhb&irom the grandstand when it
IS at its capacity. It is considered that the riewigo the development to construct a
new grandstand with a limited capacity of 300 pessan place of the existing 800
seat capacity grandstand will reduce the potembiahoise impacts upon nearby
residences and that exceedence of the set noteeiamvill only occur when the
grandstand is at its capacity. It has been aduisethe Applicant that this type of
capacity may only occur during the busier sporpegods, for example semi-finals
and finals and that even during these times, thadgtand may not be to capacity.
Council’'s Health and Regulation Officer has alsae@ed the development and has
raised no issue with regards to the findings ofNbese Assessment or the proposed
hours of operation. However, as a precautionarysareaconditions of consent relating
to general noise controls and more specificallytmds for the amenity of the
residential neighbourhood have been imposed uppddlielopment. As such, it is
considered that the development is considered talaepwith regard to noise and
vibration.

Issue 5That there will be floodlights involved with thelexvelopment, and concern
hat they will face into the lounge and bedroomsezrby residences;

CommentThe application involves the reuse of existingtiigépand light poles, from
Little Bay and the existing lighting at David Pipk Field for the provision of new
lighting to the development including floodlightitgthe sporting fields, site lighting
for safety and security, building lighting for tlygandstand, indoor and outdoor
lighting of the clubhouse and amenities buildingsl @mergency lighting for the
facility. An External Sports Lighting and Electric&ervices Report has been
submitted with the development application whicmaaoded that the proposed
lighting at the development is in accordance withrelevant Australian Standards for
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each individual sport, the Australian Standards’Rwotential Obtrusive Effects of
Outdoor Lighting; and lighting restrictions imposed by the Civil iAtron Safety
Authority (CASA) and as such will not adversely agp upon the amenity of
neighbouring properties . However as a precautionagasure to ensure that the
proposed floodlighting does not create any advengpacts upon the neighbouring
properties a condition of consent is recommendedbd¢oimposed upon the
development requiring that all floodlighting to theemises may remain operational
for a maximum period of thirty (30) minutes beyahd span of hours permitted in
accordance with the approved hours of operatio®#ond Phillips Sports Field.

Issue 6 That the fencing will need to be far more secufrigndly than the present
one”

Commentit is not entirely clear if the concern raised abosates to the aesthetics of
the existing security boundary fencing, or that ¢éiesting boundary fencing is not
considered to be satisfactory in terms of providiagurity for the site. However, the
development proposes the retention of the existiragn wire security fencing along
the north-western, western and southern boundzfribe site. New security fencing is
proposed along the north-eastern (Gwea Avenue)la@astern (Banks Avenue)
boundary of the site. The proposed is a mix ofrckare fencing to the north-eastern
boundary and metal palisade fencing to the eabtmindary to a maximum height of
2.1m, which is the general height for security fegdor sporting facilities, and it in
accordance with the Australian Standards 1725 3 @Chain Link Fabric Security
Fences & GatesThe application was also referred to the NSW deoWwho have
assessed the proposed development in accordanbetivédt Crime Prevention
Guidelines,Safer By Design Crime Risk Evaluatiamd have advised that the
development proposes a “low crime risk ratig’ asliding scale of low, moderate,
high and extreme crime risk. However for precawdrgrmeasures, the NSW Police
also recommended general conditions for crime mtwe with regard to the
installation of CCTC cameras around the proposattlibgs, the installation of
appropriate security lighting within the developmemd to the car park, the
installation of an alarm system to the buildingsd #he erection of warning signs
around the perimeter of the site. These conditivage been imposed upon the
development as recommended conditions of conseaheiattached schedule.

Concluding comments:

The Panel will note that the source of the two diipas arise from occupants of
the Aged Hostel premises on Gwea Avenue, Daceyville matters relevant to
their submissions viz noise, traffic and parkingaadealt with both in the manner
in which the application has been submitted to €dwamd the terms of the consent
as proposed to be Panel particularly in regard to:-

e Spectator facilities;
+ Noise emission limits;

* Relocation of main entry to the sports field, airmyn Gwea Avenue to
Banks Avenue; and

* The provision of parking for sixty (60) vehicles the Banks Avenue road
reserve,

All of which serve to respond to the principal terof both submissions.
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(e) The public interest.

These matters have been considered in the assdssnties proposed development.
The proposed development also satisfies the regaeines and objectives contained in
the BLEP 1995 and the relevant Development CoRtianhs as discussed in detail in
the above report.

No detrimental impacts to the interests of anyllefgovernment are known, and the
proposal implements ESD/and Energy Efficiency pples as detailed in the Energy
Efficiency/ESD Report submitted with the applicatio

Consideration has been given to crime preventidherdesign and operations of the
facility, and public consultation has been undertakn accordance with relevant
policy requirements. As such, it is considered thpproval of the proposed

development will have no significant adverse impawt the public interest.

Other Matters
External Referrals

Roads and Traffic Authority

The application was referred to the Roads and itrAfithority (RTA) on 7 January 2010 for
consideration under Clause 104, Schedule 3 of #RPInfrastructure 2007. The Roads and
Traffic Authority by letter dated 24 March 2010ppided the following recommendations for
the development;

“Council should consider the following SRDAC comtseim determining the

application;

1. On street parking associated with the proposedetbpment should be
designed in accordance with AS 2890.5-1993.

2. All works/regulatory signposting associated vitie proposed development

are to be at no cost to the RTA.”

Due to the provision of carparking within the roaderve of Banks Avenue and not within the
subject site, the above RTA recommendations haea becorporated into the Voluntary
Planning Agreement (VPA) for the car parking antljpudomain works as discussed earlier
in the report.

Energy Australia
The application was referred to Energy Australia domment on 7 January 2010. The
following response was received on 14 January 2010.

“I refer to your letter of 7 January 2010 concergia development application for David
Philips Field. I wish to advise that, following arvestigation of electrical loadings in the area
including that which might be expected for the sgd development, you are requested to
make provision of accommodation for an electrisitigstation within the premises a condition
of any development consent.”

The above recommendations from Energy Australibbgiimposed upon the development as
a condition of consent requiring the replacementhaf existing substation by a larger
substation or the installation of a second sulustati
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NSW Fire Brigade
The application was referred to NSW Fire Brigadedomment on 7 January 2010. The
following response was received by Council on 15il4910 as follows;

“I refer to your correspondence dated 23 Februafi regarding the above development
application and amended plans. The NSW Fire Brigdudes reviewed the amended plans and
the development application and the following recendations are provided,

1. The New South Wales Fire Brigades expects thhuédings will comply with the
requirements of the Building Code of Australia aeldvant Australian Standards.

2. To facilitate the NSWFB fire fighting operatipagarriageway width of four metres is
to be provide within 20 metres of the grounds sretithe kiosk and accessible by the
NSWEFB. If this is not provided access gates inpremeter fence to allow quick
intervention to each building would be requiredeTdates should be a minimum of
one metre. These gates can be locked and it isme@mded that the three closest fire
stations be issued with keys to reduce interveriima.

3. To facilitate rapid fire fighting interventiomd other emergency service response the
NSWFB recommends that all street and roadways title permanently signposted.”

The above recommendations from NSW Fire Brigadeb&iimposed upon the development
as a condition of consent.

NSW Police

The application was referred to NSW Police for camtron 7 January 2010. The following
response was received from NSW Police by CouncR érebruary 2010, which raised the
following issues to be addressed by the Applicant;

“Is CCTV footage being installed or considered arduhe clubhouse and grandstand

area?

* What lighting is being used around buildings maiafter closing, is this lighting
vandal proof? Sensor motion operated? And willsbdight the car park area?

* Isthe perimeter of the grounds fenced? And presgiyes, what times is the gates/car
park closed to the public?

* Is the Clubhouse licensed?

* Will the Clubhouse, greens keeper shed, and otevant buildings have a security
system? l.e. back to base?

* Will there be any internal/external patrols by avate security company?

* Fire exit and lift areas?

* The toilet blocks & change rooms etc, will be latkéthe completion of the night?”

The Applicant was requested to address the abesuess On 19 February 2010, Council
received the following response from the Applicaith regard to the above issues;

* “IsCCTV footage being installed or considered aathe clubhouse and grandstand
are&

“Yes a digital security camera system is to bealhstl in accordance with the UNSW
Design and Construction Guidelines Rev 4.1 — Appedidhtegrated Security Systems.
The system comprises of digital cameras conneotadsiystem that utilised a common
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Integrated Security network and communicationsinghhfrastructure to provide images
from any desired location within the development.”

» What lighting is being used around buildings maiafter closing, is this lighting
vandal proof? Sensor motion operated? And willsbdight the car park area?

“The proposed lighting to the buildings will be ulated in accordance with the UNSW
Design and Construction Guidelines Rev 4.1 - EL&hting that requires all external
lighting to meet the following parameters:
o Compliance with all relevant lighting standards aheé OH& S Act;
o Appropriate walkway lighting for pedestrians betwéeildings and car park
facilities;
o Appropriate lighting for roadways and car parkindn@re required;
o Appropriate lighting for pedestrians to ensure thesafety and a secure
environment;
o Lighting compatibility with security cameras witgHting to be uniform and a
maximum of 10 lux.

