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MR D. LLOYD QC: Allright. Good afternoon, evage. | think we can
commence this meeting. In doing so, on behalhefdouncil, | acknowledge the
Burramattagal clan of the Darug, the traditionadewners of Parramatta, and pay
respect to the elders both past and present. ulglamnounce that this meeting will
be recorded. The recording will be archived arailakle on council’s website. All
care is taken to maintain your privacy. Howeviypu are in attendance, you
should be aware that your presence may be recorfieelnext item is apologies.
There are none. Next is declarations of inter&sich panel member has signed a
declaration of interest. There are no declaratainsterest in any of these matters.
In commencing these meetings, it's usual for ustimduce ourselves. I'm David
Lloyd. I'm a lawyer. I'm a QC. I'm a former juégof the Land and Environment
Court. I'm a former acting judge of the Supremau@o| am currently a Professor
of Law at Western Sydney University.

MR A. REED: My name’s Anthony Reed. I'm a chaet professional engineer
with over 30 years’ experience as a director ofiggying or a general manager in
council. I'm also a member of the management cdtempf the Roads and
Transport Directorate of New South Wales.

MS K. McDERMOTT: Good afternoon, everybody. Mgme’s Kirrily
McDermott, and today I'm here as your communityrespntative. I'm a resident of
Parramatta, and I've been a resident all my life.

MR D. RYAN: My name is David Ryan. I'm an experember of the panel. I'm a
town planning consultant.

PROF LLOYD: Well, with that, we can move straigint to the agenda, the first
item of which is 5.1, the proposed childcare ceatr25 Lanhams Road, Winston
Hills. Is anyone here who has an interest in thatter? If not, then we can deal
with it. The panel inspected the site of this depment earlier in the day. In fact,
we inspected the site of every development edridte day, and we are happy with
the recommendation. The recommendation hererefiise the application for
various reasons, and we are unanimous, which mneam®n’t need to take a vote, |
think, so the decision is unanimous to adopt tikemenendation to refuse that
application.

The reason for the decision is the panel supploet$indings in the assessment report
and endorses the reasons for refusal containdairréport, so that’'s easy. Next is
item 5.2, is a proposed boarding house at 17 Termm$¢reet, Parramatta. We have
noticed that there are some people who wish toksipegelation to that application.
I'll call you each in turn. When you speak, yow&ao take a seat here next to the
mic or you won’t be recorded, and you have threeutess, so, first, Simon Chiu.
You are first.

MR S. CHIU: My son will be talking on my behalf.
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PROF LLOYD: That's all right.
MR S. CHIU: Yes.

PROF LLOYD: There’s a chair over there where jidae recorded. For the
record, your name and address.

MR C. CHIU: My name is Christopher Chiu. My adss is 15 Tennyson Street,
Parramatta.

PROF LLOYD: Number 15. Next door.
MR C. CHIU: Next door, yes.
PROF LLOYD: Allright. You have three minutesaiding now.

MR C. CHIU: Okay, so, good afternoon, everyonembers of the panel and the
community - - -

PROF LLOYD: Now, now, you have to speak up, beeahat mic only records. It
doesn’t amplify.

MR C. CHIU: Okay.

PROF LLOYD: And people down the back want to hear.

MR C. CHIU: Can | hold it up?

PROF LLOYD: No, no, no, no, no. Leave it there.

MR C. CHIU: All right.

PROF LLOYD: But the people down the back will wémhear you.

MR C. CHIU: Okay.

PROF LLOYD: So you have to speak up.

MR C. CHIU: Yes, yes, yes. Okay. So, yes,d#l speaking on behalf of my dad,
who is the owner of 15 Tennyson Street. I'm jusihg to be providing a few main
points today about why we don’t want this to goaahehis application to go ahead.
The first is going to be about the privacy probleireg we’'re going to experience.
So this is 19-room boarding house, and we aredivight next door to it. There’s no
manager on site that can be responsible for attyecéctivities of the people that are
living in the 19 rooms that are present, and thehtroverlook into our property,

into our back yard, and this goes for the propeftiat are both behind and adjacent,
not 15 but 19 as well.
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The other complaint — the other point that I'm gpto put forward is that there’s
going to be issues with noise pollution and acesstiSo, again, with the manager
not — with the manager not present on site aneb@és in this boarding house, the
general area is full of just single houses, towrslesuand just normal areas like that
with fewer residents inside. This boarding howssgi$t going to create, potentially, a
lot of noise that is going to be unregulated. €healso a lack of ventilation, which
means that — or — and air conditioning, so the kihdoise that’s travelling from this
building is just going to come straight through afigct all the residents around,
especially us, and the last point I'm going to mekabout the road and traffic
conditions around the area.

So we already live — 15 — Tennyson Street itsedfnsady a very narrow road, and
we’re located very close to Western Sydney Univgrsihere many university
students are already parking on our street. Ordheer of Irving Street and
Tennyson Street, there’s actually already — theagdark that's very commonly used
by a lot of children from around the area and afdamilies, and the already high
density of cars moving around the area, the nareswiof the road, the introduction
of this 19-room boarding house would lead to atgredsk of danger for traffic
accidents with the children, just congestion inegah and a lack of parking and
availability for residents that are already livithgre in their own houses, and, yes,
those are the main points that | have to talk about

PROF LLOYD: Allright. Thank you. Is Marion Sttere?

MS M. STOLL: Yes.

PROF LLOYD: Your turn.

MS STOLL: So---

PROF LLOYD: And, again, for the record, your naamel address.

MS STOLL: Yes. My name is Marion Stoll and ldiin 2 Irving Street in
Parramatta, which is about two blocks underneath th-

PROF LLOYD: Allright. Proceed.
MS STOLL: ---17 Tennyson Street.
PROF LLOYD: Yes.

MS STOLL: So | won't take up a lot of time toddyecause I've obviously
submitted my objections in writing already. Jusiew | read through the assessor’s
report, while obviously supporting that developméemiame across the point that
there are quite a fair bit of noncompliant isswksntified, and | just struggle to
understand how this can happen. How can ther@beompliant issues and the
officers or the assessors just accept it and sagdteptable? Especially, let's say,
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for example, the landscape area is not even halitte of what is expected, so I'm
really struggling, and I'm just asking, how carsthappen? Why do people not have
to follow rules and regulations if there are rud@sl regulations, and how can an
assessor just say, “l accept it”? That's all Idn&w— like, it's a question, because |
was told | can ask questions as well.

PROF LLOYD: No, you can speak.

MS STOLL: Yes.

PROF LLOYD: And you've had your say.

MS STOLL: Yes.

PROF LLOYD: Allright. Thank you.

MS STOLL: Okay, so there’s no one here who cawan my question?

PROF LLOYD: |don't know. We'll have to wait arsse. You'll have to wait and
see.

MS STOLL: Okay. No, because | was — like, itsazly written somewhere that
you can have a say and that you can also answs¥ gugstions.

PROF LLOYD: All right.
MS STOLL: Okay. Thank you.
PROF LLOYD: Tia Tzimoulas.

MS T. TZIMOULAS: | live at number 15 Irving Strgavhich is not too far from

the proposed development. It actually is situatedhe cul-de-sac part of the street.
So my — one of my concerns is the traffic flow. eiidis a lot of university students at
the moment who park in Irving Street, and thereily @ very narrow entrance point
to Irving Street. There’s only a one way — one wegnd out, which is very close to
the T junction of where the proposed developmentife boarding house will be.
That's a really big concern. The actual boardingde itself, | am concerned as to
the number of rooms without a site manager. TBesssnent report mentions up to
two adults per room. I'm concerned as to how Wildtbe controlled, if there’s more
than up to two adults per room.

