


ANSWER
Attached are the following documents which outline information and results of the Local Land Pilot:

Local Land Pilot - Summary figures — overall

Local Land Pilot — Summary report on findings

Corowa Shire Council - Summary Figures from Local Land Pilot
Tamworth Regional Council — Summary Figures from Local Land Pilot
Tweed Shire Council — Summary Figures from Local Land Pilot
Warringah Council ~ Summary Figures from Local Land Pilot
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Please provide information on 99 year leases from 2012-2016 (including the total value and average
etc).

ANSWER
Between January 2012 and July 2016:

There were a total of 225 sales

Total value of $ $24,724,720 in land sales
Average sale price was $121,259

Highest sale price was $3,093,750

There was an average of 50 sales per year

There were no 99 year leases granted between 2012 and July 2016. NOTE: For information only —
there were two 98 year leases granted on 1 January 2014 to Port Of Newcastle Operations Pty
Limited.
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GENERAL PURPOSE STANDING COMMITTEE NO. 6
INQUIRY IN TO CROWN LAND IN NEW SOUTH WALES
Questions on Notice

Hearing held on 29 July 2016, Sydney

CONTEXT (page number 37 — 38 and page 40):

Pages 37-38 - The Hon. MICK VEITCH: | thought you may well have been briefed by the Hon. Trevor
Khan about this morning but apparently not. Earlier today there was a line of questioning around
plans of management. We spoke at length with the City of Sydney witnesses about the process they
have followed with the plans of management. Essentially they have elevated that to the Local
Government Act requirements for consultation. | asked them whether or not they had had the
Minister sign off on any of their plans of management. Since you have been the Minister how many
plans of management have you signed off on? Friday, 29 July 2016 Legislative Council Page 38 GPSC
NO. 6

Ms STONE: We could provide those numbers.

The Hon. NIALL BLAIR: There are one or two that spring to mind but | would have to get those to
you.

Page 40 - The Hon. MICK VEITCH: Was the plan of management for Bondi signed off by the Minister?
Mr McPHERSON: | would have to get back to you on that one.
QUESTION (as interpreted, where required):

How many Plans of Management has the Minister approved?

ANSWER

1. Six Plans of Management have been adopted by the current Minister for Lands and Water.
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2. The minister has not signed off on the Plan of Managment
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The Hon. NIALL BLAIR: Returning to the start to close the loop on the plans of management; there is
a requirement for the consultation and the Minister does sign off on it. That is the current process.
Whether it is my view or whether it should be or not the Minister signs off, that is what the
legistation says. The point | was making is that the most important part is making sure that the
consultation occurs adequately and people are engaged in that process before it gets to the Minister
for sign-off.

Mr DAVID SHOEBRIDGE: The reason | ask about the legal enforceability of the consultation strategy
is that a good many of the submissions have said there are really good principles, legal processes
and structure in the current Crown Lands Act, but it has not been enforced by the department or the
bureaucrats. In places such as the Tallis trust the local community are tearing their hair out about
getting the law enforced. You can have all the rights in the world in statute but unless somebody
enforces them they end up being valueless. Have you taken those concerns on board and will it be
enforceable?

The Hon. NIALL BLAIR: We will take that on notice and come back to you.

QUESTION (as interpreted, where required):

Will it be a legal obligation to comply with the Community Engagement Strategy and some remedy if
not complied with? Will the strategy be legally enforceable?

ANSWER

The proposed new Crown Land legislation will require the Minister to prepare a Community
Engagement Strategy in relation to certain proposals for, and dealings with, Crown land.

Persons involved in administering the proposed new Act will be required to comply with the
approved Strategy. This will be a statutory obligation.

Matters relating to consequences and remedies for non-compliance are being considered as part of
the drafting process.
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Ms STONE: We do have rent in arrears that sits on the department's books. We can get you those
figures. | will indicate that is an area that we are looking to further investigate given that some of
that is because it relates to a deceased estate, some of it relates to an incorrectly applied figure,
duplicate applications, those sorts of things. We can provide that further detail.

Page 40 - Ms STONE: | will just clarify: we are also guided by Treasury guidelines. If there is an
agreement by the Treasurer that we can transfer it nil consideration that is one of the provisions
that we are able to currently access. Some of those are policy decisions, but as a guiding principle in
terms of Crown land when it is considered for sale or disposal or leasing, you start at market rent as
a first principle.

