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Council and Committee Meetings
To enable Council to give consideration to items of business at each Meeting, a Business
Paper, like this one, is prepared, containing reports by senior staff in relation to each item
listed on the Agenda for the Meeting. The Business Paper for each Meeting is available for
perusal by members of the public at Council's Libraries and Community Neighbourhood
Centres on the Thursday prior to the Council/Committee Meeting.
Meetings are conducted in accordance with Council's Code of Meeting Practice. The
order of business is listed in the Agenda. That order will be followed unless a procedural
motion is adopted to change the order of business at the meeting. This sometimes
happens when members of the public request to address the Council on an item on the
Agenda.
Some items are confidential in accordance with S10A(2) of the Local Government Act.
This will be clearly stated in the Business Paper. These items may not be discussed in
open Council and observers may be asked to leave the Council Chambers when they
are discussed. The grounds on which a meeting is closed to the public must be specified
in the decision to close the meeting and recorded in the minutes of the meeting. The
number of items that are dealt with as confidential are kept to a minimum.
Each of Council's committees has delegated authority to make decisions subject to a
number of limitations. Matters which cannot be decided by the committees are referred to
the Ordinary Council Meeting for decision.
More Information
Please visit Marrickville Council’s website at www.marrickville.nsw.gov.au for more
information on the following:
-

Committee Structure and Delegations
meeting dates for the remainder of the year
information on attending Council and committee meetings, and on applying to
speak at meetings

Persons in the public gallery are advised that under the Local Government Act 1993, a
person may NOT tape record a Council or Committee meeting without the authority of
the Council or Committee.
Council grants authority to an accredited television or radio media representative to
record by the use of audio or video recording equipment, the proceedings of a Council
or Committee meeting upon production of suitable identification and evidence of
employment.
Any persons found tape recording without authority will be expelled from the meeting.
“Tape record” includes the use of any form of audio, video and still camera equipment
or mobile phone capable of recording speech.
An audio recording of this meeting will be taken for minute taking purposes and will be
destroyed upon confirmation of the minutes.
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SUMMARY OF ITEMS
The following provides a summary of the items to be considered at the meeting.

MAYORAL MINUTES
Nil at the time of printing.
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PRECIS
1

Acknowledgement of Country

2

Period of Silence for Prayer, Pledge or Contemplation

3

Present

4

Apologies

5

Disclosures of Interest (Section 451 of the Local Government Act
and Council’s Code of Conduct)

6

Confirmation of Minutes

Page

Minutes of 19 June 2012 Council Meeting

7

Mayoral Minutes

8

Staff Reports

C0712(1) Item 1

PEDESTRIAN, CYCLIST AND TRAFFIC CALMING ADVISORY
COMMITTEE MEETING HELD TUESDAY 22 MAY 2012 - ITEM
C13 EDGEWARE LANE

8

16

File Ref: 3337/32661.12
For consideration of “ITEM C13 Edgeware Lane, Enmore –
Proposed No Parking Restrictions” which was deferred from
Council Meeting held on 19 June 2012
RECOMMENDATION

17

THAT the installation of full-time ‘No Parking’ restrictions on
both sides of Edgeware Lane, south of Cross Lane, Enmore,
between the existing ‘No Stopping’ zones and the rear of
properties No. 58 Edgeware Road (20 metres in length) and
No. 59 Metropolitan Road (24 metres in length) be
APPROVED, in order to provide clear vehicular access to offstreet parking facilities, SUBJECT to affected residents being
notified prior to the installation of signage.
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C0712(1) Item 2

SOCIAL ENTERPRISE PROJECT - MOBILE VAN - STEEL
PARK

26

File Ref: 2612-01/32118.12
Marrickville Council is proposing to request expressions of interest
from social enterprises in the first instance, or existing or new
businesses for the provision of good quality coffee and
refreshments through the operation of a mobile van to users of
Steel Park (particularly the Waterplay area), in Marrickville South.
Through this cutting edge service (social enterprise), a key
outcome sought will be the provision of employment and targeted
skills training for unemployed and identified members of the local
community. This will build community capacity particularly for an
area of the Marrickville LGA which is recognised for its high
unemployment and concentration of public housing.
Council has been interested in building local social enterprise as
part of its commitment to social procurement and this pilot project
will assess the model best suited to our local community.
In drafting this proposal Community Development were informed
by the work being undertaken around social enterprise and social
procurement through international and national (Victorian) best
practice as well as the Social Procurement Action Group (SPAG)
committee on which the Manager, Community Development is a
member.
We therefore recommend to Council that a social enterprise model
be considered for this pilot project.
RECOMMENDATION

31

THAT:
1.

an expression of interest process for a social enterprise
run mobile coffee and refreshment van model be
approved;

2.