Any proposed light fixture or luminary selectiorilwaso be in accordance with the
UNSW Design and Construction Guidelines Rev 4.B2Eighting that requires any
fixture to be;
o Vandal resistant
UV stable
Resistant to corrosion
Weather proof
Easy access for maintenance of lamp
Energy management provision and controls

O 0O O0OO0O0

The lighting control system shall be in accordanttd the UNSW Design and Construction
Guidelines Rev 4.1 — E.3.2 Lighting with a cengiadi system that will control all light fittings
provided for lighting to pathways and pedestriafbis system shall be connected to the
network and communications cabling infrastructuredae part of the whole Building
Automation and Control System (BACS). The spaitts lighting will also be connected and
controlled by this centralised system and coorddatith the relevant field bookings and
usage.”

* Is the perimeter of the grounds fenced? And presgnyes, what times are the
gates/car park closed to the public?

“Yes. The perimeter of David Philips Field is feda®ith the entry gates to be shut following
the end of permitted use to the field in accordana local council provisions. We

understand that the field is currently utilised iurditOpm in accordance with the council
restriction for the sports field lighting and assted noise from use.”

¢ |s the Clubhouse licensed?

“Itis currently not the intention of the Univergito seek a liquor licence of a Place of Public
Entertainment (POPE) licence. IN the same manregrttie current clubroom and facilities
are used, we intend to use the new facilities tmt pnatch gatherings and meetings of the
various sports clubs that utilised the David PpsliField.”
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» Will the Clubhouse, greens keeper shed, and oéhtevant buildings have a security
system? i.e. back to base?

“Yes. The proposal will have a security systemdnaadance with the UNSE Design and
Construction Guidelines Rev 4.1 — Appendix 6 lratgt Security Systems and will
incorporate a fully functional intruder alarm systethat will relay back to a Central
Monitoring Station. There are to be sirens in th@nity of the alarm system, which sound
locally in the event of an alarm activation andlude alarm escalation if the alarm is not
acknowledged within a certain timeframe.”

* Will there be any internal/external patrols by evg@te security company?

“Yes. SNP Pty Itd is the current contracted segquz@mpany that provides security patrols to
all UNSW campuses.”

» Have fire exit and lift areas been provided?

“The proposal will be in accordance with the Buildi Code of Australia and provide
conforming fire egress. The proposal does not ohelany lifts within the development” .

* The toilet blocks & change rooms etc, will be lodle the completion of the night?

“Yes. As is the current practice, the change roamd amenities will be locked at the end of
each evening.”

The above information was referred to the NSW [edbe further comment. On 8 March 2010
Council received the following advice from the NFRWlice;

“| refer to the above and your correspondence da28® January and 28 February
2010. In accordance with the Environmental Plannargl Assessment Act 1979,
Section 79C Crime Prevention Guidelines, a Safdb&sign Crime Risk Evaluation
has been prepared.

As a result of this process a l@nme risk rating has been identified for the pospd
development on a sliding scale of low, moderatgh lind extreme crime risk. *

The key recommendations from the assessment include

o0 Installation of CCTV cameras around the proposeddmgs within the
development;

0 Monitoring and maintenance of the secure fencingnisure no entry is gained
after hours by unauthorised persons;

0 To ensure the entry and exit points to the comgalexlosed off and secured at
the ends of the nights events with an after hoexursty patrol to be
considered by the organisation.

o0 Appropriate lighting along pedestrian pathways, park facilities, around
building and fields is recommended for safety amthe prevention.

o A monitored alarm system installed within the bmiddand outer sheds to
detect unauthorised entry into the premises;

o Warning signs strategically placed around perimdimnces and buildings
warning intruders of security strategies in place.”
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The above recommendations from NSW Police willrapased upon the development as a
conditions of consent with regard to safety andisgcmeasures.

Sydney Water
The application was referred to Sydney Water foncent on 7 January 2010. The following

response was received from Sydney Water on 1 M20&D;

“Thank you for your letter of 7 January 2010 regaugl development application
10/175 Gwea Avenue Daceyville. Sydney Water hasiviest the proposal and
provides the following comments for Council’'s cdesation;

Sydney Water Servicing
To service this redevelopment, a pump to the ssygem to the manhole located in
the corner of Gwea Avenue and Cook Avenue is needed

Sydney Water will further assess the impact ofltheslopment when the proponent
applied for a Section 73 Certificate. This assesgmeall enable Sydney Water to

specify any works required as a result of the dgwekent and to assess if
amplification and/or changes to the system are igpple. Sydney water requests
Council to continue to instruct the proponentsibtain a Section 73 Certificate from

Sydney Water.

The proponent must fund any adjustments needsdite$ Water infrastructure as a
result of any development. The proponent shouldagmga Water Servicing
Coordinator to get a Section 73 Certificate and g the servicing aspects of the
development. Details are available from any Sydieyer Customer Service Centre
on 132092 or Sydney waters websitevatwv.sydneywater.com.au

Stormwater

The proposed development may have an adverse ingracBydney Water's
stormwater assets. The operation of pits drainotpe absorption system may cause
a blockage that would result in overflows to Sydw&ters’s stormwater system.
Sydney Water notes that;

o0 The proposed Atlantis storage unit cannot be cldamemaintained once
material or rubbish enters the units. Therefore sh@mwater entering the
units must be cleaned or filtered prior to entryoirthe storage unit. For
smaller flows (less than 30 litres per second) tiais be done through a large
Atlantis Filtration Unit that uses a geotextilefitier material.

o Maximesh by itself does not provide sufficientecnag, though it does assist
as a course screen prior to the geotextile filtgrof the Atlantis system. The
area of Maximesh screen for the design flows dadsmeet the current
standards. Conventional practice in drainage desafuires a screen area of
approximately 50 times greater than the dischargeaawhich means the
opening into the Atlantis units should be at leB8m2 and covered by a
second removable geotextile covering that can b#yadetached for cleaning.

o Alternatively a Gross Pollutant Trap (GPT) couldihstalled on the 675mm
pipe to provide better cleaning and a tank stylsaption system provided
that can be physically accessed for manual cleaning

The proposed development is likely to increasgation requirements for sporting
fields. Sydney water acknowledges that althoughwater harvesting off the roof is
being utilised for toilet flushing, the proposedelepment provides an opportunity for
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stormwater re-use on site to irrigate the fieldsislrevised approach would need to be
assessed to determine if there is sufficient watetlable for irrigation. Where
stormwater from the site cannot generate suffidient, it may be possible to source
water from Sydney Water's Birds Gully Stormwatest&y. Sydney Water's
Stormwater Harvesting and Reuse brochure helpsegthdd parties on how to
establish a scheme by using water from our storemeagsets which is available at
www.sydneywater.com.au/OurSystemsAndOperationsi®terManagement/PDF/S
tormwater_harvesting_brochure.g3df

The above recommendations from Sydney Water weeareel to the Applicant. The
Applicant provided to Council a Feasibility Let@asted 25 May 2010 from Sydney Water
with regard to the proposed development. The $iestion of the Feasibility Letter has been
reproduced as follows;

“This Feasibility Letter (Letter) is a guide only provides general information about
what Sydney Water’'s requirements could be if yquliegh to us for a Section 73
Certificate (Certificate) for your proposed devetognt.The information is accurate
at today’s date only.

If you obtain development consent for that devetaygirfrom your consent authority
(this is usually your local Council) they will reigei you to apply to us for a Section 73
Certificate. You will need to submit a new applicat(and pay another application

fee) to us for that Certificate by using your cuntredr another Water Servicing

Coordinator (Coordinator).

Sydney Water will then send you either a:
* Notice of Requirements (Notice) and Works Agreeifdgreement); or
* Certificate.

These documents will be the definitive stateme8iydhey Water’s requirements.
There may be changes in Sydney Water’s requirerheti&en the issue dates of this
Letter and the Notice or Certificate. The changey ive:

* if you change your proposed development, e.gdévelopment description or the
plan/ site layout, after today, the requirementshiis Letter could change when you
submit your new application; and

* if you decide to do your development in stages thou must submit a new
application (and pay another application fee) fach stage.”

The Feasibility Letter continues on to providesadif Sydney Water’s requirements which are
required for the Section 73 Certificate, the lettiel not raise any issues with the proposed
development or reasons as to why a Section 73fiCaté may not be issued by Sydney Water
for the proposed development. As such it is comsdithat Sydney Water has no issues with
the proposed development, subject to the impostti@aCondition of Consent requiring the
Applicant to apply to Sydney Water for a SectionCG&&tificate as explained in the above
letter provided by Sydney Water. All the remainnegommended conditions from Sydney
Water dated 1 March 2010 will not be imposed uperdevelopment as the matters have been
satisfactorily resolved by the Applicant’'s requéstSydney Water for the Section 73
Certificate and the subsequent Feasibility Letbertlie Section 73 Certificate from Sydney
Water dated 25 May 2010.
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Internal Referrals

The application was referred to Council’'s Enviromtad Scientist, Development Engineer,
Health and Regulation Officer and Landscape Architer comment. All departments have
provided conditions of consent, which have beenosed upon the development in the
Schedule of Consent Conditions below.