The report also mentions the other approved dewsops in the area and, near
where | live, right next door, there’s an apprdeall7 units. Across the road from
me — that’s a three-storey building. Across thedrsfom me, another approval of a
four-storey development comprising 22 units, sgpif really think about the extra
cars going in and out of these streets and parkisgoing to be crazy. Also, just
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the visual impact of the neighbourhood with allstadigh rises going up in relatively
quiet areas of both Irving and Tennyson Streets.

The fact that it's opposite a children’s playgrousi@ very big concern, because I've
lived in this area most of my life, and I'm notigian increasing number of children
actually utilising this park, so the fact that #iergoing to be a boarding house right
near it is actually quite a big concern. The faet the boarding houses won'’t have
air conditioning is a concern as to the peoplenfitihere. They'll be seeking,
maybe, outdoor space on very hot weather conditeoms, you know, having the
park nearby, I'm concerned that, you know, thelgdlutilising that park, and that's
all I have to say. Thank you.

PROF LLOYD: Allright. Thank you. Jordan FaegiName and address, please.

MR J. FAEGHI: Jordan Faeghi. I'm a planning adtemt at Mecone Town
Planning at Level 2/3 Horwood Place, Parramatta.

PROF LLOYD: Thank you. Proceed.

MR FAEGHI: So good afternoon panel, chair and toers. | represent 13
concerned residents in relation to the proposeeéldpment application at Tennyson
Street, Parramatta, and, having reviewed the ptgw@port from council and the
application documentation, we're of the opiniontttie development is completely
unsuitable for the site, its interface with thecaging properties and the immediate
locality. Our letter dated in July of 2019 adde=sa number of issues that we think
were well-founded to refuse the application oroits, but | just want to highlight a
couple of key ones today, and the key thing ig,pesause the Affordable Rental
Housing SEPP permits this type of development do¢snean that it's simply
approvable.

There are things that we have to consider throhghrterit-based assessment and
looking at the — not only the interface of the prp to the adjoining properties at 15
and 19 Tennyson Street, but the outcome on theasdats impact on the immediate
area. It's important to note that this is beingke#ed as a new age style boarding
house, a new age style boarding house with 19stedims that have a kitchen. It
has a bathroom and a living room, and in suchnittions in a way that it's almost

19 studio apartments. | think we just need to kbéepin mind.

The applicant submission documents and councifessmnent report notes that it's
providing an FSR of 0.85 to one, 19 studio roomsl, @n that basis, should have
side setbacks of 0.9 metres, which is comparaltleaioof a dwelling house — of a
dwelling house, but it is evident that the intepsit what is being proposed is not a
dwelling house. It is more akin to a townhouse oesidential flat building, of a
small-scale residential flat buildings where greatde setbacks are required to
mitigate impacts to adjoining uses, and this igrst our view. This is also identified
under the DCP, which states that, effectively, ttgu@ents that are proposing
boarding houses must reflect the corresponding,zmef we're in an R4 zone, it
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says that the residential flat-building typologywelope controls should be adopted,
which is six metres — site setback six metres. ré/gfoposing 0.9 metre setbacks. It
doesn’t even comply with the site setback requmea townhouse at three metres or
a dual-occupancy at 1.5 metres.

The separation is clearly insufficient to allevitte amenity impacts of the proposal
on the adjoining properties, and we note that iteeetevation depicts some high-
level windows and privacy screening to mitigatesthhowever, this is a direct
response to the inadequate nature of the sitedetlaad the overall intensity of the
development. The introductions of high ..... ingrally an acceptable outcome for
dwelling houses where you've got multiple roomg, this is for private - - -

PROF LLOYD: That's your three minutes.

MR FAEGHI: Okay. Thank you.

PROF LLOYD: Do you need more time?

MR FAEGHI: |do, if that's okay. Not long, juabout 30 seconds more.
PROF LLOYD: Allright. 30 seconds.

MR FAEGHI: Thank you. But this is for 19 selfsgained dwellings where these
are going to probably be their only windows, whiglgoing to mean that they're
going to have impacts with solar coming into thplsees, adequate cross-ventilation
and no outlook. So, effectively, these are mingqums in a way. And on that basis,
panel chair and panel members, we kindly, respictiequest that council refuse
the application. Thank you.

PROF LLOYD: Jonathan Wood. Proceed.

MR WOOD: Panel members, my name is Jonathan Wéoda town planner
speaking on behalf of the applicant in relatiothis matter before you today. |
might spend a little bit of time just on some o fksues raised by the objectors and
then talking briefly just about some of the backgra history with the application
that the assessment report before you, sort &f tatough. | actually might start
with a — that’s probably the better way to doS$o you would have seen that the
nature of the proposal has changed significantdgnfevhen we first submitted the
DA to what we have now.

Originally we did take, effectively, an RFB typolpg a three to four storey building
-34 ... boarding house, and council raised ssuth that, as well as their design
review panel, and suggested that the most suitabf@nse might be to adopt,
effectively, a two-storey built form that looks nedike a dwelling house or a dual-
occupancy, and that’'s the scheme that you canefeecb That'’s the setbacks that
we’ve effectively modelled, and you would’ve sebatton site — the large dwelling
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at number 15 and the general character of the 8eave’ve adopted a two-storey
form in a zone that permits three storeys.

We're seven and a half metres in height versusgct¥iely, 11, so we've actually
pulled down the size and the scale of the scherte substantially from where we
started some time ago. We think that the setbpiaksosed are suitable. To say that
we just have highlight windows is a little bit neigding in that most of our rooms
face front and rear. If you look at the plans,weeStacked as many rooms facing the
front boundary and the rear boundary as we caratdammse natural light and
ventilation of those rooms. Even those rooms tdakighin the middle of the

building are designed to have a secondary sourlightfor air.

So we haven't simply stacked as many rooms as weuwd faced them to a side
boundary and attempted to treat it with a raiskd ¥/e have actually to maintain
amenity. | mean, the client wants to deliver sdnmgf that's going to work from a
market point of view, obviously intention beingrparily university students, given
the location and walkability back to Western Sydbey. Just a little about parking
— so obviously the Parramatta DCP calls up a rat@e per 10 rooms, which would
equate to two spots. The affordable housing SEFWPaalls up a rate of 0.5 spaces
per room, which results in the need for the 10 epac

So we’ve adopted a scheme compliance with the S&Rieh is the higher parting
rate for 10 spaces — effectively, one per two rao®s we have looked to maximise
the parking, understanding the concerns and contstrsurrounding on-street
parking, and we note council’s proposed some cmmditaround the fact that the
resident parking permit needs to be remitted atasgbart of this development so
that there will be some nominal increase in onestparking by virtue of the fact
there will be another resident permit available.tdrms of landscaped area and the
like, I'll touch on that too.

So the landscaped area in the report before yosi mim@inate that it's non-compliant
with the DCP. The SEPP has a slightly differento$eriteria engaging — “is the
landscaped area and the deep soil suitable?” ERESays you can't refuse on the
basis of landscaped area if the front setbacknsidered to be compatible in the
context of the site, and beyond that | think thet@en some recognition through the
assessment report that there’s a balance betweered#d for landscape and deep soll
versus adequate parking to be provided withinltagement configuration. If |

could have another 40 seconds, if possible, jusbidinue talking about - - -

PROF LLOYD: Allright. Proceed.

