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Councﬂlors «

ﬁne-tune

”FBLS

Willoughbyv Councillors debated the Foreshore Building

Lines on Monday 24 May before a full public: gallery.
Following many speeches, Council endorsed the need
for FBL s but made significant changes to the lines
recommended by planning consultants. Mitchell
McCotter and Council’s professwnal Plannlng Officers.

Thrrteen resrdents made presentatrons to Council during the .

" debate. Five strongly supported the FBLs recommended by .

Council Officers and two wanted the lines recommended by
tchell McCotter, in one case because the Officer’s recom-
endation would allow undesirable development down the

slope. Their themes were the need to ensure justice and equity

for foreshore residents by protecting their existing amenity,
and to guard against the negative impacts of the-inevitable -
increase in development pressure on the natural environment

- of the Middle Harbour foreshores. Several argued that the
foreshores were a srgnnfrcant heritage treasure for the ‘wider

'commumty :

Five residents argued against the FBLs as an inequitable
intrusion into their property rights. They felt they had been
unfairly treated in terms of the proportion of their land affected by.
- development controls relative to others, as such restrictions on
further development affected the value of land. '

The debate was shaped by CIr Judith Rutherford, who
moved that WLEP 95 be amended to incorporate the
recommendations as outlined in the report dated 19
November 1997 (the Officer’s recommendations), with further -
amendments at 57 Neerim Road, Castle Cove; 56-98 The
Bulwark; all'of Sugarloaf Crescent 173, 203, 325, 329 and
‘7 Edinburgh Road; and 1-25 The Scarp. Cir Rutherford
K«g’bled her amendment and map of the proposed changes
and copies were made for other councillors and the gallery.
“The amendments included substantial changes to the FBLs
discussed by councillors for Sugarloaf Crescent and The Scarp.
The Director, Environmental Services and other councillors
stated that they had not previously seen the changes and were -
unable to comment on whether they were consustent w1th the
planning prlnCIples of the FBL.

Clr Stevens, seconded by CIr Oreb, moved an amendment’ '
that the FBLs be abolished, but as no other councillors supported
this position, the debate then focused on the basis for locating:
the FBL on individual properties.

Clr.Rutherford and her colleagues argued that individuals
should have “reasonable rights” to develop their land as they
wished, and therefore councillors should personally intervene
to “fine-tune” the line, to find a compromise between the public .
interest and individual rights. Clr Mustaca said that while the
total community’s rights must be protected, there was scope
to “fine-tune” the FBL in order to find a compromise which better
met the rights of land owners.

The basis for this so-called “flne-tunlng was the core of
the concern of other councillors. Clrs. Lamb and Fogarty
argued that the proposed changes lacked rationale in terms
of planning principles and could open Council to challenges

. in court. They stated that the officers’ recommendations.had

already provided the ‘middle ground’, and noted that FBLs owe
their legitimacy to legislation which has its own consistency
and certainty, and that the basis for locating the. Ime must
relate to the stated objectives of the FBLs. ,

As there isno basis in the legislation to make decisions based
on the proportion of land affected by a FBL, Cir Lamb stated

“i: that Councillors were departing from their responsibilities in

making ad hoc decisions which lacked a sound planning base.
She challenged Councillors to find any statement in planning
law which allows decisions based on the proportlon of land
affected by a plannlng instrument. -

Cir Randle highlighted the regional significance of the
foreshores and the importance of upholding sound planning
prmcrples Clr Morgan argued that the natural beauty of the
land in question will uphold its value for future generations.
She noted that Council had invested $62,000 in court costs to
prove its right to impose an FBL and that the Court of Appeal
had ruled Council had acted reasonably in doing so. ClrMorgan

. was concerned that Council had spent a lot of time:in public_

consultation onthis issue, but it now was proposing to ignore

. sound professional advice with last minute changes and she

could not support such a move.

(WHAT THEY SAID
speaking fot Clr Rutherford’s motion

i “fine-tuning” is what we’re trying to do’.

T'don’t see that the position of these FBLs will cause any problcm
for the wildlife cottidor. They can find their way around structures’.

" ‘Senior residents who have lived here so long and have struggled
so hard ... I don’t see why they should not do what they like on
their own property
‘The line I proposed for Sugarloaf 4 a compromise’.

Clr Stevens: “We are talking about democracy. If we have to put
an FBL on a property, we should resume the property and com-

pensate the ownet....We have preservation for the trees. If you lived
there, how would you feel? It’s O.K. for us (Councillors), we don’t

- live there...] support the FBL if we resume and pay compensation’.