Voluntary Planning Agreement (VPA)

The Applicant has submitted an offer to enter mWPA dated Friday 23 July 2010. The VPA
confirms that the offer to enter into an agreenefr the purpose of carrying out works in
kind which include;-

* The provision of sixty (60) car parking spaces withe existing Banks Avenue road
reserve owned by Botany Bay City Council, includidgsign and construction
together with capital cost acceptance,;

* The construction of a cycleway along the David IRtsl Sports Field frontage of
Banks Avenue, including design and constructionetiogr with capital cost
acceptance;

* The installation of two (2) traffic calming devicesenable cyclists to choose a safe
point to cross to the eastern side of Banks Aveaiadocation where the traffic speeds
are low, and with capital cost acceptance; and,

* Plan of Management for landscaping works in thagdbmain and its maintenance
together with the acceptance of all costs assatiatgh the maintenance of
landscaping on public land that is contiguous i outer boundaries of the David
Phillips Sports Field and the nearside kerbs ofkBafvenue and Gwea Avenue.

It will be a condition of consent that the VPA Ixeeuted, exhibited and implemented prior to
the use and occupation of the premises. The Appli@dNSW) has submitted the following
documentation being thésSues List for the Voluntary Planning agreemeiitraffic Calming
Device$ and the Landscape Plan of Managemetite with regard to the VPA. These
documents have been reproduced below.

“UNSW/BBCC Issues List for the Voluntary Planning greement — David Philips Field
Redevelopment Curtilage, Issue A 23 July 2010”

Items for Agreement Responsibility| Responsibil | Estimated | Comment
BBCC ity Cost
UNSW
Issue 1: Design of Banks Avenue Car Parking AreaABP Area)
Design Timetable and v UNSW The design will be as set ouit
Project Management in the DA documentation angd

has been designed in
accordance with the relevant
DCP’s.

Preliminary Design v UNSW
Detailed Drawings v UNSW The design costs have been
$50,000.00 | based on a proportion of the
overall project consultancy
costs plus an increased
proportion of the traffic
consultant’s costs.

Approvals Risk v UNSW

Design Failings v UNSW

Issue 2: Construction of BACP Area

Project Management df | v | UNSW | PM fees are included in
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the Construction

consultants fees

Site v UNSW

Preparation/Demolition

Remediation

Tendering  for  the v UNSW

Contractor

Managing the Contractof v UNSW

Care, control and v UNSW The BACP Area will be part

management of the of the overall construction

BACO Area during site for the project and the

construction appointed contractor will be
the principal on site

Carrying out the works v UNSW

and including reasonable

sighage

Paying for the Works UNSW Being the estimated

$300,000.00 construction cost plus

builder’s preliminates and
margin and contingency

Achieving Practical v UNSW

Completion by Targe|
Date

t

Issue 3: Post Completion BACP Area Ownership, Manance and Operations

Defects during the 12 v UNSW Included in the construction

month defect liability costs

period

Ownership of the BACP v BBCC

Works and Ared Budget

following Practical neutral

Completion

Maintenance of Hard v BBCC The BACP is currently

Surfaces (Car Parking Budget operated, maintained and

and Bike Path) neutral budgeted for by BBCC

Maintenance Costs and v BBCC The BACP works will retire

Standards for Hard Budget any deferred maintenance ir

Surfaces neutral the Area.

Liability for the BACP| v BBCC The UNSW does not

Area following Practical Budget anticipate any additional

Completion neutral operating costs above
BBCC's existing levels for
the area

Maintenance of Soft v UNSW All landscaping along the

Landscaping in Banks $10,000.00 | David Phillips Field Banks

and Gwea Nature Strip Avenue and Gwea Avenue
nature strips will be
maintained by the University
as part of the grounds
maintenance contract for
David Phillips Field. This
Landscaping will be
maintained in accordance
with the landscape
management plan submitteg
to BBCC. The costs of this
addition to the existing Davi
Phillips ground contract is
estimated at up to $10,000
per anum

Security v BBCC RE Parking Conditions: Th

Budget current parking conditions ir
neutral the BACP Area is free all da

11%

on street parking
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Insurance

BBCC
Budget
neutral

UNSW would prefer the statls

quo to continue in the BAC
Area

U

Parking Conditions

BBCC
Budget
neutral

While BBCC has no current
plans to change parking
conditions in the area,

UNSW understands that it ig

within BBCC's powers to
change the parking
conditions across the entire
Rowlands Park/Astrolabe
Park/David Phillips precinct.
BBCC agrees not to single
out the BACP Area for any
parking conditions that are
different to the remainder fo
the parking spaces in the
precinct.

Issue 4: The Pedestrian Crossing/Speed

Hump in Rrofh

the New DP

Banks Avenue Entrance

Design

v

UNSW
$5000.00

A per relevant RTA and BBC
specifications

Cc

RTA Approvals Risk

UNSW

Following DA determination

UNSW will use all
reasonable endeavours to

obtain all relevant approvals

(including RTA) but, if
approval is not granted,

UNSW and BBCC agree thg
the pedestrian crossing/speed

hump will not be built.

—

Construction

UNSW
$40,000.00

By the UNSW as a variation
to the project

Ownership

defects)

Maintenance (excluding

and

BBCC
Budget
neutral

The road is currently
maintained and budgeted fo
by BBCC

-

Issue 5: The Removal and Replanting of

Significahtees

Design

v

UNSW
$10,000.00

Landscape consultants
approximate fees for project

Works

UNSW
$200,000.00

UNSW will carry out the
removal and replanting of
trees on accordance with thg
submitted and approved DA
plans, documentation and
conditions. Part of the
$200,000.00 budgeted for
landscaping (inclusive of
prelims and margin) will be
spent on the soft landscapin
in the BACP Area and the
balance will be spent on
replanting and landscaping
on the UNSW's land within
the David Phillips Field
boundary.

%

«Q

Consultation with BBCC

UNSW

UNSW and BBCC agree th
it is in the best interests of
the project, where possible {
maintain as many significan

trees as reasonably possible.

Where any significant trees
(and in particular those trees

o

referred to a trees numbereg

i
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#154 and #158) can be
retained through the use of
an alternative, reasonable
and non-cost prohibitive
construction methodology,
UNSW will with prior on-site
consultation with the
relevant BBCC officer, use
this alternative methodology.
Maintenance v UNSW UNSW to own and maintain
landscaping on its land.
UNSW to maintain
landscaping in the BACP
Area, and the Gwea Avenue
nature strip in accordance
with the submitted
landscaping Management

Plan.
Ownership and v BBCC BBCC to own, and UNSW tq
Maintenance (excluding Budget maintain landscaping in the
defects) neutral BACP Area.

Traffic Calming Devices

Council’'s Development Engineer reviewed the propasd recommended that two (2) raised
thresholds (speed humps) be provided in Banks Axvdmm the main entrance to the
development and Rowland Park, and further to totveedouthern boundary of the site. These
thresholds not only provide for a safe pedestrmassing over of Banks Avenue, to access the
site, but will also provide for safe crossing oinBa Avenue for cyclists using the cycleway,
which is proposed to be constructed as part o/tha.

The Applicant has also provided a letter prepaseithéir Traffic Consultant, Halcrow, dated
22" July 2010 received by Council 23 July 2010 intiefato the proposed Traffic Calming
Device to be installed to the southern boundapefsite on Banks Avenue. This letter has
been reproduced as follows;

“David Philips Field — Traffic Calming Devices

As discussed with Botany Bay City Council on iy 2010, it is proposed that a
second speed (hump) calming device is to be prdvdiéhe southern end of the
proposed 90 degree street parking to Banks Avenue.

The proposed southern speed (hump) calming dewaévbe located on northern
side of the entry point where the existing cyclel@ayes the road and joins the shared
footpath/cycleway fronting the site. With this argg@ment it would allow cyclists,
travelling south bound on the shared footpath/ayelg to leave the path beyond the
proposed speed (hump) calming device. This wowdblersuch cyclists to choose a
safe point to cross to the east side of the road

(to allow them to continue to travel south) at edton where traffic speeds are low. It
would also allow the north bound cyclist to leake bn-road cycleway section in a
low speed environment and enter the shared fookpatleway.

Furthermore, this arrangement would slow vehiclesvd on approach to the 90
degree street parking area of Banks Avenue anetheg with the proposed central
speed (hump) calming device and the existing northigeed (hump) calming device,
would form a low speed zone along the full lendtiproposed 90 degree street
parking thereby enabling cars to manoeuvre safebnd out of spaces at low speed.
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The consistency of the speed calming devices thoaghis section of Banks Avenue
(i.e. one northern, one southern and one central)ld/be highly beneficial in safety
terms to cyclists, pedestrians and motorists.”