Mr DAVID SHOEBRIDGE: | understand that with externalities, but within government it seems
bizarre. The CHAIR: Just to bring that home: a government department has the ability to waive or
exempt based on the proposal. Is that right?

Ms STONE: Only with the Treasurer's approval. There are Treasury guidelines that allow us to
proceed down that path.

The CHAIR: | think they are very helpful because we were certainly going down the track where
Crown Lands was going to ask full market value for some community rentals and that was going to
impact Meals on Wheels. Local council was not right to go and ask full market rents from those
people that are volunteering.

Ms STONE: They are two different concepts. What | was responding to there was really about the
transfer of land between government agencies. In terms of yes we starf with market rent and then
we can apply a rebate for sporting organisations, non-government organisations, community
organisations that allow the social value of the land being used that is not at the requirements of
market rent.

Mr DAVID SHOEBRIDGE: Minister and Ms Stane, it might be useful if you gave us in detail on notice,
maybe with reference to the Treasury guidelines—divide the two up.

Ms STONE: We can do that.
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3. Isthe current development proposal cansistent with the plan?

ANSWER

1. Preparation of the Plan of Management commenced in 2012. The draft Plan of
Management was exhibited in 2014 and the final Plan was adopted by Waverley Council as
the manager of the Bondi Park Reserve Trust in November 2014.

2. No, the Minister has not had the Plan of Management submitted to him for approval

3. Consideration of the development proposal is a planning matter. Waverley Council is the
relevant authority for determining the development application. As the POM has not been
submitted to the Minister, no opinion has been formed if the proposal is consistent with the
plan.
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GENERAL PURPOSE STANDING COMMITTEE NO. 6
INQUIRY IN TO CROWN LAND IN NEW SOUTH WALES
Questions on Notice

Hearing held on 29 July 2016, Sydney

CONTEXT (page number 39 & 40):

Page 39 - The Hon. MICK VEITCH: You spoke of rentals. When Government agencies are leasing
Crown land do they pay a lease to the department?

Ms STONE: Our starting principle for sale and lease of land is market value and then through a series
of policies that we have either on rebates or waivers you can apply, depending whether you are a
community or sporting organisation or qualify under any of those policies.

The Hon. MICK VEITCH: Government departments on Crown land would pay market rent?

Ms STONE: They start at market rent and depending what the use of that land may be for it still may
qualify. I will add, when there are acquisitions by government agencies of Crown land, and that
applies to councils, they are required to transfer at market rate.

The Hon. MICK VEITCH: Are there any Government departments outstanding on payment of those
fees to the department? Ms STONE: | would need to check on that.

The Hon. MICK VEITCH: | am told Yasmar training facility, Juvenile Justice, have not paid their fees.
Could you deny or confirm that?

Ms STONE: We can do that.

The Hon. MICK VEITCH: The next thing is about collection of back rents, back lease fees and the
department. Is there a current figure on how much is outstanding in lease fees from Crown land?

The Hon. TREVOR KHAN: Does this include western lands and the like?

The Hon. MICK VEITCH: In general.
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Ms STONE: We do have rent in arrears that sits on the department's books. We can get you those
figures. | will indicate that is an area that we are looking to further investigate given that some of
that is because it relates to a deceased estate, some of it relates to an incorrectly applied figure,
duplicate applications, those sorts of things. We can provide that further detail.

Page 40 - Ms STONE: | will just clarify: we are also guided by Treasury guidelines. If there is an
agreement by the Treasurer that we can transfer it nil consideration that is one of the provisions
that we are able to currently access. Some of those are policy decisions, but as a guiding principle in
terms of Crown land when it is considered for sale or disposal or leasing, you start at market rent as
a first principle.

Mr DAVID SHOEBRIDGE: | understand that with externalities, but within government it seems
bizarre. The CHAIR: Just to bring that home: a government department has the ability to waive or
exempt based on the proposal. Is that right?

Ms STONE: Only with the Treasurer's approval. There are Treasury guidelines that allow us to
proceed down that path.

The CHAIR: | think they are very helpful because we were certainly going down the track where
Crown Lands was going to ask full market value for some community rentals and that was going to
impact Meals on Wheels. Local council was not right to go and ask full market rents from those
people that are volunteering.

Ms STONE: They are two different concepts. What | was responding to there was really about the
transfer of land between government agencies. In terms of yes we start with market rent and then
we can apply a rebate for sporting organisations, non-government organisations, community
organisations that allow the social value of the land being used that is not at the requirements of
market rent.