Clr Rutherford: “This is the jewelof the whole city of Wﬂloughby, jon other properties with o FBL,  successive leap frog down the

" most divisive I have seen on this Council, We want to be seen to be

' %)
Clr McCurrich: ‘From a purely personal point of view I see no
reduction in value on my property by an FBL ... but I have seen

propetties to get in front of the other. I think this goes a long way.
to protecting the foreshores for the future’.

Clr Mustaca: (speaking of Australian democracy) ..We champion
individual freedom. A-man’s home is his castle. Freehold Title will
even extinguish Native Title’. ’

“To want to keep foreshores green and in a natural state is a goal we
all want to pursue. It is unfortunate that this issue has become the

fair — fair and compassionate. (But at times when we cannot, we
must be wise”).

“We must be fair and equitable. We expect owners to maintain land
all the way to the water and pay rates and they will pay land tax on
..This is about hundreds of millions of dollars’.
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Salvos’ Red Shield Appeal :

This year, Castlecrag residents donated $5,800, up from last
year's $4,400. Around 50 houses were missed, owing to a
shortage of local collectors, but it was a very good result,
and every suburb is integral to the Salvation Army’s target of
$8 million. Thanks to all those who gave their money, thanks

to those who gave their sunny Sunday to door-knock, and |

_ especially to Diana Jones and Mr McDonald, who co-

ordinated opetations in Castlecrag. We can be sure every .

cent will be well spent.

New Minister for St. James’ & St. John’s Churches

The Rev. Geoff Leader will be inducted in a spemal service'

at St. John’s church, Willoughby on 23 July. Before studying
to become a minister of the church, Geoff was an Electrical
Engineer and an active lay person in various churches. He
has had extensive experience:in youth work and all parish

activities in Sylvania, where Geoff was assistant minister at St

John's there. Geoff’s wife, Kathy, is a qualified social worker
and they have three teenage children.

" The Leaders are looking forward to meeting their local com-
munities of Castlecrag and Willoughby, and all are invited to
attend the special service. Howard Rubie will drive the Council
bus to pick up senior (or other) residents, so if you would like
to be on the bus, please phone June Raymond onh 9958 4739,

Damaging Harold Reid Reserve

This superb Reserve is suffering. Here's why:

e large dogs running through the reserve off their Ieashes
" and owners:not cleaning up after them

» - mountain bikes being used on the bush tracks

« ‘people breaking off vegetation as high as they can reach.
Given that it is a nature reserve and not an urban park, what
‘a shame that thoughtless damage is being caused to the
best reserve within 15 minutes of the city. '

L. J. HOOKER chsTichus

oL HOOKER CASTLECRAG TEAM
| Bronja, Richard, Graham, Heidi
91 Edinburgh Road, Castlecrag NSW 2068
Tel: (02) 9958 1800 Fax: (02) 9958 6063
AH. (02) 9969 4124

Issue No 120 .

Mmdmg your dog’s business

Having just visited Perth | noticed that the availability of pooch
bags in most parks, plus an education program and the pres-
ence of rangers, has resulted in people picking up after their
dogs. Is there anything we can do to solve the preblem in
our area? About 5% of dog walkers carry plastic bags that |
have noticed.

The childrens’ play park in Edlnburgh Road is a favourite
dropping ground. It is amazing that dog owners are either
unaware or uncaring of the dangers to small children who
play in the same sand that the dogs find so convenient to
defecate in. One of the people who live in the immediate

“vicinity told me that he mentioned this to a dog owner, who
~‘was -watching his dog sully the sand at the foot of the

childrens’ slide and the owner told him to ‘mind his own busi-
ness’. What can we do to raise awareness:of this issue?

Hilary McDonald, Edinburgh Road

(Ed: The CPA will raise the ‘doggybag’issue with Councﬂ
Other Sydney Councils have been successful with a program
similar to that in Peith — but the message is clear:
when you walk your dogs, please clean up after them).

y

Storm water tanks

When our family moved to Castlecrag in 1994, it struck me
just how inadequately prepared we all were to defend what
had attracted us to live here in the first place. It seemed logical
that as our house was on a slope backing onto bush on the

" northern escarpment, the erection of a water storage tank to

contain stormwater run-off seemed a more sensible solution
{and more environmentally friendly, cheaper, quicker and

' quieter) than digging through metres of bedrock to install a

water detention pit. I'm sure that many existing houses in
Castlecrag have inadequate provision for stormwater run-off.

My suggestion is, why don’t more residents examine the option
of installing stormwater storage tanks in-a discreet position
on their properties? In some cases, the tanks could be in-

~ stalled in the undercroft of houses .on a slope. Cost of the

tanks and (non-PVC) pipes should be borne by residents; ‘the.
cost of maintenance, shared by residents, Council and fire-
fighting authorities.