MR WOOQOD: - - - these issues, that would be go8d.l have obviously modelled
the ground floor around the basement. So the baseisiof the size we're required
to provide — the 10-odd cars. We do have a degpwgeout halfway through the
building to achieve some landscaping in that cépwaket that we're keen to
provide, but we say that the landscaping providezuitable and should be
supported, as per the council report before yourelation to the number of rooms,
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they are, effectively, all single lodger rooms, dnalt’'s gauged effectively by the
size of those rooms, which is regulated by the SHRR says if you have a room
that’s less than 16 square metres, it may onlyirigges

And that’s reinforced by what is proposed by candg of consent and further
conditions of consent requiring a revised plan ahagement before you as well. So
that’s about all | have to say. I'm happy to ansay question that the panel might
have in relation to any other matters, but otheswig’d, sort of, seek that the panel
endorse the recommendation before you for approval.

PROF LLOYD: Any questions, panel? Questions?

MR RYAN: You might want to parlay this one to tbeuncil staff, but, | will ask
them if necessary. But the question raised bythening consultant for some of the
objectives on the applicable setback control —alolyave a view on that?

MR WOOD: Yes. So | touched on it briefly beforo the DCP does call up a
typology setback. So in an R4 zone you should gdilgeadopt a setback of that
typology. | guess the distinction is we don’t haveesidential flat building site, and
the council has made that abundantly clear — tatsayot a flat building site. You
need a frontage of, effectively, 24 metres to da.ttWe have a much lesser
frontage, and, therefore, we’ve gone with — what @ould you do on the site if
you're weren’t doing an apartment block? We sayatld either be a dwelling
house — probably not — more so a dual occupanoyu céuldn’t even do multi-
dwelling housing because of the frontage constramtve modelled our footprint
based on those setback controls that would apmydwelling house and a dual occ,
and we’ve gone 900 off the side and stepping ubaD up the building at the first
floor.

MR RYAN: Okay. So just in strict terms of the BCthe typology referred to
relates to the scheme itself or the typology ofedigwment that would be otherwise
permissible in the zone?

MR WOOD: Yes. So the wording in the DCP, in nigw, is a bit ambiguous as to
what it says. It does — if we did have a site thas$ capable of accommodating a flat
building, | would agree. You would have six metrge setbacks, because it is of —
proportionally, you have a building that's mucHeal So on a two-storey building
it's a three. There’s an application before youddour-storey building in that zone
and at that height and ..... and scale you do nadel setbacks. So we say that the
typology should really be considered based on wbatcould otherwise achieve on
the site, as opposed to taking that strict viewd, #wat's — | suppose that’s — that's
also a question for council, | guess, in termshefrtview.

MR RYAN: Okay. Thank you.

PROF LLOYD: Any more questions, panel? No? right. Thank you.
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MS McDERMOTT: Can we have questions of councjédestions of council or
just of panel.

MS McDERMOTT: No further questions.
PROF LLOYD: Well, no. We can ask questions @&f tlouncil or anyone.
MS McDERMOTT: Okay.

PROF LLOYD: Allright. No more questions? RigtRanel, what are we doing,
staying with the recs?

MR RYAN: Staying with the recommendation.
PROF LLOYD: Staying with the rec?

MS McDERMOTT: I just have a question for the coilinSo | heard that the
consultant here mentioned that the setback issohdar size to a dwelling house,
and what would be the setback if this was consdlardual occupancy?

MR WAN: Dual occupancy setback, | believe, in DGR.5 for ground floor and
follow that up through to the first floor as well.

MS McDERMOTT: So on — looking at his developmeiith potentially 19 rooms,
what was the position of council in not applying getback for — as if it were a dual
occupancy?

MR WAN: It is the form of the dwelling. It is dpfe similar in size, at least in terms
of the envelope, to the property at number 15 Teon\5treet.

MS McDERMOTT: | see.

MR WAN: Itis for all, at least, bulk accountslaelling house, and the setbacks
should reflect that, being 900 on the ground flmad one and a half on the first.

PROF LLOYD: Any other questions?

MR RYAN: Just one. If a residential flat buildinpresumably, wouldn’t be able to
be accommodated on a single lot like this, woultegd to consolidate at least to two

MR WAN: Ideally, yes - - -

MR RYAN: - - - given the setbacks - - -
MR WAN: - - - consolidate two.
.COUNCIL MEETING 19.11.19 P-10
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MR RYAN: - - -that are required?

MR WAN: Yes. lItis possible to accommodate arBR¥A a single lot of 15 metres,
but it's a very narrow RFB and would actually loolkre out of character than what
is, effectively, a large dwelling house.

PROF LLOYD: Allright. Go with the rec?
MR RYAN: Yes.

PROF LLOYD: Well, thank you for your input. Weave listened carefully to what
you've said, and the panel has come to a decisloohais unanimous. The panel
had decided to approve the application in accorelanth the recommendation for a
number of reasons. Importantly, this site is irRanhigh density residential zone.
That is to say the council’s planning for this aeeaisages high four — R4 high
density residential development, that is, residefitat buildings of two to three
storeys in high, and this would fit — this develagrwould fit comfortably within
that kind of development. The proposal compliethwhe statutory requirements of
the State Environmental Planning Policy (AffordaBlental Housing) policy
prescribed by the State Government.

That planning control trumps the council’s plannaagtrols; that is to say, it
prevails, and it must, therefore, be given effant], as | have said, it complies with
the requirements of the State Environmental PlanRiolicy for affordable rental
housing. lItis, as I've said, in an area whichbsut to undergo transformation from
single dwellings to high density residential, anfits comfortably within that
planning control. As to the setbacks, we note tthaidevelopment complies with the
side setbacks for a residential development oftpoire of a metre, and the panel is
comfortable with it.

So the determination of the panel is to approvedthelopment as recommended.
The reasons for the decision is that the panel@tpthe findings in the assessment
report and endorses the reasons contained ingpattr Secondly, the development
is permissible in the R4 high density residentale and generally satisfies the
requirements of all the applicable planning costrolve’ll get this down.

MS AHMED: Go back up.

PROF LLOYD: The development is permissible in R¥high density residential
zone and generally complies with all the applicaddéning controls. Next, the
development will be compatible with the plannedifatcharacter of the area. Next,
for the reasons given above, approval of the agtidin is in the public interest.
That's all. | should permits note that due to pheximity to the Western Sydney
University, the likelihood is that this will be usér student accommodation, most
probably. All right. So that’'s item 5.2. Nexthank you very much. Item 5.3 is the
proposed five-storey residential flat building attb 21 Forest Grove, Epping. We
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have noticed that there are people who wish tokspesaMargaret McCartney here?
Please come forward. As — as before, your nameddress.

MS McCARTNEY: Yes, sure. My —my name is MardgavieCartney. | live at
unit 5, 12 Forest Grove, which is diagonally acrioem the site.

PROF LLOYD: You're next to the park, are you?

MS McCARTNEY: Just a bit along from the park, abthree blocks, but there is
someone here who’s next to the park who'll speéde aifie.

PROF LLOYD: Allright. Proceed.

MS McCARTNEY: Yes. |also represent the Eppingi€Trust today, which has
over 400 members. We object to this DA. We doagpee to the four reasons given
in the council’s recommendation — demonstrateiit ihe public interest. It's not in
the public interest to have non-compliance withtik&ght, non-compliance with
communal open space requirements, to not adhé¢he tdornsby DCP requirement
for indentation and individual roofs for templatesceeding 25 metres, so as to the
give the appearance of two separate building pmslirather than a single building
mass. This building represents a large single mvagsh is, if like the neighbouring
building, 23-25 Forest Grove, will act as a souratdaor amplifier for the passing
freight trains. Our streets have been so mucheragsce 23-25 was built, because
it does act as an amplifier because of its flattfro

The council’s draft local housing strategy idertfithe need to enhance the character
of local neighbourhoods. The bulk and scale of thiilding does nothing to

enhance the neighbourhood and has potential todingpethe heritage conservation
area behind it and the heritage item, Forest Riakjonally across the road. To
place the driveway to the north where there isralbe the road and next to a public
walkway presents a hazard and risk to pedestriati€ars, which speed down that
section of Forest Grove. Itis not in the pubfiterest to push the front entrance
further out towards the street, thus giving lesbaek at the front, and the removal of
all the trees on the site and the greatly-valuedrgnda street tree just to allow the
widening of the footpath is not acceptable. Syrelg footpath can be redesigned.
This overdevelopment of the site can no longeuléfjed by stating that there is a
need for greater housing supplies as Epping’s hgusirgets have been well met and
exceeded. However, Epping’s huge gap and needdoe public open space is still
to be addressed. Justifying this DA by stating itear Forest park, thereby placing
further stress on the existing short supplies @nogpace, is not in the public interest.