Mr DAVID SHOEBRIDGE: Minister and Ms Stone, it might be useful if you gave us in detail on notice,
maybe with reference to the Treasury guidelines—divide the two up.

Ms STONE: We can do that.
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QUESTION (as interpreted, where required):

What is the process for determining rents for Government agencies leasing Crown land?
Are there any Government Departments/Agencies with outstanding lease or acquisition
payments?

3. Does Yasmar training facility, Juvenile Justice have outstanding lease payments?
What are the current rent in arrears figures?

Please include the Treasury Guidelines.

ANSWER

1. Government agencies are required to pay market value for lease of Crown land as per NSW
Treasury Direction 469.01.

2. Government agencies (Federal, State and Local) owe a total of $1.484M to Department of
Industry (Dol) - Lands. This amount includes all tenures (leases and licences) as well as monies owed
on land being acquired (acquisitions) by an agency that are past the due date.

3. The Minister for Juvenile Justice owned the entire Yasmar site prior to it being gifted (without
seeking compensation) and subsequently declared Crown land in 2006. Juvenile Justice has
continued to occupy the western wing of the site since that time as a training facility and pays no
rent as it considers that an agreement was reached to that effect at that time. Dol Lands is currently
investigating the original agreement regarding their continued occupation of the site at nil cost.

4. The total amount of payments in arrears on tenure (which includes leases, licences and permits),
and acquisition accounts owed to Dol Lands is $18.138M as at 31 July 2016. Of this amount the total
owing on lease accounts is $2.238M.
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Parliament for a sufficient period of time for stakeholders to read it and consider it before we go
into the second reading debate? | am happy for you to take it on notice as to maybe timing.

The Hon. NIALL BLAIR: At least over the weekend.

Mr DAVID SHOEBRIDGE: A reasonable period of time | would have thought would be in the order of
three weeks, but | am more than happy for you to take it on notice to think about it.

The Hon. NIALL BLAIR: | will take the final answer on notice as far as whether we will or we will not
or what is the time frame. But | will make this observation that through going through the white
paper process to providing the Government response, the ongoing consultation with that, the
opportunity for stakeholders and members of this Committee to be able to discuss these issues,
again | am very confident that by the time we introduce legislation into the Parliament we will have
had the ability to openly discuss and, from where | sit, a beneficial opportunity to be able to put
some concerns at rest, to clarify some confusion or misunderstandings. | will come back with my
response but | just put it in that context. This is something that we are very happy to be open about
and we are discussing it at many forums.

Mr DAVID SHOEBRIDGE: We are discussing the principles, but of course the principles and the
drafting are two different issues and I suppose the community concern—

The Hon. NIALL BLAIR: | will take that on notice and come back to the Committee.

QUESTION (as interpreted, where required):

1. When wili the legislation be tabled?
2. How much time will you provide for review prior to the second reading speech?

ANSWER

1. The new Crown Land legistation is proposed to be introduced into Parliament in Spring
Session 2016. A final date is not yet confirmed.
2. The Ministerial Office currently preparing information regarding the new bill for distribution.
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Ms STONE: We would need to determine whether we are talking about Crown land or whether it is
council land, so we will get back to you.

Mr DAVID SHOEBRIDGE: It is Crown land.
The Hon. PETER PRIMROSE: It is Crown land.
Mr DAVID SHOEBRIDGE: Parramatta Trust.

The CHAIR: You can take that question on notice.

QUESTION (as interpreted, where required):

1. What are the consuitation requirements under the Crown Land Act regarding boundary
adjustments?
2. What consultation occurred in relation to Parramatta Pool?

ANSWER

1. Neither the Parramatta Pool nor Parramatta Stadium are located on Crown land. As such
there is no consultation requirement in the Crown Lands Act for the boundary adjustments
at these sites.

2. Asabove.
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Mr DAVID SHOEBRIDGE: | will happily compare 42 per cent of the State to four blocks in the city. It
seems a remarkably unhalanced valuation that you have got.

Ms STONE: The annual process that we do go through is a Treasury-approved process.
Mr DAVID SHOEBRIDGE: Can you provide us with some detail about that process?

Ms STONE: | can provide further detail on that process.

QUESTION (as interpreted, where required}:

Please provide detail on the Crown land Estate Valuation process.