As such it is agreed by both parties that the llasitan of the traffic calming devices will
reduce the potential safety risks for motoristglgstrians and cyclists using David Phillips
Sports Field, Rowland Park or the general pedestialkway and cycleway along Banks
Avenue. The construction of the traffic calming e along Banks Avenue will form part of
the VPA for the sites redevelopment.

Plan of Management — Landscaping and Ongoing Maamee

The Applicant submitted a Landscape Plan of Managefior the Banks Avenue and Gwea
Avenue curtilage to David Phillips Sports Field,2#July 2010. The Plan of Management
has been reproduced below, and is to be incorgbrate the VPA for the public domain
works as discussed earlier in this report.

“UNSW LANDSCAPE PLAN OF MANAGEMENT FOR THE BANKE& AWND
GWEA AVE CURTILAGE TO DAVID PHILLIPS FIELD

1. Introduction

The University of New South Wales is internatignadtognised as one of Australia’s
leading educational facilities and is a memberh# prestigious “Group of Eight”
research universities.

Trees contribute significantly to the experiencéhef University’s sports campus at
David Phillips Field and provide an aesthetic anthdtional role. The UNSW
community is very protective of its trees and iscesned with their appearance,
health and maintenance.

These following specifications are for all trees thie UNSW property of David
Phillips Field including those trees on the adjaceature strips on Banks Ave and
Gwea Ave. Information about these trees will bel logl the UNSW Tree Database.
Regular maintenance works will be scheduled asext#troughout the year.

The David Phillips Field is located within the Lddaovernment Area (LGA) of
Botany Bay City Council (BBCC) and the UNSW is ciitachto complying with the
BBCC'’s Tree Preservation

Orders which can be found at:
http://www.botanybay.nsw.gov.au/pdf/communicatingjTreePreservationDL.pdf

The purpose of this plan of management is to eéstabINSW’s commitment to BBCC
to maintain to an appropriate standard the landsogpn the Banks Ave and Gwea
Ave nature strips surrounding the David PhillipI€i.

2. UNSW'’s Grounds Maintenance Responsibilities
2.1. UNSW'’s Grounds Maintenance Scope
UNSW is responsible for providing professional sy aimed at:

» Horticultural maintenance of the curtilage areaddzvid Phillips Field being
the Gwea Ave roadside verge together the Wateritdentrban Design
(WSUD) street tress and planters of Banks Ave;

* Ensuring UNSW customer service on a day to dayskasiper the current
agreement; and

» Ensuring the implementation of this new servicé tie existing management
plans, strategies and programs.

UNSW shall be responsible for the services in awtjan with the maintenance of the
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University’s Sporting Fields at David Phillips FeeDaceyville.

2.2. UNSW'’s Grounds Maintenance Services

The following is a summary of the areas of maimeeaequired:
» Turf maintenance to the Gwea Ave roadside verge;
* Garden Beds and native vegetation areas of the Gweaoadside verge; and
* The roadside tress and Water Sensitive Urban De@g8UD) planters to

Banks Ave.

In the carrying out of any turf maintenance actiyitNSW shall:

a) Collect and dispose of litter and debris froorftareas prior to the
commencement of any other works.

b) Not cause any damage to any other trees, shtutioor any other landscape

elements or assets. Trees shall not sustain anyagamas a result of turf
cutting. UNSW is responsible for any correctiveatneents, removals and
replacements deemed necessary by a BBCC GroundsdRafative as a
result of damage caused by UNSW.

C) Cut turf to a uniform height across the turffage.

d) Remove and dispose of all turf clippings, Isaweulch, litter etc on adjacent
hard surfaces, paths, garden beds, etc at the catioplof cutting.

e) Maintenance of the turf to the roadside vergéwka Ave to the standard of

abutting turf.

f) Maintain the turf edging abutting hard surfacpaths, fences, trees, buildings,
garden areas and site infrastructure.

0) Collect and dispose of all litter, dead vegietat pruning, turf clippings and
weeds at the time of service.

h) Turf to roadside verge of Gwea Ave shall noeed 50mm above any pathway,
garden edge or kerb. Variation to cutting heighll wnly be assessed by a
BBCC Grounds Representative on request by UNSW.

)] Roadside verge tress of Gwea Ave that aretlessthree years old or with a
trunk diameter of up to 75mm shall be kept cleaudfto a distance no less
that 300mm. Trees older than three years or withuak diameter greater
than 75mm shall be maintained clear of turf tostaince not less than 500mm.

) Roadside verge tress within the Banks Ave Rgrérea shall be maintained in
accordance with the requirements of the Water SeasUrban Design
(WSUD) planters.

3. UNSW’s Tree Maintenance Responsibilities
3.1. Tree Maintenance Scope
The objectives of the service are to:

* Maintain healthy, structurally sound, well formeddaattractive trees to the
Gwea Ave roadside verge and WSUD planters to Bawkswith limited
diseases, insects, deadwood and damage therefdueing the likelihood of
any issues Relating to OHS and structural damagéuitdings and the
exterior landscape;

» Perform regular maintenance works to be done thhaug the year,;

* Immediately and effectively deal with significaespand disease outbreaks
that may affect the trees to the Gwea Ave roadsdge and WSUD planters
to Banks Ave; and

* Provide an emergency call out service (24 hoursifsiito undertake works
on trees within the Gwea Ave roadside verge ank8ave WSUD planters
presenting an immediate risk to people or property.
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3.2. Tree Maintenance Services
The services to the tress of the Gwea Ave roadsidge and WSUD planters to Banks
Ave include but are not restricted to:
* Tree Pruning;
* Tree Removal;
e Stump Treatment / Removal;
* Programmed maintenance;
* Reactive Tree Maintenance;
» 24hr Emergency call out;
» Disposal Of Waste Material;
* Tree Planting;
* Bush land Tree Maintenance;
* Root pruning.

In summary, the services encompass:

» All levels of tree management, supervision andvegliof tree maintenance
services as set in the weekly program of worksveledd by the UNSW
Grounds Manager

» Availability of qualified staff, materials, equipmend all resources necessary
to conduct the new services in a safe, effectidetiamely manner;

» Key staff contactable by mobile phone at all tinaasj

* A positive and sensitive approach to customertigia when working on
UNSW external properties and on adjacent BBCC owaédte strips. UNSW
will be responsible for gaining all necessary apmls from relevant
authorities for any landscaping works external he David Phillips Field
property boundaries. This may include liaison whi RTA, Sydney Buses, the
BBCC and emergency services when works requirgsiiveor control of
traffic on main roads.

» Detailed records of all maintenance works will becorded on a works
completed form and returned to the UNSW Groundsaganfor entry into
the UNSW database.

4. UNSW'’s Proposed Delivery Method

UNSW proposes to engage a contractor to performabieve service. Such service
shall be considered as a proposed variation in edance with the relevant landscape
maintenance contracts for David Phillips Field (€r®#aintenance Contract 2010 /
03570 & Grounds Maintenance Contract 2008/4679)SWNshall pay for the service,
and the contractor shall perform the service, ic@clance with the terms of these
agreements. These agreements are available fawdvy BBCC at any time on site at
the UNSW Kensington Campus.”

Conclusion

Development Application No. 10/175 for the redepeb@nt of the existing sporting fields and
amenities of the David Phillips Sports Fields tosaidate UNSW sporting facilities and the
use of the facilities by the UNSW, and includesfatlewing works to be undertaken at David
Phillips Sports Field;

» Demolition of the existing amenities, clubhousdding and grandstand;

* Retention of the existing grounds shed on the neestern corner of the site;

* Retention of existing fencing along the southerestern and northern boundaries;

» Construction of a new clubhouse and amenities;

» Construction of a new grandstand with a seatingciggpof 300 persons;
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* New amenities beneath the grandstand;

* New fields for the sporting activities of; hockepccer, rugby, cricket, baseball,

* New tennis courts,

* New lighting including floodlighting, site lightinduilding lighting and emergency
lighting, and to reuse existing lighting and liglales, from Little Bay and the existing
lighting at David Phillips Field;

» Erection of identification signage;

» Erection of new spectator fencing to grandstand,;

» Erection of new retaining wall and fencing alongth@astern and eastern boundary;

» Construction of concrete tiered spectator standcadit to the new baseball field;

» Erection of sight screens to the baseball field;

» Construction of cricket practice nets, basebalidaun, and baseball dugouts adjacent
to the new baseball field; and

» Erection of scoreboards to each new field.

has been assessed in accordance with the relegamaments of the Environmental Planning
and Assessment Act 1979 and is recommended fooagimubject to conditions of consent.