Council approve a 24 month trial period for the social
enterprise at Steel Park; and

3.

Council approve peppercorn rent and lodge a
Development Application for the pilot project at Steel
Park.
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C0712(1) Item 3

OUTCOMES OF THE HISTORY FORUM

37

File Ref: 1189-01/32162.12
Report on outcomes for the History Forum community consultation
day. Outcomes for strategic direction of History Services including
a continued focus on migration history, 20th century history, talks
and training sessions. Further outcomes for strategic direction
includes a revision and increase in our marketing and promotions
strategy, future research projects looking at Aboriginal and locality
specific history, as well as renewed focus on outcomes for schools.
RECOMMENDATION

40

THAT:

C0712(1) Item 4

1.

the current research and program strategies for History
Services be continued; and

2.

improved marketing and promotional strategies for
History Services be developed.

COUNCIL INVESTMENTS AS AT 31 MAY 2012

41

File Ref: 439/32262.12
In accordance with the requirements of clause 212 of the Local
Government (General) Regulation 2005, Council is provided with a
listing of all investments made pursuant to section 625 of the Local
Government Act 1993 and held as at 31 May 2012.
RECOMMENDATION

42

THAT the report indicating Council’s Fund Management
position be received and noted.
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Notices of Motion

C0712(1) Item 5

NOTICE OF MOTION: PROPOSED RESIDENT PARKING AND
TRAFFIC CALMING - COBAR, ROSS, CARGO AND
KROOMBIT STREETS AT DULWICH HILL

47

NOTICE OF MOTION: COMMUNITY BUILDING
PARTNERSHIP (CBP)

49

C0712(1) Item 7

NOTICE OF MOTION: NEED FOR A GRAFFITI POLICY

53

C0712(1) Item 8

NOTICE OF MOTION: COUNCIL'S TENDER POLICY

57

C0712(1) Item 6
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Minutes of Council Meeting held on Tuesday, 19 June 2012
Meeting commenced at 6.30pm
ACKNOWLEDGEMENT OF COUNTRY BY CHAIRPERSON
We meet tonight on the traditional land of the Cadigal people of the Eora nation. I
acknowledge the terrible wrongs committed against the Aboriginal peoples of this country
and their care of the land over many generations. I celebrate their ongoing survival and
achievements in today's society.
COUNCILLORS PRESENT
Hanna (Mayor/Chair)
O’Sullivan

Iskandar (Deputy Mayor)
Tsardoulias

Macri
Olive

Byrne
Wright

Thanos
Peters

APOLOGIES
Motion:

(Byrne/Hanna)

THAT the request for leave of absence for Councillors Kontellis and Phillips be noted and
leave of absence granted.
Motion Carried
For Motion:
Against Motion:

Councillors Byrne, Hanna, Iskandar, Macri, Olive, O'Sullivan, Peters,
Thanos, Tsardoulias and Wright
Nil

DISCLOSURES OF INTERESTS:
Item 1: Councillor Macri declared a less than significant non-pecuniary conflict of interest in
Item 1 (Item C8 – Reilly Lane, Sydenham – Request for Full-Time ‘No Parking’
Restrictions – Resident Survey Results) as the property in Riley Lane Sydenham is
owned by the Councillor’s former father-in-law. Councillor Macri will leave the
Chamber during this item.
Councillor Macri also declared a less than significant non pecuniary conflict of
interest in Item 1 (C2 – Denison Road, Lewisham – Request for a Resident Parking
Scheme – Parking and Resident Survey Results) as he is a former student of
Christian Brothers’ High School. Councillor Macri will stay in the Chamber during
this item.
Councillor Thanos declared a less than significant non-pecuniary conflict of interest
in Item 1 (C3 – Macarthur Parade, Dulwich Hill – Request for Time Limit Restrictions
at Angle Parking Spaces – Survey Results) as he is owns a property adjacent to this
location. Councillor Thanos will leave the Chamber during this item.
CONFIRMATION OF MINUTES
Motion:

(Hanna/Iskandar)

THAT the Minutes of the Council Meeting held on Tuesday, 5 June 2012 and Council
Development Matters Meeting held on Tuesday, 12 June 2012 be confirmed.
Motion Carried
For Motion:
Against Motion:

Councillors Byrne, Hanna, Iskandar, Macri, Olive, O'Sullivan, Peters,
Thanos, Tsardoulias and Wright
Nil
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C0612(2) Item 1

PEDESTRIAN, CYCLIST & TRAFFIC CALMING ADVISORY
COMMITTEE MEETING HELD TUESDAY 22 MAY 2012

Public speakers:

Bernadette McGuigan, Rob Brennan, Paul Conn, Michael Ronchetti
and Joseph Merlino

Motion:

(Hanna/Tsardoulias)

THAT Item C13 be deferred to the first Council Meeting in July and the recommendations
appearing in Sections B and C (excluding Items B1, C2 and C13) of the Pedestrian, Cyclist &
Traffic Calming Advisory Committee held on Tuesday 22 May 2012 be adopted.
Motion Carried
For Motion:
Against Motion:
Absent:

Item B1:

Councillors Byrne, Hanna, Iskandar, Olive, O'Sullivan, Peters,
Tsardoulias and Wright
Nil
Councillors Thanos and Macri

St Peters/Tempe LATM Scheme (South Ward) – Review of Changes to
Union Street and Other Surrounding Streets

Motion:

(Hanna/O’Sullivan)

THAT:
1. Council note the results of this review into the impacts of traffic as a result of the
measures undertaken for Union Street as well as comments from the Schools and
businesses;
2. No changes be made to the ‘No Right Turn’ bans for Union Street and Foreman Street;
3. Council Officers proceed with the design for a 10kph shared zone in Union Street,
between Edwin Street and Unwins Bridge Road and submit it to the Roads and Maritime
Services for assessment and approval; and
4. Council approach the Roads and Maritime Services regarding concerns raised by Tempe
Public School in relation to the safety of school children from Tempe East crossing the
Princes Highway.
Motion Carried
For Motion:
Against Motion:

Item C2:

Councillors Byrne, Hanna, Iskandar, Macri, Olive, O'Sullivan, Peters,
Thanos, Tsardoulias and Wright
Nil

Denison Road, Lewisham – Request for a Resident Parking Scheme –
Parking and Resident Survey Results

Motion:

(Macri/Tsardoulias)

THAT Council:
1.

facilitate a meeting between the school and surrounding residents to address
concerns and request a report back to Council at the first available meeting within
three months;

2.

defer the matter pending a full parking study for the Lewisham Station precinct; and

3.

consider the allocation of funds to bring forward the Lewisham Parking Study to
2012/13 at the next budget review.

Motion Carried
For Motion:
Against Motion:

Councillors Byrne, Hanna, Iskandar, Olive, O'Sullivan, Peters,
Thanos, Tsardoulias and Wright
Nil
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C0612(2) Item 2
Motion:

ADOPTION OF INTEGRATED PLANNING AND REPORTING
FRAMEWORK DOCUMENTS FOR 2012-13

(Macri/Tsardoulias)

THAT Council:
1.

adopt the Operational Plan and Budget 2012-13, subject to the amendments listed in
Table 1 below;

2.

adopt the Pricing Policy and Fees and Charges 2012-13, subject to the amendments
listed in Table 2 below;

3.

make and levy the rates for 2012-13 as shown in the Rate Table contained within this
report, comprising a 3.6% increase in the Rate Yield as per the maximum permissible
announced by the Minister for Local Government, having given public notice of its draft
Operational Plan and Budget 2012-13 in accordance with section 405 of the Local
Government Act 1993;

4.

adopt the Business Rate – Airport lands as the basis for determining Ex Gratia rate
payments;

5.

in accordance with section 566(3) of the Local Government Act 1993, Council adopts
the rate of 10%as the interest rate to apply on outstanding rates, as determined by the
Minister for Local Government;

6.

adopt the loan borrowing program of $1,780,580 for 2012/13 and authorise further
borrowings of $1.8 million and $1.2 million if interest subsidies are approved under the
Local Infrastructure Renewal Scheme for an Accelerated Community Facilities and
Accelerated Footpaths program;

7.

adopt the Delivery Program 2011-15 Version 2; and

8.

adopt the Long-Term Financial Plan 2012-2022.