ANSWER

The Crown Land Estate is valued annually for financial reperting purposes using primarily a mass
valuation process. This involves the grouping of properties and application of an average market
land value rate to land that is not under tenure, and average market yield to land which is under
tenure, Market land value and capitalisation rates are determined having regard to both recent
market evidence and statutory land vatuation data. A small proportion of reserves are individually
valued. These are predominantly located in Metropolitan and Coastal urban areas.

A full review of mass valuation rates is undertaken every 3 years, with indexation of valuationsin
intervening years.

Valuations are made in accordance with the current Australian Accounting Standard - AASB13 Fair
Volue Measurement and Treasury Accounting Policy - TPP 14-01 Valuation of Physical Nan-Current
Assets at Fair Value. The Treasury Policy requires valuations to he made having regard to the
existing mandated use for which government land is held.
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Financial Year|Claims Lodged Granted Refused Withdrawn Grantcrl;l‘;l?;:fuscd/
Withdrawn
1983/84 179 4 0 0 4
1984/85 2,061 103 397 167 667
1985/86 533 92 490 213 795
1986/87 195 103 106 101 312
1987/88 191 259 260 176 695
1988/89 266 16 46 38 100
1985/90 173 19 184 57 260
1990/91 374 10 150 12 172
1991492 404 43 216 30 289
1992/93 460 108 117 4 239
1993/94 591 18 200 26 244
1994/635 129 167 220 13 400
1995/56 413 262 182 17 461
1996/97 126 242 168 11 421
1967/98 71 172 83 5 262
1998/9 82 187 186 6 379
1999/00 223 88 138 4 230
2000/01 129 78 93 71 42
2001/02 136 24 26 5 55
2002/03 251 GG 96 14 176
2003/04 118 6] 105 8 174
2004/05 339 34 30 25 109
2005/06 6,983 44 138 13 195
2006/07 1,154 11 n 13 396
2007/08 502 97 308 3 413
2008/09 2,056 20 1065 7 1,092
2009/10 8,796 73 1152 6 1,231
2010/11 8,907 28 282 97 407
2011/12 209 89 399 43 531
2012/13 474 77 426 118 621
2013/14 214 43 179 28 255
2014115 2410 19 50 156 225
2015/16 1,764 146 184 233 563
Totals 40,913 2,810 8,070 1,735 12,615

The information provided is an extract from internal databases managed by NSW Department of Industry - Lands.
Whilst every effort has been made to ensure the accuracy and completeness of the information we are unable.
to guarantee the data is free of errors or omissions. Copyright, New South Wales Department of Industry - Lands, 2016
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Accordingly, the new legislation will retain the requirement that revocation of dedicated land cannot
occur without the Minister giving Parliament notice of the proposed revocation and an opportunity
to disallow the revocation. The new legislation will not affect any existing dedications and will allow
for future dedications.

This will ensure that at an operational level, there will be no changes to the way dedicated lands are
treated.

Full copy of the transcript is available at:
https:/fwww.parliament.nsw.gov.aufcommittees/DBAssets/InquiryEventTranscript/Transcript/2712/Transcrip
1%620-%2029%620July34202016%20-%20Uncorrected$620-%6208ydney%%20hearing.pdf






INQUIRY IN TO CROWN LAND IN NEW SOUTH WALES
29 July 2016

Supplementary Questions

Question for the Department of Industry — Lands

1. Canthe Department of Industry - Lands provide the committee with the result of the survey
of residents regarding the Brunswick Heads Boat Harbour Master Plan as referred to in
submission 87a to this inquiry?

ANSWER

Version 2 of the draft Report Brunswick Heads Boat Harbour Masterplan — Community Consultation
dated August 2016 is provided below {double click to open). The report provides an analysis of
options being considered for the Brunswick Heads Boat Harbour Master Plan and the findings of the
community consultation feedback.

MHL2469 - Brunswick
Heads Boat Harbour M
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o Rapid launch facility and boat / ski storage is required for offshore rescues

o Re-use of existing facilities such as the existing slipway

+ Paddie craft launch and retrieval facilities:
o Separation of motorised and non-motorised crafts

o Possible use of alternative launch site to avoid major developments

« Large boat launch and retrieval facilities:
o Requirement for an emergency haul out of sinking or disabled boats
o Requirement for haul out of large boats

s Marina layout:
o Consideration of future increase in demand for berths and mooring pens

o Consequences of large marina on onshore facilities {e.g. one car park for
every 3 berths)

o Berth pen orientation and prevailing winds

¢ Land based uses:
o Accordance with permissible uses of current zoning

o Consistency with the Strategic Planning Objectives for the site

Q

Develop a small commercial area including café, fish and chip, restaurant and
small retail

Improve fire and waste infrastructure
Investigate residential options

Provide rescue facilities (e.g. storage, helipad)
Provide infrastructure for farge boat retrieval

o O O 0O O

Minimise impact on Sonny Cole Memorial

o}

Maximise other compatible land uses (e.g. storage for commercial equipment
or paddle craft, BBQ, cultural signage, playground, fishing area, fish cleaning
tables, etc.)