RECOMMENDATION

In view of the preceding comments, it is RECOMMEND#at the Joint Regional Planning
Panel, as the Consent Authority, resolve to;

@ Approve Development Application No. 10/175tioe redevelopment of the existing
sporting fields and amenities of the David Philgsorts Fields to consolidate UNSW
sporting facilities and the use of the facilitieg the UNSW, and includes the
following works to be undertaken at David Phillipports Field;

. Demolition of the existing amenities, clubhouselding and grandstand,;

. Retention of the existing grounds shed on the neestern corner of the site;

. Retention of existing fencing along the southermstern and northern
boundaries;

. Construction of a new clubhouse and amenities;

. Construction of a new grandstand with a seatingcigpof 300 persons;

. New amenities beneath the grandstand;

. New fields for the sporting activities of; hockegoccer, rugby, cricket,
baseball,

. New tennis courts,

. New lighting including floodlighting, site lightingbuilding lighting and
emergency lighting, and to reuse existing lightamgl light poles, from Little
Bay and the existing lighting at David Phillips Kie

. Erection of identification signage;

. Erection of new spectator fencing to grandstand,;

. Erection of new retaining wall and fencing alongthceastern and eastern
boundary;

. Construction of concrete tiered spectator standcadit to the new baseball
field;

. Erection of sight screens to the baseball field;

. Construction of cricket practice nets, baseballgaul, and baseball dugouts
adjacent to the new baseball field; and

. Erection of scoreboards to each new field.
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(b)

Premises:Gwea Avenue, Daceyville

1

(i)
Work, and

(ii)

subject to the Conditions imposed in the attacltbeédule; and

Endorse the provision of a Voluntary Planningréement for public domain

Recommend to the Council that it enter intdauntary Planning Agreement

(VPA) under Section 93F of the Environmental Plagrand Assessment Act,
1979, in respect of the public domain works in rdgdo the provision of sixty
(60) car parking spaces, the construction of a cymheway along the Banks
Avenue Road Reserve, along with the installatiotwarf (2) traffic calming

devices on Banks Avenue, and exhibit the agreenaemt associated

explanation notes.

DA No: 10/175

SCHEDULE OF CONSENT CONDITIONS

The development is to be carried in accordance with following plans and
documentation listed below and endorsed with Cd@nstamp, except where
amended by other conditions of this consent:

A DA A Z004 ‘01’

Drawing No. Author Date
Site Detail Plan Sheet 1 pinformation Services TheReceived by Council 1}
1, Drawing No. DP0O01 | University of New South December 2009
Wales
Architectural Plan No’s{ BVN Architecture 15 December 2009
A DA A001 ‘01’ received by Council 1Y
A DA A002 ‘01" December 2009
A DA A003 ‘017
A DA A004 ‘017
A DA A005 ‘017
A DA A006 ‘017

Architectural Plan No's:
A DA A000 ‘02’;
A DA A007 ‘027
A DA A008 ‘02’;
A DA A009 ‘02’

A DA A010 ‘02';

BVN Architecture

Revised 3 February 20
received by Council 1]
February 2010

o=
o
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A DA A011 ‘02';
A DA D001 ‘02’
A DA D002 ‘02’;
A DA D051 ‘027
A DA D101 ‘02’
A DA EOO01 ‘027
A DA EO002 ‘02’
A DA EO003 ‘02’
A DA EO51 ‘02’
A DA EO052 ‘02’
A DA E101 ‘02’
A DA FO51 ‘02’
A DA F101 ‘02’;
A DA Z001 ‘02’;
A DA 7002 ‘02';
A DA Z003 ‘02’;

Parking Plan A DA A015 BVN Architecture Revised 24 June 20[0
‘B’ Received by Council 2
June 2010

Hydraulic Services PlapWhipps-Wood Consulting Revised 1 February 201
No’s: received by Council 1]
101/P2: February 2010
102/P2;
103/P2;
104/P2;
05/P2;
106/P2I;
107/P2;
108/P2;
109/P2;
110/P2;
111/P2

Landscape Plan No’s.Environmental Partnership4 December 2009 received
2921.L1 ‘H; by Council 17 Decembe

2021. L5 ‘H" 2009
2021.16 ‘H"
2021.L7 ‘H’

Ul

O

=
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Landscape Plan No’s;Environmental Partnership2 February 2010 received

2921.L3 I by Council 12 February

2921.L4 1" 2010

Landscape Plan No.Environmental Partnershipl6 June 2010 received by

2921.1L.2') Council 25 June 2010

Tree Removal Plan N;Environmental Partnership21l June 2010 received by

2921.ARB2 ‘B’ Council 25 June 2010

Lighting and Electrica| ARUP Received by Council 17

Services Plan No.’s EOQ1 December 2009

‘11;

E002 ‘1’;

EO003 ‘1’;

Document Author Date

Statement of URBIS December 2009 received

Environmental Effects by Council 17 December
2009

E.S.D Statement farBVN Architecture 16 December 2009

David Phillips Field, received by Council 17

UNSW Sports December 2009

Masterplan

Parking/Transport Halcrow MWT 7 December 2009

Assessment received by Council 17
December 2009

1) Geotechnical angJeffery and KatauskgsNovember 2009 received

Hydrogeological Pty Ltd by Council 17 December

Investigation  Report. 2009

Project Reference No:

CN091102

2) Soil and GroundwaterCETEC November 2009 received

Contamination by Council 17 December

Assessment Report. 2009

Project Reference No.

CN091102

3) Hazardous MaterialsCETEC November 2009 received

Assessment Report. by Council 17 December

Project Reference No. 2009

CN091102

Arboriculture The Ents Tree 12 December 2008

Assessment for Consultancy received by Council 17

Development December 2009

Application

Noise Assessment.Renzo Tonin & 15 December 2009

Report No. TE595;: Associates received by Council 17
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01F02 (Rev 1) December 2009

Waste Management PlariMcLachlan Lister 17 December 2009
received by Council 17
December 2009

External Sports Lighting ARUP December 2009 received

and Electrical Services by Council 17 December

DA Report 2009

Water Conservation Whipps-wood 4  December 2009

Statement Consulting received by Council 17
December 2009

Statement of URBIS Revised February 2010

Environmental Effects + received by Council 12

Resubmission February 2010

Phase 1 EnvironmentalCETEC February 2010, received

Site Assessment. Project by Council 12 February

Reference No 2010

CN100201

Soil and GroundwaterCETEC November 2009,

Contamination Amended February

Assessment Report. 2010, received by

Project Reference No: Council 12 February

CN091102 2010

Addendum to Nois¢ Renzo Tonin & 8 February 2010

Assessment Associates received by Council 12
February 2010

Arboriculture The Ents Tree 23 June 2010 received

Assessment for Consultancy by Council 25 June 20100

Development
Application. Issue B

Further Additionall Halcrow MWT 23 June 2010 received
Traffic Analysis by Council 25 June 2010

Information Request

Proposed DrainageNorthrop 24 June 2010 received
Gardens Engineering by Council 25 June 2010

Statement

Traffic Calming Devices HALCROW 22 July 2010 received hy

Statement (for inclusio
in Voluntary Planning

=)

Council 23 July 2010

Agreement)
UNSW Landscape PlanUNSW Received by Council 23
of Management for the July 2010

Banks Avenue and Gwea
Avenue Curtilage to
David Phillips Field

UNSW/BBCC  Issue$ UNSW Received by Council 29
List for Voluntary July 2010
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Planning Agreement fg
David Phillips Curtilage
Issue A 23 July 2010

=

2 Construction works:

(@)  All building work must be carried out in accordamagéh the provisions of the
Building Code of Australia;

(b) It is a condition of this consent that the Applicamust, prior to
commencement of demolition activities permittedtbiys consent remit to
Council the following fees; -

0] Builders Security Deposit $50,000.00
(i) Development Control $2200.00

(c) Certification that is required under Section 116Ghe EP & A Act 1979,
must take into account the likely reuse of flooldtigowers and that those
towers on installation within the grounds of Dafldillips Sports Field must
be brought into compliance with Part 2.1 of the 8lng Provisions of the
BCA Volume 2.

(d)  Where new buildings on the development site arediwithin Table 2.1 of AS
2021-2000Acoustics — Aircraft Noise Intrusion — Building i8¢ and
Constructionthey must comply with that Standard based on (h222ANEF
contour.

3 Prior to Certification for construction the requireong Service Levy payable under
Section 34 of the Building and Construction Indpkting Service payments Act 1986
must be paid. The Long Service Levy is payable.35% of the total cost of the
development, however, this is a State Governmerdifiel can change without notice.

4 This Consent relates to land in Lot 3876 in DP 2138d as such, building works
must not encroach on to adjoining lands or theianfjg public place, other than
public domain work, which forms part of this applion.

5 Hours of operation:

(@  The hours of operation for the use of David Prhslli§ports Field must be in
accordance with the following schedule;

0] Weekday use as follows;
(1) Monday: 8am-10pm
(2)  Tuesday: 8am-9pm
(3) Wednesday 8am-9pm
(4) Thursday: 8am-9pm
(5) Friday: 8am-9pm

(i) Saturday’s: 8am to 10pm;

(i)  Sunday’s: 8am to 6pm; and
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(iv)  Public Holidays: 8am to 9pm.

(b) Floodlighting may remain operational for a maximperiod of thirty (30)
minutes beyond the span of hours permitted undendi@ion No.
5(a)(i),(ii),(iii) and (iv) above.

6 In accordance with the requirements of Energy Alistrit is a condition of this

Consent that provision for accommodation for arctelgty substation within the
premises must be made.