Motion Carried
For Motion:
Against Motion:

Councillors Byrne, Hanna, Iskandar, Macri, Olive, O'Sullivan, Peters,
Thanos, Tsardoulias and Wright
Nil

C0612(2) Item 3

DISCUSSION PAPER FOR METROPOLITAN PLAN REVIEW

Motion:

(Thanos/Tsardoulias)

THAT Council:
1.

receive and note this report; and

2.

make a submission on the discussion paper for the Metropolitan Strategy Review to the
Department of Planning and Infrastructure based on the Discussion section of this
report.

Motion Lost
For Motion:
Against Motion:

Councillors Byrne, Olive and Peters
Councillors Hanna, Iskandar, Macri, O'Sullivan, Thanos, Tsardoulias
and Wright

Amendment: Byrne/Olive
THAT, in Council’s submission on the discussion paper for the Metropolitan Strategy Review,
the 6th dot point on page 60 of the Business Paper reads “THAT the NSW Government work
with the Australian Government towards the development of a new airport for Sydney’.
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Amendment Lost
For Motion:
Against Motion:
Absent:

C0612(2) Item 4
Motion:

Councillors Byrne, Olive and Peters
Councillors Hanna, Macri, O'Sullivan, Thanos, Tsardoulias and
Wright
Councillor Iskandar

LOFTUS STREET DULWICH HILL CAR PARK LED LIGHTING
UPGRADE

(Hanna/Thanos)

THAT:
1.

Council endorse the replacement and upgrade of public lighting in Loftus Street Car
Park; and

2.

the required Capital expenditure of $56,000 is funded through savings in the 2011/12
Property Services Budget.

Motion Carried
For Motion:
Against Motion:

Councillors Byrne, Hanna, Iskandar, Macri, Olive, O'Sullivan, Peters,
Thanos, Tsardoulias and Wright
Nil

C0612(2) Item 5

ESTABLISHMENT OF A RESOURCE MANAGEMENT RESERVE

Motion:

(Macri/Tsardoulias)

THAT Council:
1.

note the creation of a Resource Management Reserve (RMR) beginning in the 2012/13
budget year which will be funded through savings made from water and energy
efficiency projects; and

2.

approve the transfer of $55,000 from the Emission Reduction Projects and Water
Conservation Projects 2012/13 budget to the RMR as seed funding.

Motion Carried
For Motion:
Against Motion:
Absent:

C0612(2) Item 6
Motion:

Councillors Byrne, Hanna, Macri, Olive, O'Sullivan, Peters, Thanos,
Tsardoulias and Wright
Nil
Councillor Iskandar

MEMBERSHIP OF KIAMA MUNICIPAL COUNCIL - METROPOOL
AND UNITED INDEPENDENT POOLS

(Hanna/Thanos)

THAT Council:
1.

receive and note the report; and

2.

authorise the General Manager to execute all necessary legal documents associated
with the admission of Kiama Municipal Council to Metropool and United Independent
Pools.

Motion Carried
For Motion:
Against Motion:

Councillors Byrne, Hanna, Iskandar, Macri, Olive, O'Sullivan, Peters,
Thanos, Tsardoulias and Wright
Nil
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C0612(2) Item 7

Motion:

MINUTES OF THE MARRICKVILLE TRANSPORTATION
PLANNING & ADVISORY COMMITTEE MEETING HELD ON 17
MAY 2012

(Hanna/Thanos)

THAT Council:
1.

receives, notes and adopts the Minutes of the Transportation Planning & Advisory
Committee held on 17th May 2012;

2.

investigates the potential options, issues and costs for improvements that could be
made to the Cooks River path under the Illawarra railway line;

3.

allocates funding as part of the September 2012 budget review for the development of
a new Marrickville Active Transport Map; and

4.

examines the pedestrian crossing at Seaview Street, Dulwich Hill, with a view to
improving this for all users.