The landscaping plan includes planting four wateng of the verge. We request for
alternative street trees to be provided, such ashboox, like those up the road, or,
preferably, more jacarandas, which fits in with tharacter of the street or a lemon-
scented gum to replace the significant tree preshotemoved from 19 Forest
Grove. Water gums have been planted in the frbB8e25 Forest Grove and I'll
show you a picture of this. They're slow-growingdahey do nothing to soften the
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building, assist with cooling the street or privacyeening and, also, | don’'t have
time to go through the details, but we would likgequest retaining trees 15, 16, 20
and 21 as they add to the streetscape, and IMigeoyou with pictures of them as
well. Thank you.

This is a photo that shows the water gums. Thelggen planted for over 12 months
and look at the size. They're not screening thiling. They're very slow-growing
and when | asked council if they would replace thémay said, “No.” They

wouldn’t take healthy trees out and put other tieeso we’re stuck with them. This
is the little lemon-scented gum, number — I've tentthe number here — 16, which
looks healthy to us, and the arborist’s report waten in February 2018, so | — |
think it's survived since then. Likewise, thighe street jacaranda. The wires will
be removed, so it will be able to grow bigger’s ieft there, and then these are trees
20 and 21. This is the New South Wales Christnua land this is the other
jacaranda. They're right over on the boundaryeyfie not within the footplate of
the building, so | can’'t see why any of those tremddn’t be protected.

PROF LLOYD: Thank you. Christine Beasley.

MS BEASLEY: My name is Christine Beasley. | ligigectly opposite the
proposed DA, number 5/6 Forest Grove. | fully supmy neighbour, Margaret
McCartney. We are both members of the Epping Civisst. We take care of the
local herb garden and | work with Parramatta Cdumith Friends of Forest Park. It
is very necessary for me to have a dilapidationegone before and if this DA
goes ahead, because when Radray, the propertyogevel were building next door
to this DA at 23-25 Grove — Forest Grove, | feteimse vibrations. | was shaking
inside my building as | work from home. At the esfceach day, Radray would park
their huge crane across the road to our side,moftour units and others in Forest
Grove on my side. The cloud space above our dckits, highly esteemed panel,
is legally our property — that cloud space aboveunits, so | would suggest that,
hopefully, you would get Radray to — not to par&itltrane on our units opposite
this DA.

This DA presents major safety issues for hundrédssidents. Young children and
residents who are walking through to either goppigg Primary School or through
Forest Park to the station, they — as they walkss;rwith this DA, as they come out
on the left-hand side is the driveway. These céildthese residents — and cars
driving up. It will be extremely dangerous. | loat the view from my front
window. Accidents waiting to happen. Another magsue, respected members,
from the top of Forest Grove, all of the block oits — several of them — all the day
and night water use comes out of four metal gaiteas in front of 15-17 on the
other side of the public alleyway, where the cl@tdand residents are. Now, the
slush that will come from that water with this Dérf19-21 will create accidents,
once again, waiting to happen for residents.

This — this green space that is apparently goirgetoreated on top — we have Forest
Park opposite. It is a heritage park. Alreadyjight residents from the new units
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opposite — they sit on the gutter talking on timeabiles 10.30 at night. | have the
same problem. | — I live exactly alongside FoRmitk. People sitting in the park
areas midnight, talking on their mobiles. | beédtiis DA rooftop will promote lots
of people going up to the top of that DA and tadkon their mobiles. Sleep
deprivation.

PROF LLOYD: That is your three minutes.
MS BEASLEY: May | have one more minute?
PROF LLOYD: One minute.

MS BEASLEY: Thank you.

PROF LLOYD: Good.

MS BEASLEY: Thank you. This DA will impact on niiye as | only live metres
away. It takes four long months alone jackhamnggirito the rock for the carpark,
which | felt at 23-25. They had four jackhammeust that was never controlled
with water. A member of our side rang DA to lettihknow on the DA they were
meant to spray it, but it wasn’'t done. To legalljpstantiate my worry about
working in the first four months, | had an — anastc sound test was done by the
State government environmental division in 2008ybich you would see the copy.
The panel made special — | made special refereniteetacoustic report to measure
the noise disturbance related to the widening gfiligpRoad — in relation to down
the hill where | was alongside the park. The rssoi this test panel found that |
would be disrupted with construction noises wité wWidening of Epping Road and,
as a result, | was offered relocation. This iswoykplace, my home. It will
impound negatively on my health, particularly ie first four jackhammering
months, to live and work in such intolerable coiodis that this DA presents. Could
the panel, please, address my concerns and makgpartunity to meet with the
developer to address. | object to this DA for-thfer the reasons stated. Thank you.

PROF LLOYD: Before you leave - - -
MS BEASLEY: Yes.
PROF LLOYD: - - -you mentioned earlier in youldsess about the crane.

MS BEASLEY: Yes. When they're building the matbirey, of course, they
demolish the house and then they — they dig focénpark, which takes four months
through rock. Every site along — opposite whereavechas taken four months, and
with Radray, they had two big lead pencils, not,@mal then two huge bulldozers at
the same time. It was double the noise, becauysmiifead in the DA, they want to
do it in faster time. They completed that onender a year. Did | answer your
question, sir?
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PROF LLOYD: No. You mentioned a crane.

MS BEASLEY: Yes. Well, when they're building thegh-rise, they have a crane
and they dig it into the ground and it's very, vaigh as the height of the building
progresses. Across the road, they have builte-dre allowed, but seven with the
mezzanines happening. So they go that heightaarde end of the day, sir, they
park that crane over to our side of the street.

PROF LLOYD: Have you seen — they're a proposeadlitmn of consent, which
I'll read to you.

MS BEASLEY: Yes.
PROF LLOYD:

No part of any crane is to extend, operate or otherwise encroach the airspace
of any adjoining properties at any time, including outside construction work
hours, unless an agreement to do so has been reached between the devel oper
and any relevant property owners, including strata body. Such agreement must
bein place prior to the installation of any component of the crane.

That is a proposed condition of consent.

MS BEASLEY: Well, I'm glad to hear it, sir, ande dilapidation report, | am very
keen to have, not just from a photo of a front patit in a file, but the side of our
property — on the garage side, there is alreadg@kcwhich we’ve investigated and
there’s no issue with that, but as | felt the vilana from the building of 23-25 — and
this will be much worse. That's why | won't — atigk noise. How can | work in my
studio at the front? It would be impossible, I'adgo say — but impossible.

PROF LLOYD: You - you accept that there mustdmme development opposite,
do you?

MS BEASLEY: |am not— | am not — we are not agapeople having somewhere
to live.

PROF LLOYD: I mean, you know it's zoned for higknsity residential here?

MS BEASLEY: Yes. Well, we've had several bloakanits built in the last four
years opposite.