7 Compliance with the following NSW Police requirertgen

(@)

(b)

()

(d)

(e)

(f)

As the proposed development may be exposed to laredlenter, trespass ,
stealing malicious damage and steal from a motbicle offences, a closed
circuit surveillance system (CCTV) which compliesthwthe Australian
Standard €losed Circuit Television Systd@CTV) AS:4806:2006 needs to
be implemented to receive, hold or process datthéidentification of people
involved in anti-social behaviour or criminal bei@aw. The system is obliged
to conform to Federal, State or Territory Privang &urveillance Legislation.
Staff will need to be trained in the operationtod system.

This system should consist of surveillance cams&rasegically located in and
around the development to provide maximum surveskacoverage of the
area, particularly areas which are difficult to sunpse. (Areas with no
guardianship)

0] Cameras should be strategically mounted outsidedéwelopment
building at inaccessible heights to monitor acyiwat the location
mainly after hours. These cameras need to be platemgles to
encourage maximum footage and quality of imagetioaghbut also in
incorporates vandal proof features.

Digital or analogue technology should be used teixe, store and process
data. Recording equipment should be secured amaydublic access areas to
restrict tampering with the equipment and datas Hguipment needs to be
checked and maintained on a regular basis.

A monitored intruder alarm system which complieshwihe Australian
Standard — Systems Installed within Client’s presikS:2201:1998 should be
installed within the premises to enhance the playsiecurity and assist in the
detection of unauthorized entry to the premise=lding ground keeper’'s
sheds). This standard specifies the minimum remergs for intruder alarm
equipment and installed systems. It shall applytader alarm systems in
private premises, commercial premises and spewtdllations. The system
should be checked and tested on a regular (atdeasthly) basis to ensure
that it is correct use of the system.

Lighting levels for this development must be comeswate with crime risks
identified in this evaluation. The emphasis shoh&l on installing low
glare/high uniformity lighting levels in line withustralian Standard AS:1158
http://www.standards.org.au

Lighting sources should be compatible with requigats of any surveillance
system installed within the development.
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(@)  Sensor lighting around enclosed areas of the dpuedat to stop persons
congregating around unlit areas.

(n)  Appropriate lighting that complies with Australig®tandards should be
implemented along pedestrian pathways, car parkties, around buildings
and the fields is recommended for safety and cpmeeention to heighten
surveillance.

0] The current Security Management Plan be revisedipddted accordingly, in
conjunction with the planned changes to the sitecofty of the revised
Security Management Plan is to be available tdPtblice and or authorized
inspectors upon demand.

) Warning signs should be strategically posted ardgbagherimeter fences and
buildings warning intruders of what security treatits have been
implemented to reduce opportunities for crime;

0] Warning, trespasser will be prosecuted,;
(i) Warning these premises are under electronic slaxe#

(i)  Directional signage should be posed at decisionkmgagoints (e.g.
Entry/egress points) to provide guidance to usktiseodevelopment.
This can also assist in access control and redwcase-making
opportunities by intruders.

(iv)  Restrictions on access to areas/entry doors afteain times, e.g.
closure of access to premises via the carpark.

(k) To ensure the entry and exit points to the comatexclosed off and secured at
the end of the last scheduled sporting event.

()] Monitoring and maintenance of the outer perimetacing and access points
to prevent the after hours access by unauthorieezbps.

8 Compliance with the following NSW Fire Brigade ragments;

(&  Anemergency control and evacuation plan which dm®vith the Australian
Standard, Emergency Control Organization and Prgesdfor Buildings,
Structure and Workplace, AS: 3745:2002 should bepgrmed and maintained
by your development to assist management, staffrengdublic in the event of
an emergency. This standard sets out the requitsrfarthe development of
procedures for the controlled evaluation of buidpstructures and workplaces
during emergencies. Further information in relatmplanning or emergencies
can be obtained from Emergency N®Wp://www.emergency.nsw.gov.au
Emergency Management Australieip://www.ema.gov.au

(b)  The New South Wales Fire Brigades expects thdiwaltiings will comply
with the requirements of the Building Code of AaSfr and relevant
Australian Standards.

(c) To facilitate the NSWFB fire fighting operations;ariageway width of four
metres is to be provide within 20 metres of thaugas shed and the kiosk and
accessible by the NSWFB. If this were not providedess gates in the
perimeter fence to allow quick intervention to ebaliding would be required.
The gates should be a minimum of one metre. Thetes gan be locked and it
is recommended that the three closest fire statiengssued with keys to
reduce intervention time.
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(d) To facilitate rapid fire fighting intervention anather emergency service
response all entry and exit points and any direaligigns to the facility are
signposted and maintained.

The Applicant to arrange with the relevant publitity the alteration or removal of
any affected services in connection with the dgwalent. Any such work being
carried out at the Applicant’s cost.

A Section 73 Compliance Certificate under the Sydwéater Act 1994 must be
obtained. Application must be made through an aiged Water Servicing

Coordinator. Please refer to “Your Business” sectf Sydney Water’s web site at
www.sydneywater.com.athen the “e-developer” icon or telephone 13 20 92.

Following the application for a Section 73 CompdanCertificate, a “Notice of
Requirements” will detail water and sewer extensitmbe built and charges to be
paid. Please make early contact with the Co-coatdinsince building of water/sewer
extensions can be timed consuming and may impaothar services and building,
driveway or landscape design. The Section 73 fiertie must be submitted to the
Principle Certifying Authority prior to use and agaation of the premises.

Groundwater use:

(@  This Consent does not permit onsite groundwatatrtrent or remediation. If
this is required a separate development applicasoto be lodged with
Council for consideration; and,

(b) It is a condition of this consent that the Applit@dNSW) must in any bi-
annual period submit to Council a chemical analgstee groundwater which
demonstrates that the groundwater, if used fogaton purposes is in
accordance with DECCW standards for this use.

Any new information that comes to light during deitian or construction which has
the potential to alter previous conclusions abdetcntamination and remediation
must be notified to Council immediately.

Hazardous or intractable wastes arising from timealiéon process shall be removed
and disposed of in accordance with the requiremen®orkCover NSW and the
Department of Environment, Climate Change and Watdrwith the provisions of:

(1) New South Wales Occupational Health and Safety 2@00;

(i) The Occupational Health and Safety (Hazardous &nobes)
Regulation 2001,

(i)  The Occupational Health and Safety (Asbestos Rem@wark)
Regulation 2001,

(iv)  Protection Of the Environment Operations Act 1985\) and
DECCW Waste Classification Guidelines (2008).

JRPP (Sydney East Region) Business Paper 17 August 2010 — 2010SYE002 — Item No. 1 65



15 Soil disposal:

(@  Any soil disposed of offsite shall be classified ascordance with the
procedures in the DECCW Waste Classification Ginesl (2008).

(b)  All imported fill shall be validated in accordaneeéth Department of
Environment and Conservation approved guidelinessore that it is suitable
for the proposed development from a contaminatesgective. Imported fill
shall be accompanied by documentation from thelgrpprhich certifies that
the material is suitable for the proposed landargknot contaminated based
upon analyses of the material.

16 The demolition and disposal of materials incorpogglead such as lead paint and dust
paint shall be conducted in accordance wWig2601-2001 Demolition of structures
The removal, cleaning and disposal of lead-based phall conform with relevant
EPA guidelines including thé.ead Safe A renovator’s guide to the dangers af’lea
NSW EPA, 1998. Hazardous dust shall not be alloiwesscape from the site. Any
existing accumulations of dust (e.g. ceiling vaadsl wall cavities) shall be removed
by the use of an industrial vacuum fitted with gihefficiency particulate air (HEPA)
filter. All dusty surfaces and dust created fromrkvshall be suppressed by a fine
water spray. Water shall not be allowed to enterstineet and storm water systems.
Demolition shall not be performed during high windsich may cause dust to spread
beyond the site boundaries.

17 In relation to the demolition of the existing build (or part of a building) on the site:

(@  APreliminary Hazard Analysis Report prepared byappropriately qualified
consultants to be submitted to Council detailingethler any hazardous
materials exist on the site (e.g. lead in paints@iling dust or asbestos).

(b)  Should any hazardous materials be identified asiteen (i), a Work
Management Plan shall be submitted to Council coatance with AS2601 -
Demolition of Buildings. The report shall contalatails regarding:

0] The type of hazardous material;

(i) The level or measurement of the hazardous matera@mparison to
relevant Guidelines;

(i)  Proposed methods of containment; and
(iv)  Proposed methods of disposal.

18 The demolition and construction operation shall gige rise to offensive odour or
other air impurities in contravention of tReotection of the Environment Operations
Act 1997.The Principal contractor shall ensure that altfical means are applied to
minimise dust and odour from the site. This inelsd

@) Covering excavated stockpiles,

(b) The use of fine mists of hydrocarbon mitigatingragen impacted stockpiles
or excavation areas,

(© Maintenance of equipment and plant to minimise clehexhaust emissions,
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(d) Erection of dust screens on the boundary of th@gutg and/or closer to
potential dust sources,

(e)  Allloads entering or leaving the site are to beered,
() The use of water sprays to maintain dust suppnessio
(9) Keeping excavated surfaces moist.