Motion Carried
For Motion:
Against Motion:

C0612(2) Item 8
Motion:

Councillors Byrne, Hanna, Iskandar, Macri, Olive, O'Sullivan, Peters,
Thanos, Tsardoulias and Wright
Nil

MINUTES OF THE GREENWAY STEERING COMMITTEE HELD
ON 23 APRIL 2012

(Hanna/Thanos)

THAT Council receives and notes this report.
Motion Carried
For Motion:
Against Motion:

Councillors Byrne, Hanna, Iskandar, Macri, Olive, O'Sullivan, Peters,
Thanos, Tsardoulias and Wright
Nil

C0612(2) Item 9

STATUS UPDATE - RESOLUTIONS OF COUNCIL

Motion:

(Hanna/Thanos)

THAT the report be received and noted.
Motion Carried
For Motion:
Against Motion:

C0612(2) Item 10
Motion:

Councillors Byrne, Hanna, Iskandar, Macri, Olive, O'Sullivan, Peters,
Thanos, Tsardoulias and Wright
Nil

STATUS UPDATE - PETITIONS RECEIVED FOR THE PERIOD 2
MAY TO 4 JUNE 2012

(Hanna/Thanos)

THAT the report be received and noted.
Motion Carried
For Motion:
Against Motion:

Councillors Byrne, Hanna, Iskandar, Macri, Olive, O'Sullivan, Peters,
Thanos, Tsardoulias and Wright
Nil
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C0612(2) Item 11
Motion:

COUNCILLOR ACCESS TO INFORMATION DURING 2 MAY TO 4
JUNE 2012

(Hanna/Thanos)

THAT the report be received and noted.
Motion Carried
For Motion:
Against Motion:

Councillors Byrne, Hanna, Iskandar, Macri, Olive, O'Sullivan, Peters,
Thanos, Tsardoulias and Wright
Nil

C0612(2) Item 12

NOTICE OF MOTION: TRAFFIC IN STATION ST WEST, TEMPE

Public speakers:

Diana Dagg, Richard McRae, Veronica Elton, Bernadette Mahoney
and Bernard Hafey

Motion:

(Olive/Byrne)

THAT Council defers consideration of this item until the community consultation process has
concluded.
Motion Lost
For Motion:
Against Motion:

Motion:

Councillors Byrne, Olive, Peters and Thanos
Councillors Hanna, Iskandar, Macri, O'Sullivan, Tsardoulias and
Wright

(O’Sullivan/Tsardoulias)

THAT:
1.

2.

Council endorses the process for surveying community responses and
consideration/input by Council officers and the Pedestrian, Cyclist and Traffic Calming
Advisory Committee of the proposal by petitioners for Station Street West.
traffic officers also arrange a meeting with residents to explain the implications for
parking and other technical issues of the proposal under consultation.

Motion Carried
For Motion:
Against Motion:

C0612(2) Item 13

Councillors Byrne, Hanna, Iskandar, Macri, Olive, O'Sullivan, Peters,
Thanos, Tsardoulias and Wright
Nil

NOTICE OF MOTION: PROPOSED IMPROVED FOOTBALL
(SOCCER) FIELD MAINTENANCE - GOAL AREA TURFING

Public speaker:
Leo O’Connor
Motion:
(Olive/Tsardoulias)
THAT:
1.

Council undertake annual returfing of football (soccer) field goal areas with works to be
undertaken to all goal areas where better than 95% turf cover for the commencement
of the Winter season cannot be reasonably expected by means other than returfing;

2.

Council provide a recurrent budget of $25,000 to enable this work to be completed;
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3.

the works be programmed and undertaken as soon as practicable after the end of the
Winter season;

4.

agreements for use of fields be modified for a minimum of eight weeks after laying of
turf to avoid impact on newly established turf; and

5.

this matter to be considered at the September 2012/13 budget review.