Craig McCanhy, Edmburgh Road

| Michae! and Elisabeth Cattoen guarantee

- 87 Edmburgh Road
. ‘Castlecrag 2068
Castlecraq Kitchen BRrEIRCEELEEE T
‘ Fax. 9958 1219

you the freshest ingredicnts and poultry for:
e Barbeque, Tandoori and
Portuguese style chickens
o Avariety of vegetables
o Delicious salads made daily
oh the premises

In the evenings our Thai chef
prepares delectable Thai dishes &
hoodles for your take home dinners

- NOW ,OPEN ON SUNDAYS

‘for your convenience
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Councillors “fine-tune” FBLs (continued)
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"WHAT THEY SAID
Speakers against Clt Rutherford’s motion

¢ (and for Clr Lamb’s amendment to incorporate

the Council Officers’ recommendations)

: Clr Randle: “This has regional significance ...We have a golden
oppottunity — a planning principle we must maintain. It’s going
to protect our land, our foreshores for future generations’.

Clr Fogarty: “We have to rise above the local items and move to
a broader concept ... There is another whole body of landowners
who have yet to understand what it (proposed changes) will mean
to them’. 4 ) o ‘

¢ “The problem I have with the motion as put; there is no-rational
argument for what is put ...My fear is that this motion as it proceeds
is that it will create problems ...that it will go to court ...I predict
¢ we will ¢ome to rue the day’. :

Clr Morgan: ‘The decisions we make here tonight we could make
every 10 years — to move the line closer to the water’....I believe

‘the silent majotity dzsupport the placement of the FBL as the.

consultants’ recommend’. -

* well informed council officers; and we should take their advice...I
_ congratulate the Council officers for their long patierice, as we
councillors are less knowledgeable ...I support and endorse their

~ “this doesn’t seem to be fair; this person has X percentage of

- to defend in the future’.

apply planning controls with the most legitimate planning tools
~ —as s done right across the city’. :

“)

“We choose to ignote the advice of well informed consultants,

work to try to make a fair and equitable outcome for all residents
and the whole of Sydney Harbour’. ‘

Clr Lamb: “What we seem to be doing this evening, as we have
done on inspections, is to move from general principles to say:

land affected, this person has. ¥ percentage of land affected.”
...If we weaken particular locations because it seems /27, this
exactly is the sort of decision which is a ptinciple we will have

‘Poor decisions have been made in the past. All we can do is
acknowledge it, accept it, rather than say, “we made a mistake,
we will have to make amends” —and so continue on the process’.

‘Nobody is trying to “take land away”. We ate attempting to

o S s 2 5 j ) '

CAMP -CREEK

tur

?ecia[is'ts in-trim lamb cuts, Aams,

eys and all your special requirements
- Free home delivery Tuesdays & Fridays
ORLOE OB OE OO OB OB W O R 3 WO M A

Corﬁer,ﬂ(deﬁurn ﬁlveﬁue and ’Zdinﬁu(‘gﬁ-‘?(oa({ ,
Telephone orders 9958 4274

ouncillor Lamb’s amendment to incorporate the

Council officers’ recommendations of 19. November
1997 was defeated 8 votes to 5 (Clrs Bartels and Raymond
were absent). ’

Clr Brasch theén moved a further amendment which accepted

. minor changes in Clr Rutherford’s motion, but removed the
changes to the FBL in Sugarloaf Crescent, and at 173 and.
203 Edinburgh' Road. He argued:that the issue was not
about property rights, but the use of sound planning con-
trols to protect the environment. His'amendment ac-
cepted the compromise where it did not:undermine the
principles of the FBL — which he said was clearly the case

- with the proposed changes in.Sugarloaf Crescent, while
he could not see any rationale for the proposed changes-
at 173 Edinburgh Road. '

This amendment was also lost 8 votes to 5. CIr Ruther-
- ford's motion- was then passed. Council will now proceed

to place the revised FBLs on public exhibition, when the

public will be invited to comment in the usual process.

‘Richardson & Wrench
Castlecrag 9958 1200

81 Edinburgh Road, Castlecrag, 2068
YOUR PREMIER AGENT ;
Castlecrag — Middle Cove — Castle Cove

Are you interested to know.

How much-your property is worth?

How long it would take to sell?

How much would it cost?

|s there market demand for your property?

If so, contact our office today for Real Estate advice
from agents who really know your area and get results.

IT COSTS NO MORE FOR THE BEST

Providing excellence in Real Estate Service
Combined over 20 years Real Estate experience
; Mark O’Brien — Manager

John Gallagher — Licensed Agent & Auctioneer




L

' THE CRAG

Whlch bank n0vv=>

The disappearance of the Commonwealth Bank and ATM
after a 57 year association with the Castlecrag has caused
much inconvenience for our residents and businesses.