The above criteria highlighted as part of the key stakeholder and community consultation
undertaken to date will be used as input to form evaluation criteria for the preliminary
Multi-Criteria Analysis (MCA) to be completed in the next stage of this project as presented in
MHL report 2458.
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TABLES

Table 2.1
Table 3.1
Table 3.2
Table 3.3
Table 3.4
Table 3.5

Table 3.6
Table 3.7
Table 3.8
Table 3.9
Table 3.10
Table 3.11

© Crown 2016

Main Respondent categories

Preferred small boat launch and retrieval facilities options

Main selection criteria for small boat launch and retrieval facilities options
Preferred small boat launch and retrieval facilities options

Main selection criteria for paddle craft launch and retrieval facilities options

Summary of responses to question 14: "How do you think power boats and
paddle boats could be separated for improved safety?”

Preferred large boat launch and retrieval facilities location options

Main selection criteria for large boat launch and retrieval facilities options
Preferred marina fayout options

Main selection criteria for marina layout options

Main Land Based Uses and Comments

Common Suggestions and Comments regarding the boat harbour and facilities
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» A number of one-on-one meetings with key stakeholders undertaken as part of the
Master Plan preparation

e Publication of the Brunswick Heads Boat Harbour Master Plan “Have your Say”
Onlire Survey

All existing community consultation feedback to date has been considered in this report.

2.31 Stakeholder Workshops

Stakeholder workshops were conducted by DPI, Lands in 2011 to understand the main
criteria that could be used to establish a base for the Master Plan based on the stakeholder
suggestions and observations about existing facilities and expected future requirements.

APP undertook an additional stakeholder workshop in March 2015 as part of the Brunswick
Heads Boat Harbour Master Plan Project. The workshop allowed the stakeholders to sketch
their ideas about the development on aerial photographs.

This data was then used to create a couple of Stakeholders Worksheets that represented
proposed layouts of the marina and captured the various stakeholder ideas.

2.3.2 One-on-one Meetings

One-on-one meetings were carried out following the completion of the worksheets to ensure
that the proposed worksheets encompassed each stakeholder suggestion.

All stakeholders except the Brunswick Heads Cruising Yacht Club Association were
supportive of the proposed layouts. The BHCYC wanted a clubhouse as well as some boat
maintenance facilities. These options were discarded due to non-compliance with the
planning objective and environmental reasons.

The Master Plan options for each component were developed based on the resuits of the
Stakeholder workshops and one-on-ocne meetings.

2.3.3 “Have your Say” Online Survey

The “Have you Say” Online Survey was accessible between February and April 2016. A copy
of this survey is presented in Appendix B and illustrations of the response to the multiple
choice questions are provided in Appendix C. It asked the community to provide feedback
on the suggested Master Plan component options and general comments about the
proposed developments. There were 178 respondents to the survey. The main respondent
categories are presented in Table 2.1 below.

The majority of the respondents are either local residents, regular visitors of the harbour or
motorised/non-motorised user in the harbour. Community groups represented the largest
respondent category compared with other stakeholder categories such as boat tenants and
government officials.
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o Safer use of boat ramp

o Improved car parking

o Multiple ramp is beneficial to reduce congestion

o Improved space and access to ramp

« ‘“Intermediate” Category: this group shares the views of both other groups. A

balanced development taking into consideration natural environment and future
development requirements. Major development is not preferred but some changes
are necessary to improve safety, access and use of the foreshore, The main selection
criteria for this category include:

o Safer use of boat ramp

o Improve car parking

o No excessive carpark

o Environment/vegetation should be protected

o River has a limited capacity and small size for increase boat traffic

¢ Multiple ramp is beneficial to reduce congestion

o Re-use existing infrastructure

3.2 Paddle craft launch and retrieval facilities

3.2.1 Stakeholder Criteria and Option Discussion

As described in the Brunswick Heads Boat Harbour Master Pian Scope, Vision and Planning
Objectives — Report 1, the key stakeholder worksheets used as a basis to develop the
proposed options were created based on the following criteria:

» All stakeholders considered the eastern side of harbour or beach ramp could be used
for paddle craft launch/retrieval

+ Recreational paddle craft launch/retrieval location is to be separated from trailer boat
launch/retrieval area

The proposed common arrangement for paddle craft would allow the separation between
motorised and non-motorised crafts.