Motion Carried
For Motion:
Against Motion:

C0612(2) Item 14

Motion:

Councillors Byrne, Hanna, Iskandar, Macri, Olive, O'Sullivan, Peters,
Thanos, Tsardoulias and Wright
Nil

NOTICE OF MOTION: COMMEMORATION OF THE 100TH
ANNIVERSARY OF THE LANDING AT GALLIPOLI AND
ESTABLISHMENT OF A MEMORIAL TO MARRICKVILLE
SERVICE PERSONNEL

(Macri/Tsardoulias)

THAT Council:
1.

establishes a Committee to plan and organise the commemoration of the 100th
Anniversary of Gallipoli; and

2.

requests a report on the establishment of a memorial to Marrickville citizens who died
in overseas conflicts from and including World War II.

Motion Carried
For Motion:
Against Motion:
Absent:

C0612(2) Item 15
Motion:

Councillors Byrne, Hanna, Macri, Olive, O'Sullivan, Peters, Thanos,
Tsardoulias and Wright
Nil
Councillor Iskandar

NOTICE OF MOTION: MARRICKVILLE RSL ENTRANCE
SCULPTURE

(Hanna/Byrne)

THAT this item be deferred to the next Council Meeting.
Motion Carried
For Motion:
Against Motion:
Absent:

Councillors Byrne, Hanna, Macri, Olive, O'Sullivan, Peters, Thanos,
Tsardoulias and Wright
Nil
Councillor Iskandar

Procedural Motion: Olive/Hanna
THAT the Council consider the following item as an urgent item of business (Item 16 – Notice
of Motion: Support for a Poll at the Local Government Election on the Exploration and
Production of Coal Seam Gas).
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Motion Carried
For Motion:
Against Motion:

Councillors Byrne, Hanna, Iskandar, Macri, Olive, O'Sullivan, Peters,
Thanos, Tsardoulias and Wright
Nil

C0612(2) Item 16

NOTICE OF MOTION: SUPPORT FOR A POLL AT THE LOCAL
GOVERNMENT ELECTION ON THE EXPLORATION AND
PRODUCTION OF COAL SEAM GAS (CSG)

Public speakers:

Pip Hinman, Adrienne Shilling and Louise Steer

Motion:

(Peters/Olive)

THAT Marrickville Council requests that the AEC conduct a poll during the forthcoming
Marrickville Local Council Election on September 8 2012 on the question below:
“Do you support coal seam gas (CSG) exploration and production in the
Marrickville Local Government area?”
Motion Lost
For Motion:
Against Motion:

Motion:

Councillors Byrne, Olive and Peters
Councillors Hanna, Iskandar, Macri, O'Sullivan, Thanos, Tsardoulias
and Wright

Peters/Byrne

THAT Marrickville Council:
1.
reaffirms its opposition to coal seam gas mining and exploration and holds the view
that it should be banned in the LGA; and
2.
Contacts the LGSA requesting the LGSA considers running a state-wide poll of
electors on coal seam gas mining and exploration.
Motion Lost
For Motion:
Against Motion:

Motion:

Councillors Byrne, Olive, Peters and Thanos
Councillors Hanna, Iskandar, Macri, O'Sullivan, Tsardoulias and
Wright

Thanos/Macri

THAT Marrickville Council reaffirms its opposition to coal seam gas mining and exploration
and holds the view that it should be banned in the LGA.
Motion Carried
For Motion:
Against Motion:

Councillors Byrne, Hanna, Iskandar, Macri, Olive, O'Sullivan, Peters,
Thanos, Tsardoulias and Wright
Nil

Meeting closed at 10.03pm.

CHAIRPERSON
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Item No:

C0712(1) Item 1

Subject:

PEDESTRIAN, CYCLIST AND TRAFFIC CALMING ADVISORY COMMITTEE
MEETING HELD TUESDAY 22 MAY 2012 - ITEM C13 EDGEWARE LANE

File Ref:

3337/32661.12

Prepared By: Wal Petschler - Manager, Design and Investigation
SYNOPSIS
For consideration of “ITEM C13 Edgeware Lane, Enmore – Proposed No Parking
Restrictions” which was deferred from Council Meeting held on 19 June 2012.