PROF LLOYD: So you expect that there would béoakof units opposite?
MS BEASLEY: Oh, yes.

PROF LLOYD: Yes.
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MS BEASLEY: Yes, but I'm against the design of tiriveway for the safety of
pedestrians. The water’'s coming out of severatkdmut in front of gutters at 15-
17, which is on the other side of the public langwbm very worried about people
coming out against — on the other — where the diiyeand all these pedestrians are
trying to cross Forest Grove, and with the wateniog out day and night, regularly,
from all the water use of those several blocksratfs,iup to 15-17, and outside 15-
17, the water — every couple of hours, day andtnighat’s going to flow on to this
DA. So |- I've seen them all built. I'm a praal, professional person and the —
the slush and the muck — how is it going to bepfedestrians and young children?

PROF LLOYD: Allright. Thank you.

MS BEASLEY: Thank you.

PROF LLOYD: Mr Leung, Tony Leung.

MR LEUNG: Hello. Hello, can you hear me?

PROF LLOYD: Itdoesn’t — it doesn’t amplify. dnly records.

MR LEUNG: Oh, okay. My name is Tony Leung. Ithee architect for the
proposed development.

PROF LLOYD: You are?

MR LEUNG: My name is Tony Leung.

PROF LLOYD: Yes.

MR LEUNG: I'm the architect for the - - -

PROF LLOYD: You're the architect?

MR LEUNG: - - - development.

PROF LLOYD: All right.

MR LEUNG: So I'm speaking in behalf of the appint. So to — to maybe — we
need to thank you for the concern. This journeydtarted at — meanwhile, we
launched the application in January 2019. We Iséamted this journey way back in
March 2018. We had two pre-DA meeting and twomeeting, and throughout
those meeting ..... work through the very issuétti@aneighbour has concern with.
Within this block of land, which is ..... high détys is the last remaining block of

residential-apartment land, which is 500 metre ftbmstations. It was — used to be
under Hornsby DCP. So — now with Parramatta liéeetbping the last block.
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And one of the things that | want to highlighthe theight and bulk and scale and the
density of the development. With Parramatta Cibyidil planning-control it's so
much more less than Hornsby DCP. For instantdamsby DCP they, generally —
the block is about nine metre apart. But with Baaitta they have — make it very
strict control. This is apply under ADG. So td back the front and the rear is
consistent with the entire development patentiahal apartment block in the area,
and the interface between the neighbour is toioh®DG control. That means even
though along the boundary, if some of the neighli®uatoser because it's nine metre
apart, they're four and a half, we have to set @ more to create the 12-metre,
the 18-metre and et cetera. So in our view thk dodl scale is being tested very .....
throughout the entirely period.

And with regarding to the ..... six variation inigi® we had originally communal
open space located on the ground floor. It wasutdin the two design-advisory-
panel meeting that it was agreed, to put on topalrge it could create less noise for
the resident. There was this discussion arounastyrtraditional approach of
having communal ..... open space at the ground Veweld reverberate between two
wall of the building. As such it would create evanre noise. It was for that very
reasons that it was relocated up at the top. Aacamount of communal open space
was more than what Hornsby DCP tradition requit@ictvwas only 25 per cent. We
providing a totality of 31 per cent, which wouldtrtake demands of the public park.

Lastly we wanted, basically, support a councilagdfiassessment throughout the
entire process, which we’ve respond very diligerdlyd today is — part from
responding to some of the neighbour — but | reatipted to — one minute to
basically propose some change to conditional cangdmmay talk about it. One of
them is condition 6l is talk about the duratiordefmolitions is to be completed
within five days of commencement. Now, this is &xact concern the neighbour
have. If we were to complete demolition in fiveysla- that is almost impossible. It
would create a lot of noise. So it is on that oeathat we recommend the — this
condition to be remove, and the other part of theddion 13, whereby it acts — they
ask for tanking, full tanking of the basement. sTisia general standard condition
consent applied to all — a lot of Parramatta Ci#y\where they're building right next
to river. In this instance there is no concerrhwégard to underwater table, and the
applicants have completed the development right dear without using a tanking
system.

So we would ask the panel to reconsider rephrabkiigconditions to what | have
presented in this document. So those are theltingd that | would like the panel to
consider, and — but other than that one of theblipinterest is one of the things that
has been talk about. In this development theomésmajor footpath right next to it.
At the moment you can’t even put a pram with anoffegson walk past it. So what
we have done in here is to consider along with cdhuecommendation and design
..... panel recommendation to make that footpagkssable and have a pram and a
wheelchair passing pass each other. So at thiesighoint — at the moment it's only
1.3. We are dedicating 40 square metre of landake it 1.8, to some instant 2.4 for
that very reason, allowing people from the Esseaebside to gain to the station in a
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more assessable way. So my conclusion is — sapipost of council decisions, and
this developmentis an ..... for development, andli be develop, and we believe
this is a very considered design throughout twag/earefining process with council
and design excellent panel member. Thank you.

PROF LLOYD: Have you shown these proposed amendeditions to the
council?

MR LEUNG: Not yet. My understanding is what wewld be presenting, discuss
it today.

PROF LLOYD: Well, we'd like to know the counciksew on them.
MR LEUNG: Yes.

PROF LLOYD: | mean we - - -

MR LEUNG: So basically one of the things - - -

PROF LLOYD: Here you are. Take it over to them.

MR LEUNG: Sure.

PROF LLOYD: And let them have a look at it. Walwant to know what the
council’'s view is in relation to each of these ciiod that you propose to change.

MR WAN: Did you — I'll do it outside or - - -

PROF LLOYD: You can do it outside. Yes. You chnit outside. We’'ll go on
with the next matter. And while that's going org wan move on to the next matter,
12 to 14 Collett Parade. We have a number of gelopite who are for the applicant.
There has been some tweaking of the conditionsie tau had an opportunity to
look at them?

MR TAN: Yes. Most of them .....
PROF LLOYD: Have you checked with the councit@she - - -

MS SOHINI SEN: There’s been some communicatian,I'm happy to go through
the amendments with the applicant.

PROF LLOYD: Well, I think you should sort out 8eeconditions, because there
are — there is no opposition to this development.

MS SEN: Yes.

PROF LLOYD: Butthereis- - -
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MR TAN: ..... this has the —as - - -
MS SEN: We'll just go over it.
MR TAN: Yes. We'll go over it.

PROF LLOYD: There are some changes to conditrdmsh the council now
proposes that you should look at.

MR TAN: Okay. Sure ..... have a look at - - -
PROF LLOYD: So you should go outside.
MR TAN: Okay.

MS SEN: Shall we go to 5.5?

PROF LLOYD: Allright. So we can now go on to4® 406 Church Street. Mr
Smith and Mr Sedgmen.

MS SEDGMEN: Ms Sedgmen.

PROF LLOYD: Ms Sedgmen. George and Georgina.

MS SEDGMEN: It's a George and a Georgia .....

PROF LLOYD: George and Georgina.

MS SEDGMEN: ..... project this week ..... thamuypanel.

PROF LLOYD: What do you say about the councifsgmsed hours of operation?
MS SEDGMEN: At the moment we have no objectiordancil imposing a
condition which proposes the same hours of operatsthe Royal Oak is currently
providing.

PROF LLOYD: Well, let's have a look at that. Isehave a look at that. The —
they're different.

MS SEDGMEN: Yes, because there was one set aEladoperation we
requested, and council have come back and saidhimatvould like to enforce the
hours of operation currently imposed on the exisRoyal Oak hotel.

PROF LLOYD: What do you say about a suggestian tiere be a trial period of
one year for those hours of operation?

MS SEDGMEN: We would accept a trial period of ¢ear.
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PROF LLOYD: You would?
MS SEDGMEN: Yes.