However CPA Vice- Presrdent Howard Rubie has been active -

in voicing the community loss to the Commonwealth Bank,
andin seeking an alternative. Howard met with-local business

‘people to discuss their grievances, arranging for a delegation-
“to meet with a senior CBA manager on 30 April. Howard,

Ron Bowra and myself represented the Progress Association,
and Graham Bulger represented the businesses, seeking
clarification of the rationale and arguing for retention of an ATM.

We were told that the branch was closed because it did not -

have sufficient activity to be viable and removal of the ATM
was aligned to Castlecrag having only 50% of the minimum
transaction level (20,000 per quarter) for an ATM. There was
little chance that the Commonwealth Bank would reconsider.

| have held follow-up meetmgs with local busmess people to

~consider options. The key issues are the inconvenience to

both business people and residents — particularly elderly
— and the need for a local source of change. The post office

agency can provide some services, but is becoming over- -

extended in servicing the demands on it.

Now we are jointly examining the pOSSIblllty of encouraging
one of the smaller banks or credit unions to open a branchin
Castlecrag. If we can interest one, then we need to ensure
the necessary support to make that operation viable. It has
become obvious that management involved with bank

closures see the future in terms of large regional shopping-

centres. If our neighbourhood is to survive as an entity with an
adequate range of local services, we need to prove the

“centralists wrong by ensuring the necessary support for local

facilities and services to makethem viable.
Bob McKillop, President CPA

INTERIORS
79 EDINBURGH RD
. CASTLECRAG
COLOUR AND DESIGN
CONSULTANTS
INTERIOR & EXTERIOR

Member of the Soclety of Interior Designers of Australla

TEL. 9958 6672 FAX. 9958 2465
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Open: 9.00am Monday - Saturday

Close: 5.30pmM.Tu. W. F. 6pmThurs., 12mid. Sat
Shop 17 The Quadrangle Shopping Village

100 Edinburgh Road, Castlecrag

TEL.(02) 9958 8650 + FAX.(02) 9958 6909

General postal services including parcel post
& express courier to 20kg of weight

( GIROPOST BILL PAYING AGENCY |
- (Direct Banking Agency) AAMI (Third Party) =
Advance Bank ' FAI-(Third Party)
Adelaide Bank ) - AAl

AGC

GMAC Finance
Medibank anate

NM.L.

Services: AGL, Power
Water: various council =
rates (Not WCC as yet) -

Bank of Melbourne
Bendigo Bank
-Citibank
Commonwealth Bank
Hong Kong Bank of Aust.
Metway Bank

\ (and more to come)

IN-HOUSE. SERVICES
Photocopying *-Laminating * facsimile + document binding ¢
letter folding « personalised cards/labelling « Passport
processing by appointment « Parcel post: free strapping on

v,

pnvate or business-articles postage paid at Castlecrag P.O.

Moran Realty

The Professmnals |

S RSN

In The Crag over 50 yea;;\'

* Professional advice
¢ Excellent Results
» Local residents for over 35 years
» call David, Jim, Joanne, Vince, Kayley

 9958-0124
Supporting our local community

100 EDINBURGH RD CASTLECRAG

APPLICATION FOR MEMBERSHIP / RENEWAL OF MEMBERSHIP

Membership fee is $5 per person ($3 for students and those on a fixed income). Merhbership is for the calendar year
and is renewable from 1 January 1998. Members must be at least 18 years of age.

Name: - - " — $-
Name: | e ’ e 7$'
Name: ’ DRy : | 'v $
Address: ’ ‘ o ‘

Our Constitution stipulates that a member of the Association must be a natural person who is a resident or ratepayer of the area (deSignated in

Rule 1.3) being over the age of 18 years and has been approved for membership of the Association by the Committee. Two months membership

is obligatory for a member to be eligible to vote. The names of the people applying for membership should be supplied with the membership fee.

A person who was a member in 1997 will automatically be eligible to vote in 1998 as soon as the 1998 membership is paid (as long as the

qualifying period has elapsed). A ‘family' cannot be a memberbecause a 'family' is not a real person. If a company owns a property in Castlecrag,
~ then the directors of the company do not qualify for membershlp of the Association if they live outside Castlecrag.

Signature: -

Signature:

_Signature:

Donation $

The Crag is edited on behalf of the Castlecrag Progress Association Inc. (C/- Newsagency 6/77 Edinburgh Road) by Kerry McKillop (9958 4516) and

Adele Bamett (9958 6034). Contributions and letters received will be considered for publication where space permits. The editors' decision to shorten ’

or-otherwise edit copy is final. The opinons expressed herein are not necessarily those of the CPA. The deadline for the next issue is 20 July 1998.