19 Prior to Certification for the demolition of builtlys constructed before 1970, the
demolition activity must be the subject of a WoltkrPprepared in accordance with
AS2601-1991 Demolition of structutey a person with suitable expertise and
experience. The Work Plan should outline the idieation of any hazardous
materials, including surfaces coated with lead fpammethod of demolition, the
precautions to be employed to minimise any dustande and the disposal methods
for hazardous materials.

20 Soil and water management during construction:

(@ A Soil and Water Management Plan (also known &srasion and Sediment
Control Plan) shall be prepared accordingo It Right On-Site’ Soil and
Water Management for the Construction Indugamailable from Council) and
NSW EPA’s Managing Urban Stormwater: Construction Activitiesnd
submitted to Council prior to Certification for cgruction This Plan shall be
implemented prior to commencement of any site warksctivities. All
controls in the plan shall be maintained at allenaluring the construction
works. A copy of the Soil and Water ManagementBlzall be kept on-site at
all times and made available to Council Officergequest.

(b) Throughout the construction period, Council’s wagsign for soil and water
management shall be displayed on the most prompwnt of the building
site, visible to both the street and site workérdree copy of the sign is
available from Council 's Customer Service Counter.

21 A Construction Management Program shall be subdiitieand approved in writing
by the Council prior to Certification for constrigrt. The program shall detail:-

(@) The proposed method of access to and egress fromitéhfor construction
vehicles, including access routes through the Gbarea and the location and
type of temporary vehicular crossing for the pugpo$ minimising traffic
congestion and noise in the area, with no accessapublic parks or public
reserves being allowed except entry from Cook Réatrolabe Park and
Astrolabe Road.

(b)  The proposed phases of construction works on tieeasid the expected
duration of each construction phase.

(c) The proposed order in which works on the site idlundertaken, and the
method statements on how various stages of cotistnueill be undertaken.

(d)  The proposed manner in which adjoining property ensnvill be kept advised
of the timeframes for completion of each phasessetbpment/construction
process. An updated website by the Applicant (UN8@#iling the progress
of the construction process is deemed acceptable.
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(e) The proposed method of loading and unloading extavand construction
machinery, excavation and building materials, foorkand the erection of
any part of the structure within the site. Wherepessible mobile cranes
should be located wholly within the site.

() The proposed areas within the site to be usedhirstorage of excavated
materials, construction materials and waste coetaiduring the construction
period.

(g0  The proposed method/device to remove loose matenalall vehicles and/or
machinery before entering the road reserve, anyofuifrom the washing
down of vehicles shall be directed to the sedincentrol system within the
site.

()  The proposed method of support to any excavatigacadt to adjoining
properties, or the road reserve. The proposed methcsupport is to be
designed and certified by an Accredited Certifirctural Engineering), or
equivalent.

0] Proposed protection for Council and adjoining props.

() The location and operation of any on site craneas note that a crane may
require prior approval from Sydney Airports Corpaa.

(K) The location of any Construction Zone (if requireg)proved by Council’s
Traffic Committee, including a copy of that apprbva

()] A Traffic Management Plan for public domain work &anks Avenue,
Daceyville.

All wastewater and the stormwater system (includatigpits, pipes, absorption,
detention structures, treatment devices and ragemwtnks) shall be regularly
maintained (at least once per year) in order toenthat they remain effective. All
solid and liquid waste that is collected during m@nance shall be disposed of in a
manner that complies with the appropriate EnviromialeGuidelines.

Dilapidation Report:

(@) The Applicant must supply the Consent Authorityhaat dilapidation report
that clearly depicts any existing damage to thel ré&arb, gutter, footpath,
driveways, water supply, sewer works, street tregeget signs or any other
Council assets in the vicinity of the developm@hie report must be submitted
to the Consent Authority prior to Certification foonstruction.

(b)  Any damage not shown in the Dilapidation Reportsitied to Council before
site works had commenced, will be assumed to haea baused as a result of
the site works undertaken and must be rectifietth@tApplicant's expense,
prior to occupancy of any building .

Toilet facilities are to be provided at or in theiwity of the work site on which work
involves: -

€)) Demolition or erection of a building is being cadiout, at the rate of one
toilet for every 20 persons or part of 20 persanpleyed at the site;

(b) Each toilet provided:

JRPP (Sydney East Region) Business Paper 17 August 2010 — 2010SYE002 — Item No. 1 68



25

26

27

28

29

30

(1) Must be a standard flushing toilet; and,
(i) Must be connected:
(1) To a public sewer; or

(2) If connection to a public sewer is not practicalbde an
accredited sewerage management facility approvedhby
Council; or,

3) If connection to a public sewer or an accreditedesage
management facility is not practicable to some icke&erage
management facility approved by the Council.

(i)  The provisions of toilet facilities in accordancihhis clause must be
completed before any other work is commenced.

Prior to Certification for construction, the Apgiat shall contact "Dial Before You
Dig on 1100" to obtain a Service Diagram for angheent to the property. The
sequence number obtained from "Dial Before You Bltgll be forwarded to Councll
for our records. Any damage to utilities/servieel be repaired at the Applicant's
expense.

Care must be taken to protect Council's roads,dhicy the made footway, kerbs, etc
and where plant and vehicles enter the site. Rioteconstructions shall be
maintained in a state of good repair and conditibroughout the course of
construction and kept in a safe condition. The arest be safe for pedestrian traffic at
all times. Any damage to Council's road reservélirepaired and the full cost shall
be borne by the Applicant.

The use of any part of Council's road reserve loero€Council lands must have prior
approval of Council. For example, should the depelent require a building waste
container(s) (building skip), then such contairielknot be placed or left on a public
road or road related area (e.g. footpath, natuig shoulder, road reserves, public
carparking, service stations, etc) without the ipaipproval of Council's Assets and
Traffic Department.

Building operations such as brick cutting, washows or brushes and mixing mortar
shall not be carried out on public roadways onfi@fs or in any other locations which
could lead to the discharge of materials into toenswater drainage system or onto
Council's lands.

Hosing down or hosing/washing out of any truck @ete truck), plant (e.g. concrete
pumps) or equipment (e.g. wheelbarrows) on Cowsnai#id reserve or other property
is strictly prohibited. Fines and cleaning costdl wpply to any breach of this
condition.

Concrete trucks and trucks used for the transpontaf building materials or similar,
shall not traffic soil cement or other materialsootie road reserve. Hosing down of
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vehicle tyres shall be conducted in a suitablestftet area where wash waters do not
enter the stormwater system or enter Council's.land

31 Stormwater drainage works:

(@) Stormwater drainage works discharging from theisit@ a public system or
public land require approval from Council under t®et 68 of the Local
Government Act. The extent of work must be deteediby the Consent
Authority prior to Certification for constructioAll works are to be designed
and constructed in accordance with Council's ctii®éormwater Guidelines.
Design plans must be approved by Council prior tertiication for
construction.

(b) A certificate is to be provided by a practicing Ciengineer that the
stormwater system has been constructed in accaduitit the Certification
for construction and accepted practice, prior te asd occupation of the
premises.

(c) All stormwater runoff from the site shall pass tgh a pollution control
device capable of removing litter and sedimentmigoentering the public
stormwater system. Details of the pollution conti@tice shall be submitted to
Council prior to use and occupation of the premises

32 The submission to, and approval by Council, of mteater drainage details in
accordance with AS/NZS3500.3, Council’'s GuideliRes The Design of Stormwater
and generally in accordance with plans preparedWdypps-wood Consulting
Engineers drawings HDAO01/P2 - HDA11/P2 Revised &/1/0 and as modified below
prior to Certification for construction.

33 The operation of the sports field shall be condiiciesuch a manner as not to cause an
increase in interference with or materially afféne amenity of the neighbourhood by
reason of vibration, odour, fumes, vapour, stearat,ash, dust, particulate matter,
waste water, waste products or other impuritietviaire a nuisance or injurious to
health.

34 Noise from construction activities associated whéndevelopment shall comply with
the NSW Environment Protection Authority’s Enviroantal Noise Manual — Chapter
171 and thérotection of the Environment Operations Act 1997

@) Level Restrictions
Construction period of 4 weeks and under:

0] the Lyp sound pressure level measured over a period ¢ésmthan 15
minutes when the construction site is in operatigt not exceed the
background level by more than 20 dB(A).

Construction period greater than 4 weeks and nogexking 26 weeks:

(i) the Lyp sound pressure level measured over a period ¢ésmthan 15
minutes when the construction site is in operatigt not exceed the
background level by more than 10 dB(A).

(b) Time Restrictions
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Monday to Friday 07:00 am to 06:00 pm
Saturday 07:00 am to 04:00 pm
No Construction to take place on Sundays or Puibdicdays.

35 Noise from operations:
(@  General Noise Condition

(1) The operation of all plant and equipment shall gigke rise to an
equivalent continuous (LAeq) sound pressure lelvahg point on any
residential property greater than 5dB(A) aboveettisting background
LA9O0 level (in the absence of the noise under aBrsition).