MS McDERMOTT: They are of the hours of operatibat you're currently
working with, though. So | guess one of the coamstions from the community was
the fact that, by moving across the road into ad@ew facility — it's closer to that
residential part of Parramatta, and | guess fraactimmunity point of view that 12
pm or 12 am till 3 am trading — hopefully, it wide able to be managed well.

MS SEDGMEN: Sure. They'd like to see it.

MS McDERMOTT: But if it wasn’t, there would neéal be some safety check
from the community point of view to be able to s&¥ell, look. We need to” - - -

MS SEDGMEN: Thisis .....

MS McDERMOTT: Yes. So the point of the proposeldguess the intention
behind that is just to say “Look. Good luck witletmove over the road. But if there
is, say, lots of complaints and issues with undmeiaehaviour, antisocial behaviour
that’s attracting a lot of community concern” —tthi@ere would need to be some kind
of review. So that’s was, certainly, one of theemions behind that condition.

MS SEDGMEN: And | might refer to my client fomaoment, if | can, but I think
that that is acceptable, a 12-month trial period.

UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER: May I clarify what the thigeriod .....

MS WANG: The trial period relates only to theday and Saturday trading-hours.
So — the extended hours from midnight to 3. Sont going to cover operation of
the entire pub. It'll just be a reviewable conalition the extended hours only.
PROF LLOYD: In other words what we are doing e-are imposing the hours of
operation as recommended in the conditions of adngdich are not your present
trading-hours, and imposing a trial period on thinading-hours of 12 months. Are
you comfortable with that?

UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER: If that's the panel’s pasit ..... accept .....

PROF LLOYD: And if there’s no complaints, thenuycan vary the — you can have
— you can remove the trial-period component of.that

MS SEDGMEN: The 12-month trial — yes .....
PROF LLOYD: Are you happy with the other condis®

UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER: Okay.
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MS SEDGMEN: George is going to speak on someitiond. | was going to
generally address some objector concerns, becdgieve there were some
coming, but, apparently, there’s not.

PROF LLOYD: No.

MS SEDGMEN: So generally I'd be saying — as yewware, the property’s been
acquired. We have a demolition date we're deakiily. If that results in a 12-
month trial period on hours of operation, it's morgortant, that we get relocated at
the moment so the Royal Oak has a place to movintterms of conditions of
consent — | might ask George to come up, becaese ttere a few he wanted to
speak to.

PROF LLOYD: All right.

MS SEDGMEN: Thank you.

PROF LLOYD: Mr Smith.

MR SMITH: George Smith. I'm a planning-consultahhope my voice is audible.
Flu’'s been getting at me. I've been asked to askhie deletion of three conditions

of the 92. Two are very simple. Conditions 88 88defer to registered clubs, and
we’re not dealing with a registered club.

PROF LLOYD: Justa moment. Let’s find them.

MR RYAN: 8493.

PROF LLOYD: 88?

MR SMITH: 88 and 89.

PROF LLOYD: 88 and 89.

MR SMITH: And while I'm on that page — there d&requent references to the .....

liquor, racing and — liquor, gaming and racing, e¥hceased to exist 10 years ago.

It's should be “Liquor and Gaming New South Wales™the independent liquor-

and-gaming Authority”. The other condition - - -

PROF LLOYD: Wait a minute. So you would, simpigk for the deletion of the
those conditions. Do you?

MR SMITH: Yes.

PROF LLOYD: Council?
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MS WANG: | think we can make reference to theearbody, but | don’'t know
what would remove those conditions. You've goeaisting licence, though. So
it's being transferred, I’'m assuming.

MR SMITH: Sorry. | can't hear you.

MS WANG: So we can have — we’re happy to ameedabrding of those
conditions, but | don’t know whether we can actyaimove them, because they are
standard conditions for registered premises.

MR SMITH: They might be standard commission, ity relate to a club, and
we’re dealing with a pub.

MS WANG: It's the liquor component that we’re aally covering, but we can edit
the wording of that.

MR SMITH: Well, they only merely state what'stime law. You can’t sell liquor,
unless you got a licence.

MS WANG: That’s right.
MR SMITH: You don’t need to put that in a develognt consent.

MS WANG: It's generally just for caution, muclkdi a lot of the CC conditions, but

MR RYAN: You're concerned about the bracketshe heading, | think. The
actual — as you say, the wording of the condittealf is, essentially, what you'll
need to do to comply with the law. It's just tlaetfthat it refers to registered club in
the heading.

MS WANG: The headings will not appear on thaicebf determination. They're
just headings that are generated by our system.

MR SMITH: Well, first - - -

MS WANG: You won't see that.

MR SMITH: Let me go a bit further. Condition 8Ad 89 refer to gaming. Section
209 of the Gaming Machines Act says that councihcadimpose any condition in
relation to gaming-machines. So they're ultrasir®Vhether they're standard

condition or not, they’re ultra vires.

PROF LLOYD: Council?
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MS WANG: So for the conditions that we can’t insepI’'m happy to remove
those. For the precautionary conditions, we caerghthe wording. So if there’s no
— this is 89, right?

MR SMITH: 89. 87 is also good.

PROF LLOYD: 87 as well. So looking at 87, 88 &%d

MR SMITH: 87 — 87 and 89 are the same if you talkethe “registered club” bit.
MS WANG: So we will delete the duplicate. Sol88 happy to remove, and - - -

PROF LLOYD: What Mr Smith is saying is that thaseditions are otiose. | think
that's the word.

MR SMITH: Yes.

MS WANG: Yes. So based on that wording, 88 adid@h go. Okay, so I've
renewed 86 as well, and it appears it covers nfoghat 87 through to 89 are asking
for, so I'm happy to delete those conditions.

PROF LLOYD: You're happy to delete them?

MS WANG: Yes.

PROF LLOYD: All right.

MS WANG: That's fine. They're covered by 86.

PROF LLOYD: They are otiose.

MS WANG: That’s right.

PROF LLOYD: Yes.

MR SMITH: And the other one is condition 11, wiiagain is otiose because of it
transcends the section 209.

PROF LLOYD: Well, that relates to the actual glaent of the machine.
MR SMITH: Still covered by section 209.

PROF LLOYD: Yes. This submission doesn’t calrg same force, Mr Smith, but

MR SMITH: Well, if you read section 209, whichaspage 7 of the Social Impact
Assessment, subsection (3):
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A consent authority (within the meaning of the Environmental Planning and
Assessment Act) cannot, as a condition of any development consent under the
Act, prohibit or otherwise regulate or restrict the installation, keeping or
operation of gaming machinesin a hotel.
PROF LLOYD: Well, what do you say about that, Gail?
MS WANG: Sir, the purpose of our conditions arg@teserve residential amenity
and, notwithstanding, | don’t believe it would hgpeopriate for us to allow the
machines to be placed anywhere. So we need somdekcertainty in issuing a
development consent that it's going to be in atiocathat’s suitable. In this case in
terms of noise and disturbance, it can’t possilelybt in terrace or courtyard.
PROF LLOYD: What regulation was that you justdeat, Mr Smith?
MR SMITH: Section 209 of the Gaming Machines Act.

PROF LLOYD: Well, then we don’t have the powewre don’t have the power to
impose this condition.

MS WANG: In that case, we will have to take it.of
PROF LLOYD: Do we agree, panel?

MS McDERMOTT: | would be interested in seeing wtiee relevant, you know,
case law is. | mean, it would be best to defgmio and your experience, but - - -

PROF LLOYD: Mr Smith is an experienced planneowtknow well - - -
MS McDERMOTT: Yes.