3.2.2 Local Community Criteria and Option Discussion

Questions 4 and 5 of the online survey asked about the preferred option for paddle craft
launch / retrieval options (illustrated in Appendix A) and why this option has been selected.

Out of the 178 respondents, about 30% did not respond. The summary of the preferred
paddle craft launch and retrieval facilities options is provided in Table 3.3.
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About 20% of the respondents found this location more spacious which allows better access
for trailers or large trucks. The separation of this emergency pad from the other users was
considered significant for about 11% of the respondents. About 9% of the respondents did
not support any of the options and did not consider the large boat launch and retrieval
facilities as necessary given the current lack of demand. About 8% of the respondents
understood the need of such facilities for rescue purposes. A few people mentioned that
there would be too many constraints near the Massey Greene Caravan Park entrance.

The main criteria in regards to the large boat launch / retrieval facilities include:

» Access and space
» Interaction with other harbour users

» Rescue and emergency priority access

3.4 Marina layout

3.41 Stakeholder Criteria and Option Discussion

As described in the Brunswick Heads Boat Harbour Master Plan Scope, Vision and Planning
Objectives — Report 3, the key stakeholder worksheets used as a basis to develop the
proposed options were created based on the following criteria:

¢ Future increase in demand from the existing 29 moored boats to a potential of
30 berths for BHCYC, 20 boats for the fisherman’s cooperative as well as a few
commercial boat/charters and spare mooring pens for visitors;

= Link with facilities on shore (e.g. one car park space is required for every 3 berths}),
= Berth pen orientation and prevailing winds;

» Interaction with other harbour users; and

« Environmental considerations such as water quality and boat wake erosion.

DP!, Lands and BHCYC proposed an east-west floating marina configuration. However, it
was noted that a north-south configuration would better accommodate the boat ramp at the
existing slipway site and would provide greater safety by preventing boats from crossing the
proposed paddle craft launching area. This configuration was preferred by the
Byron/Brunswick Angling and Deep Sea Fishing Club, Fisherman's Co-operative and one of
the community representatives. The second community representative considered that the
various options provided too many large boat berths.

It is important to note that staging of the marina would occur and proceeding to the next
stage would depend on the demand and potentially additional community and stakeholder
consultation when the need arises.

3.4.2 Local Community Criteria and Option Discussion

Questions 8 and 9 of the online survey asked about the preferred option out of the three
suggested marina layout options (illustrated in Appendix A) and why this option has been
selected.
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10% of the respondents mentioned the highly hazardous entrance of the river with a very
shallow bar that does not allow regular passage for large boats making the proposed
increase in moorings inappropriate. About 8% of the respondents highlighted that the marina
should be organised to avoid adverse interaction with other harbour users such as boats
crossing the paddle craft launching area or the marina blocking access to slipway/emergency
pad. Finally, over 7% of the respondents were concerned about the prevailing wind direction
for the proposed mooring layouts.

The main criteria in regards to the marina layout include:

» Size of marina including number of berths and structures
+ |mpact on environment, river and wildlife

» Access infout of harbour and to foreshore

» Interaction with other harbour users

« Prevailing wind direction

3.5 Land based uses

3.5.1 Stakeholder Criteria

As described in the Brunswick Heads Boat Harbour Master Plan Scope, Vision and Planning
Objectives — Report 4, the key stakeholder worksheets used as a basis to develop the
proposed options were created based on the following criteria:

» Accordance with permissible uses of current zoning

¢ Car parking should be improved and include additional car park spaces required for
other uses (e.g. car park required for boat ramp, marina)

+» Amenities should be improved

« Environmental impact

s Spatial constraints

« Cost

» Consistency with the Strategic Planning Objectives for the site

+ Conflicts with other priarity outcomes for the area and integration of the various
stakeholder requirements

e Maintain community access to foreshore (pedestrian and bicycle)

¢ Include commercial facilities such as restaurant or boutique shopping
+ |Improve fire and waste infrastructure