(i) The operation of all plant and equipment when asse®n any
residential property shall not give rise to a sopnessure level that
exceeds LAeq 50dB(A) day time and LAeq 40 dB(A)igme.

(i)  The operation of all plant and equipment when agsk®n any
neighbouring commercial/industrial premises shatl give rise to a
sound pressure level that exceeds LAeq 65dB(A}idss/night time.

For assessment purposes, the abaygdound levels shall be assessed
over a period of 10-15 minutes and adjusted in @awe with EPA
guidelines for tonality, frequency weighting, imgiuke characteristics,
fluctuations and temporal content where necessary.

(b) Noise controls specific to the amenity of the reaithl neighbourhood

0] The Lal0 noise level emitted from the premisesl stalexceed the
background noise level in any Octave Band Cenegquency (31.5Hz
— 8kHz inclusive) by more than 5 dB between 8:0Gard 9:00pm
when measured at the boundary of any residentglgoty; and,

(i) Notwithstanding compliance with the above (Conditio. 41(b)(i)),
the noise from the premises shall not be audibteimany habitable
room in any residential premises between the hoil@O0pm one day
and 8:00am the day following Monday to Sunday.

36 Any lighting (including floodlighting) on the sithall be designed so as not to cause
nuisance to other residences in the area or tormats@n nearby roads, and to ensure
no adverse impact on the amenity of the surroundmeg by light overspill. All
lighting shall comply withAS4282-1997 Control of the obtrusive effects td@or
lighting.

37 External finishes:

@) External finishes of the building are to be rokarsd graffiti / vandal resistant.
An anti-graffiti coating may be required,;

(b)  The owner/occupier of the site shall be responditethe removal of all
graffiti from the building within 48 hours of itgplication.
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Food premises:

(@  Any food premises (including kiosk/canteen) thataesistructed on the site
must meet the following requirements:

(i) the Food Act 2003,
(i)  Food Regulations 2004;

(i)  the Food Standards Code as published by Food Stdadeustralia
and New Zealand and

(iv)  the Australian Standard AS 4674-2004: Construcaod fit out of
food premises.

(b) Prior to commencing trading the occupier of thenpses must, if deemed
necessary to do so, register the food premises@atimcil, and register
with the New South Wales Food Authority (contadiade for registration
for the Food Authority NSW are;http://www.foodnotify.nsw.gov.au/nafsis
or by telephone 1300 650 124.

The Applicant has permission to remove those tcedified in the revised Arborist
report by The ENTS Tree Consultancy, datel 28ne 2010, and the Tree Removal
Plan by Environmental Partnership (dwg 2921.ARB2i¢sB) with the exception of
trees numbered #154 (7 mefremacrophylld and #158 (11 metie. haemastoma
158 shall be retained in situ and a determinatiaderat construction of the retaining
wall as to its retention. Tree no #154 shall bairetd in situ or transplanted elsewhere
on site. Trees may only be removed after Certibcator construction has been
issued.

€)) For street tree removal, qualified Arborist with public liability insurance
must be engaged. All work is to take place on tbaril road reserve with
the appropriate safety and directional signage emeinted to ensure public
safety and access. Road and footpath closuresree@auncil approval.
Removal shall take place without damage to Coundilastructure or
underground services other than as contemplatethdyroposed works.
Council shall take no responsibility for any damageurred to persons,
property or services during the tree removal works.

(b)  All other vegetation on site shall be retained pradected in accordance with
the Tree Preservation Order. Canopy pruning ohé&urree removals requires
the consent of Council’s Tree Preservation Offigeder separate application.

In order to ensure that all trees to be retaineddentified in the revised Arborist
report dated 23 June 2010, including #154 and #158, are protechedng
construction and their health and structural sitgt@hsured, the following is required:

(@) Trees to be retained are to be tagged with cleasipple marking tape at a
height of approx. 2 metres from ground and numbes#dthe corresponding
number in the Arborist Report dated®3une 2010.

(b) Engage the Consultant Arborist for erection/remafgbrotective fencing,
mulching, watering and root trimming of all treede retained. The Arborist
shall be engaged for the entire construction pba#ige development.

(© Prior to commencing any work trees to be retainkdll she physically
protected by erecting protective fencing in accoogawith the Arborists’
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(d)

(€)

(f)

(¢))

(h)

(i)

recommendations to form the Tree Protection Zom&Z{T Areas within the
fencing are to be mulched and watered as requirehsure tree survival.
Fencing shall remain in place until constructiocasnplete.

The demolition plan and all relevant Landscape ifieation plans for
construction shall show trees required to be ptetkand the TPZ.

Within the TPZ, and the Council nature strip in Gwersenue, there shall be
no construction work, no alteration to ground lsyab stockpiling, storage or
sorting of waste or building materials, no concrateing, strictly no washing
down of concrete mixers/tools and no chemicals ditkeposed of. Any work
necessary within the TPZ shall be under the dwacbf the Consultant
Arborist.

Excavation within the TPZ of any tree shall be ieglrout manually to
minimise root damage or disturbance.

There shall be no canopy pruning of trees to baimet! or further tree
removals unless approval has been granted by A@umhoee Officer under
separate application. Pruning shall be undertakea gualified Arborist in
accordance with AS 4373.

All excess/waste concrete and debris shall be rechdvkom areas to be
landscaped to a nominal depth of 200mm, not buriedminimise soil
contamination.

The Applicant shall undertake any tree maintenaaogtdial pruning
reasonably recommended by Council or the Consultabbrist at the
completion of construction.

41 Landscaping

(@)

(b)

(©)

Supplementary tree planting off site is to be istby and at cost to
Applicant within the surrounding road reserves av¥ld Phillips Sports field
as follows;

) Twenty (20) trees on the eastern side of Banks Agenad reserve
fronting Rowland Park (opposite the site);

(i) Four (4) trees to be planted at the junction of @@k Avenue and
Astrolabe Park entrance; and,

(i)  Ten (10) trees within the southern side of the reebrve of Isaac
Smith Street fronting Astrolabe Park.

Note: The nature, location and species of the alsuwmlementary tree
planting will be specified in the Voluntary PlangiAgreement (VPA) for the
public domain works.

Landscaping shall be installed in accordance witte tLandscape
Documentation by Environmental Partnerglidvgs 2921.L.2 Issue J, L3 and
L4 Issue | and L5 Issue Hind Banks Avenue Shared Cycleway, Pedestrian
Path and Parking Layout by BVN Architecty2wg A015, Issue Band in
accordance with part (a) of this condition priomus®e and occupation of the
premises.

The landscaped areas on the property shall bellegstand maintained in
accordance with the approved landscape documemtatie conditions of
consent and Council’'s Landscape DCP (No0.32) dinaés.
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(d)  An experienced Landscape Contractor shall be engtmeindertake the
landscaping on Council land to Council requiremehit® contractor shall be
engaged for a minimum period of 26 weeks from ficampletion of
landscaping for maintenance and defects liabilglacing plants in the event
of death, damage, theft or poor performance inraesae with the Landscape
Plan of Management prepared by UNSW and receive@duncil 23 July
2010.

(e) At the completion of landscaping, the Applicantrequired to obtain a
Certificate of Compliance from the Landscape Caasulto certify that the
landscaping has been installed in accordance WwighQouncil approved
landscape plan. The Certificate is to be submitbetthe City of Botany Bay
Council prior to use and occupation of the premises

To ensure satisfactory growth and maintenanceeoititi fields and landscaping, the
existing borewater irrigation system is to be mgoed to the turf fields and adjacent
landscape areas by a suitably qualified landscaperactor, prior to use and

occupation of the premises. The irrigation systérallscomply with the relevant

Australian Standards, and be maintained in workirtgr at all times.

Rigid polyethylene sheet type tree root barriegdldie installed on the inside edge of
the Water Sensitive Urban Design (WSUD) planterghie Banks Avenue road
carriageway to a min. depth of 900mm. Root deflestttirectors surrounding the
rootball of the tree are not permitted. The Apgticis required to contact Council’s
Landscape Architect for an inspection of the raatriers prior to backfilling with
soil/aggregate. A secondary inspection of the W®ladters by Council’s Landscape
Architect and Engineer is required after backfdliand prior to planting out.

It is a condition of this consent that when theserg boundary fencing to Gwea
Avenue frontage is to be replace, the Applicant tneusure that the replacement
fencing is consistent and in keeping with the mptdisade fencing installed along
Banks Avenue frontage of the development site.

During construction work the Council nature stiip8anks and Gwea Avenue and
the frontage to Astrolabe Park shall be maintainedclean and tidy state at all times
and shall be suitably repaired and/or replacethé&ypplicant (UNSW) in accordance
with Council Specifications at the completion ohstyuction work and prior to the use
and occupation of the premises.

The Applicant being informed that this approvallsbaregarded as being otherwise
in accordance with the information and particulses out and described in the
Development Application registered in Council'soets as Development Application
No. 10/175 dated as 17 December 2009 and thatitmgtéon, variation, or extension
to the use, for which approval has been given, doeduire further Approval from
Council.

Certified Mr Rodger Dowsett.....................
Director - Planning and Development
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