PROF LLOYD: - - - professionally, and he has juestd the regulation. We don’t
have the power to impose that condition.

MR RYAN: | suppose | would want to ask, thenthat condition fundamental to
your recommendation on this application?

MS WANG: The condition itself is not fundamentaiit we need to be satisfied that
we’re affording a reasonable level of amenity widential development nearby. So
again, it's a precaution that I'm sure, as a menolbé&ine community, we would like

to see.

PROF LLOYD: But if we haven'’t got the power to thas - - -

MS WANG: Well, then, yes - - -

PROF LLOYD: - - -then it has got to go.
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MS WANG: Exactly. So the reason we've imposad for what | just said, but if
there’s no power for us to impose it, there’s rigguess there’s no contest as to
whether or not it stays. It was just to mitigategmtial impacts.

MS McDERMOTT: Would the trading hour changeskha trial, would that - - -
MS WANG: Not really.
MS McDERMOTT: - - - would that — if there weresiges around - - -

MS WANG: It assists with the additional extendetling hours to 3 am, definitely,
but it doesn’t necessarily relate directly to thecmnes.

PROF LLOYD: Do you agree we don’'t —we can’t ilmpdhat condition?

MR REED: Well, the real issue for me is the praeeat of poker machines outside
in a—in aterrace. | can’t think of any locatiwwhere that’s allowed.

MR SMITH: Almost every hotel has poker machinassale in what they call a
smoke-free environment, and this is what this gaud is. It has got a partial roof
over it and it complies with the Smoke-free Envirent Act. And the whole point
of it is to get poker machines out where peoplestaake.

MR REED: Nextto accommodation.
MR SMITH: Yes.

MR REED: That's the — the issue here is thafpihie — it's not in a pub. The pub is
now in a retail shop with apartments on top of it.

MR SMITH: Yes.

MR REED: To then have a terrace with poker mashend smoking, which is
what you're talking about, | would have thoughtttha significant impact on your
immediate neighbours. I'm not arguing we can'te-e@an’t enforce the requirement.
But when you say every pub has got an outdoor “djagplarea”, in inverted
commas, and smokers ..... Yes. But the prednattthey’re in is totally different to
what this pub is going to.

MR SMITH: Well, this courtyard is bounded on thrgdes by the building above.
There’s currently a low-rise building on the foustilde, which will presumably be
redeveloped. There is mechanical — as | understamg:chanical ventilation
provided in the courtyard to convey smoke to thad.rat still complies with the
Smoke-free Environment - - -

MR REED: 1 agree that we can’t enforce that ctadi
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PROF LLOYD: We can't legally impose that conditio

MR REED: No.

PROF LLOYD: Allright. So condition 11 will haue be deleted. Panel agree?
MS McDERMOTT: Yes.

PROF LLOYD: Panel agree?

MS McDERMOTT: Yes, yes.

PROF LLOYD: All right. Anything else?

MR SMITH: No, that’s — | could — | could say & kEbout a lot of other conditions,
but | won’t. No, that’s all.

PROF LLOYD: Allright. Thank you. All right, peel. Well, apart from the
deletion of those conditions and the impositiothef time-limited condition relating
to - - -

MR RYAN: The trial operating hours.
PROF LLOYD: - - -the hours of operation, are wwanimous? We are.
MR REED: Yes. Yes.

PROF LLOYD: Allright. Well, the panel has contea unanimous determination
to adopt the recommendation to approve the apmité change the use of the
ground floor from the retail premises to a licenfmatl and drink premises — that is,
a pub — subject to conditions. And the conditim®lve the deletion of conditions
11, 87, 88 and 89, because they are both otioseeyahd power of the council to
impose. And there is an additional condition iatato the hours of operation for a
trial period of 12 months. And the decision of ganel is unanimous, and the
reasons for decision are there. The panel supphetndings in the assessment
report and endorses the reasons for approval caatan that report, subject to the
changed conditions noted above. All right, thaald,yMr Smith. Thank you, Ms
Sedgmen. That deals with item 5.5. Going badteta 5.4, are you happy with the
conditions that are now proposed?

MR LEUNG: Indeed, yes. We've resolved - - -
PROF LLOYD: You are?
MR LEUNG: Yes. Sorry. I'm so sorry.

PROF LLOYD: You can go away.
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MR ........... You just got a — you just got abding house approval.

PROF LLOYD: 5.4. Are you — now, | will ask yolet question, are you happy
with the conditions that are now proposed?

MR TAN: Yes, | am very happy.

PROF LLOYD: You're very happy. Very good. Sustis the proposed boarding
house. There are no objections. It complies wfditthe planning controls, and the
panel is unanimous in preparing to accept the revendation. There’s a mistake in
paragraph (b). It says “pursuant to section 4.1W§t should read “4.16”. And the
reasons for determination are those set out imskessment report on page 297
immediately above the recommendation. So if yotoghe assessment report - - -
MS AHMED: You want me to add them? Yes.

PROF LLOYD: They're all there.

MS AHMED: That's okay. | will do that beforesend them to you .....

PROF LLOYD: One, two, three, four.

MS AHMED: Sure.

PROF LLOYD: Allright? Good. All right. Now wean come back to item 5.3.
MR TAN: Thank you.

PROF LLOYD: Have you sorted out those conditions?

MR LEUNG: Indeed | have. Thank you so much.

PROF LLOYD: Are you happy with it?

MR LEUNG: Yes.

MR RYAN: |just have one question.

PROF LLOYD: Yes.

MR RYAN: |don’t know whether it's to you or tlewuncil. The street — one of the
neighbours raised the issue of street trees. Warehe selector of the street trees,

or was that imposed by the council?

MR LEUNG: Like, | followed what's the landscapaide of the council.
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MR RYAN: Is anyone aware of the — your councildacape? Are you able to
commenton - - -

MR WAN: In terms of the species of this replacetrsreet tree, it was selected by
our landscape architect, but unfortunately that - -

MR RYAN: | can’t hear you.

MR WAN: So the species of the replacement streetwas selected by our
landscape officer and it was placed in the prowisibdidn’t question him on the
actual species.

MR RYAN: Okay. So you're not able to sort of@ffan opinion as to - - -

MR WAN: Yes, which species is better or not.

MR RYAN: Is there an opportunity to possibly reddhe condition to allow the
selection to be revisited so that street tree pignt that is a specific — what
condition is it? It's - - -

MR WAN: Condition 14 specifies - - -

MR RYAN: 14.

MR WAN: - - - the actual — the species.

MR RYAN: Is there an opportunity for that posgilbb be to the satisfaction of — a
tree selected to the satisfaction of the countabslscape person?

MR WAN: Yes, lcan---

MR RYAN: And then there might be some opportundy - -
MR WAN: Yes.

MR RYAN: - - - hear what the - - -

MR WAN: | can remove the actual reference togpecific species and just have
street trees to be replaced subject to future - - -

PROF LLOYD: Approval by council or - - -
MR WAN: - - - future consultation with the couhsilandscape officer.

PROF LLOYD: Is that — so do you want to changewlording of any condition
here?
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MR RYAN: Yes. Just that condition, just in reodgn - - -
PROF LLOYD: Which condition is it?
MR RYAN: 14.

MS McDERMOTT: And you were — as | understangat,) were wanting these
established trees retained; is that — was that yosition?

MS McCARTHY: Not all of them, but some of therhhe ones on the boundaries.

MS McDERMOTT: And has council, obviously, givdretworks — the significant
building works that are — is actually taking plaisethat even viable?

MR REED: Not with the excavation for basementanking.

MS McDERMOTT: [ wouldn’t think so. Yes. So | gss that that’s the challenge,
is that, you know, they are very beautiful tread,the scale of what is proposed — |
just don’t think that that would be viable, unforauely.