+ Investigate residential options

« Provide rescue facilities (e.g. storage, helipad)

+ Provide infrastructure for large boat retrieval

e Provide clubhouse, fenced carpark and maintenance facilities for BHCYC
Most stakeholders supported the proposed options except BHCYC due to the missing
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locations proposed by APP. However, a couple of respondents were concerned about the
impact of carpark spaces on the vegetation along the road leading to the boat ramp and
highlighted that this section should remain unchanged. A number of respondents suggested
that the cycleway along the main road should remain. The placement of outdoor tables with
shade and/or barbeques was also suggested along the harbour foreshore and within the
existing parkland west of the harbour.

The existing boat ramp upgrade was deemed necessary by muitiple respondents and a few
people suggested the construction of a groyne or rock walls along the boat ramp instead of
the creation of an embayment to protect the ramp from the strong currents in the river, in this
way not encroaching on the SEPP14 zone. A new cleaning bench next to the boat ramp was
also suggested by several respondents.

Amenities and toilet blocks were proposed at various locations. The most popular amenities
location was within the current informal carpark at the back of the boat ramp, as suggested
by APP as part of the Small Boat Launch and Retrieval Option 3a.

The relocation of the marine rescue shed was mentioned several times. The majority of
people suggested the shed should be moved east of its current location (without interfering
with the Sunny Cole Memorial) while a few people suggested to relocate it along the harbour
foreshore.

Creation of a foreshore walkway all around the harbour was suggested and one respondent
proposed the creation of footpaths on top of the training walls on either side of the boat
harbour entrance. Another respondent suggested the removal of the existing road along the
foreshore on the eastern bank.

Regarding the old slipway, various options were mentioned including filling, restoration or
complete removal. The large boat retrieval area was usually suggested to be located near
the slipway as suggested also by APP.

The upgrade of the beach ramp and creation of car spaces along the road leading to it were
mentioned multiple times. A number of proposed layouts suggested the reclamation of lot
7005 as part of the boat harbour precinct development.

In regards to the marina configuration, several people mentioned that no changes should be
made and many respondents found the proposed layouts too large. Some respondents
agreed with the proposed Option 1 marina layout and some others preferred Option 3. The
construction of a single pontoon or small finger wharves was also mentioned multiple times.
Additional ideas for the marina included a small boat pontoon along the eastern side of the
harbour, construction of an emergency pontoon in the south-east corner of the harbour,
reduction of the number of mooring points along the eastern side and the use of the western
bank of the harbour for sick bays and damaged vessels. Construction of a commercial berth
along the southern bank of the harbour and a mix north-south and east-west pontoon layout
was also proposed.
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4.3 Paddle craft launch and retrieval facilities

Regarding the paddle craft launch and retrieval facilities, the stakeholders and local
community considered the following criteria as important:

Separation of motorised and non-motorised crafts

Possible use of alternative launch site to avoid major developments

4.4 Large boat launch and retrieval facilities

In regards to the large boat launch and retrieval facilities, the stakeholders and local
community considered the following criterion as important:

Requirement for an emergency haul out of sinking or disabled boats

Requirement for haul out of large boats

4.5 Marina layout

In regards to the marina layout, the stakeholders and local community considered the
following criteria as important:

Consideration of future increase in demand for berths and mooring pens

Consequences of large marina on onshore facilities (e.g. one car park for every 3
berths)

Berth pen orientation and prevailing winds

4.6 Land based uses

In regards to the land based uses, the stakeholders and local community considered the
following criteria as important:

Accordance with permissible uses of current zoning
Consistency with the Strategic Planning Objectives for the site

Develop a small commercial area including café, fish and chip, restaurant and small
retail

Improve fire and waste infrastructure
Investigate residential options

Provide rescue facilities (e.g. storage, helipad)
Provide infrastructure for large boat retrieval
Minimise impact on Sonny Cole Memorial

Maximise other compatible land uses (e.g. storage for commercial equipment or
paddle craft, BBQ, cultural signage, playground, fishing area, fish cleaning tables,
etc.)
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4.7 Recommendations

The community consultation allowed the determination of the key interests and concerns in
regards to the different components of the Brunswick Heads Boat Harbour Master Plan.
These key concerns and interests can be used to form evaluation criteria for a preliminary

Multi-Criteria Analysis {MCA) to be completed in the next stage of this project as presented in
MHL report 2459.
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