MS McCARTHY: The street trees, the jacaranda-and

PROF LLOYD: No, no, no. We're not talking abdi¢ street trees. We're talking
about the trees onsite that you've identified.

MS McDERMOTT: Onsite, yes. But I think certairthyere would be — what you're
saying is that perhaps some input or change, psriapyou know, what's proposed
onsite, you know, might be able to be accommodaduetthe - - -

MR RYAN: This was the street trees | think yourgvtalking about.

MR REED: Can | seek clarification on the conditior the dilapidation survey and
report for the private properties?

MR WAN: Yes.

MR REED: I'm just confirming that unit 5/6 on Fest Grove, being opposite the
current site, would be incorporated as an immediaighbour.

MR WAN: Yes. So joining them is usually the teo the side and - - -
PROF LLOYD: And opposite?

MR WAN: That one I'm not too sure, but | can eaély add that in and make it —
make it more specific to ensure that that propisrtgcluded.

MS BEASLEY: I'm at the closest point.
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PROF LLOYD: So what condition are we looking at?

MR RYAN: That's DCO3, dilapidation survey repfot private properties.
PROF LLOYD: 56 -- -

MR RYAN:

Prior to the commencement of any excavation works onsite, the applicant must
submit approval by a principal certifying authority ..... dilapidation report.

PROF LLOYD: *“Of all neighbouring structures”.

MR RYAN: And there’s also a provision for the gechnical report, which is
focused on the ground'water flow, which is DCO4ldrasses Ms Beasley’'s
concerns ..... construction.

MR REED: 56 and 57.

PROF LLOYD: 56 and 57.

MR WAN: Yes, | can add it.

PROF LLOYD: So after the words “all neighbourstguctures”, add “including
those opposite”. Those words are inserted. Arnd #% other condition, | mean,
the applicant objected to condition - - -

MR WAN: 6l.

MR REED: .....

PROF LLOYD: The applicant objected to conditidn 6

MR WAN: Yes.

PROF LLOYD: Are you happy to delete that?

MR WAN: I'm happy to delete that one.

PROF LLOYD: That has been agreed? Okay, good.

MR WAN: And then if we turn to condition 13, itag agreed that | couldn’t delete
it, because it was a development engineer condition

PROF LLOYD: Yes.

MR WAN: So we would read that ..... leave it fmw, and then there will be .....
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PROF LLOYD: AnNd there’s this additional conditiabout the crane.
MR WAN: Yes, and we can add that one in as well.
PROF LLOYD: | think you're well looked after here

MS BEASLEY: In the last paragraph, sir, whetheu yould consider inviting
Radray to consider what they can do for me in dlskhammering four months.

PROF LLOYD: There is a construction managemean pihat covers all that sort of
thing.

MS BEASLEY: Sohowdol---
PROF LLOYD: There’s quite a detailed constructmanagement plan.

MS BEASLEY: How do | deal with the noise and @bons? Because | work
directly opposite.

PROF LLOYD: Well, there are — they can only wdtking limited hours, for
example. | don’t think I've got the hours heret lus limited.

MS BEASLEY: But | work from home directly oppaosit

PROF LLOYD: Well, we can’t — | mean, you — theg’'got to be allowed to build.
MS BEASLEY: I'm not saying don’t build.

PROF LLOYD: No.

MS BEASLEY: But just remove me for the first fomonths, please, as the State
Government did in relation to the widening of EgpRoad to where | live.

PROF LLOYD: Well - - -

MS BEASLEY: The State Government at this teshfibthat | was — | couldn’t
handle that noise at night, and they removed ma feeriod of time.

PROF LLOYD: Well, there will be no noise at nidtdre.

MS BEASLEY: No, no, no. But there will certainbg in those four months - - -
PROF LLOYD: Yes.

MS BEASLEY: And | work with sound, so — | teachim formally with Opera

Australia, and | teach everyday people how to siiigin the — in that front room.
So I won’t be able to play, they won't be able &ah | will be deprived of an
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income for the first four months. I'm not sayirigetwhole year, because we've lived
with all of that. I'm just very concerned aboue thirst four months of — and | ask
that the panel would consider if, | don’t know, aeting could be arranged with
Radray and they listen to my concerns and do sangetbr me.

PROF LLOYD: | think that might be in the consttioo plan anyway. Isit? It's
usually contained — that’s usually a standard @anghe construction management
plan.

MS BEASLEY: The State Government actually reledaine because of the noise.
I’'m not asking for relocation, but maybe some safaoneys for that four months
where | would be losing the income. And | find— -

PROF LLOYD: Well, we can’t — we can’t impose tlsatt of condition. That's
beyond our power. We are not the State Governmefaytunately.

MS BEASLEY: Sorry.
PROF LLOYD: Nice try. Nice ry.

MS BEASLEY: Yes. But when they were building 23-and the excavation
started, four months, clouds of white smoke, yocimtgdren around, residents, in
their DA they were asked to down that with wateragp they did not. We had to
ring council. They put one lone man on a hugelbfoc four months, dust. And we
had to ring for the noise inside my property — appty there’s someone that will be
managing that. When? We had to ring several timig's okay.” How does that
help us to live day-in day-out with this incredilmleise? We’re not against
development.

PROF LLOYD: Well, | mean, as | said, we're not thtate Government. We can
only - - -

MS BEASLEY: No, no, no. But you've implementdudht that hosing should be
occurring during the four months.

PROF LLOYD: Yes.

MS BEASLEY: It didn’'t happen at 23-25. I'm waed about Radray’s obeyance of
the rules.

PROF LLOYD: Well, if they don’t obey the rulesply can report it.

MS BEASLEY: Well, the number was rang often aegarted it. Why should
residents have to be ringing Parramatta Councihaltime - - -

PROF LLOYD: Well, | mean - - -
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MS BEASLEY: - --when they're like — they knowe rules.

PROF LLOYD: | mean, you're assuming that they weomply. We can’t assume
that.

MS BEASLEY: Well, they didn’t when they constradt23-25.

PROF LLOYD: | mean, well, we can't assume thlatnean, all we can do is
impose these conditions.

MS BEASLEY: Okay. Thank you for listening to me.

PROF LLOYD: Allright. So that's the determinaiti. You've got it. Yes, it's
there.

MS AHMED: Unanimous?
PROF LLOYD: Allright. And did you note the adidnal words in condition - - -

MS AHMED: That conditions 56 and 57 be amendeith¢tude structures opposite
the development?

PROF LLOYD: Yes. Correct.
MR WAN: And also condition 14, about the streett- - -

MS AHMED: So have we agreed that condition 1gasg in with a change to —
about the street trees? How would you like tha¢raed?

MR RYAN: It's a— we will get rid of the box thapecifies the — the following
street tree shall be planted within the road resdowur street trees shall be planted
within the road reserve as approved by councilighe is it, landscape - - -

MR WAN: Landscape officer.

MR RYAN: - - - landscape officer. And then thet& and the reasons can stay the
same; it's just removal of the boxes.

MS AHMED: Okay, cool. ..... So was it unanim®dus
PROF LLOYD: Unanimous, yes.
MS AHMED: And did you have any additional reas®ns

PROF LLOYD: No. Allright. Done? Thank you yenuch. | can formally close
the meeting at 4.55. Thank you for your attendance

.COUNCIL MEETING 19.11.19 P-33
©Auscript Australasia Pty Limited  Transcript in Gmence



RECORDING CONCLUDED [4.56 pm]

.COUNCIL MEETING 19.11.19 P-34
©Auscript Australasia Pty Limited  Transcript in Gmence