RECOMMENDATION
THAT the installation of full-time ‘No Parking’ restrictions on both sides of Edgeware
Lane, south of Cross Lane, Enmore, between the existing ‘No Stopping’ zones and the
rear of properties No. 58 Edgeware Road (20 metres in length) and No. 59 Metropolitan
Road (24 metres in length) be APPROVED, in order to provide clear vehicular access to
off-street parking facilities, SUBJECT to affected residents being notified prior to the
installation of signage.

DISCUSSION
ATTACHMENT 1 provides the minutes of the Pedestrian, Cyclist and Traffic Calming Advisory
Committee, held on 22 May 2012, dealing with ITEM C13 Edgeware Lane, Enmore Proposed
Parking Restrictions’. ATTACHMENT 2 provides a copy of the report to the Committee.
At its meeting of 19 June 2012, Council deferred consideration of this matter to the first
Council Meeting in July to enable a revised resident notification to be undertaken due to an
address error in the original notification. A new letter was forwarded to affected residents.

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS
Necessary signage can be implemented with Council’s existing budget allocations.
OTHER STAFF COMMENTS
Nil.
PUBLIC CONSULTATION
Letter outlining proposal has been forwarded to adjacent residents.
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RECOMMENDATION
THAT the installation of full-time ‘No Parking’ restrictions on both sides of Edgeware
Lane, south of Cross Lane, Enmore, between the existing ‘No Stopping’ zones and the
rear of properties No. 58 Edgeware Road (20 metres in length) and No. 59 Metropolitan
Road (24 metres in length) be APPROVED, in order to provide clear vehicular access to
off-street parking facilities, SUBJECT to affected residents being notified prior to the
installation of signage.

Neil Strickland
Director, Infrastructure Services

ATTACHMENTS
1. Minutes of the Pedestrian, Cyclist and Traffic Calming Advisory Committee - ITEM C13 Edgeware Lane Enmore - Proposed Parking Restrictions
2. Report - ITEM C13 - Edgeware Lane, Enmore Proposed Parking Restrictions
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MINUTES OF THE PEDESTRIAN, CYCLIST AND TRAFFIC CALMING ADVISORY
COMMITTEE
HELD ON TUESDAY 22 MAY 2012
THE MEETING COMMENCED AT 1.32 PM

Item No:
Subject:
File Ref:
Author:

C13
EDGEWARE LANE, ENMORE (NORTH WARD) PROPOSED ‘NO
PARKING’ RESTRICTIONS
6494-05
Ramy Selim – Engineer, Traffic Services

Synopsis
A submission has been received from residents of four properties in Metropolitan Road,
Enmore for the extension of the existing ‘No Stopping’ zones in Edgeware Lane, to improve
access to their off-street parking spaces.
It is recommended that ‘No Parking’ restrictions be installed on both sides of Edgeware
Lane, South of Cross Lane, Enmore, between the existing ‘No Stopping’ zones and the rear
of properties No. 58 Edgeware Road and No. 59 Metropolitan Road, in order to provide clear
vehicular access to off-street parking facilities, subject to affected residents being notified
prior to the installation of signage.
Traffic Committee Discussion
The Committee members agreed with the Officer’s recommendation.
Officer's Recommendation:
THAT the installation of full-time ‘No Parking’ restrictions on both sides of Edgeware Lane,
south of Cross Lane, Enmore, between the existing ‘No Stopping’ zones and the rear of
properties No. 58 Edgeware Road (20 metres in length) and No. 59 Metropolitan Road (24
metres in length) be APPROVED, in order to provide clear vehicular access to off-street
parking facilities, SUBJECT to affected residents being notified prior to the installation of
signage.

Traffic Committee Recommendation:
THAT the Officer's recommendation be adopted.

Attachment 1

For Motion:

Unanimous
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SYNOPSIS
A submission has been received from residents of four properties in Metropolitan Road,
Enmore for the extension of the existing ‘No Stopping’ zones in Edgeware Lane, to improve
access to their off-street parking spaces.
It is recommended that 'No Parking' restrictions be installed on both sides of Edgeware Lane,
south of Cross Lane, Enmore, between the existing ‘No Stopping’ zones and the rear of
properties No. 58 Edgeware Road and No. 59 Metropolitan Road, in order to provide clear
vehicular access to off-street parking facilities, subject to affected residents being notified prior
to the installation of signage.

OFFICER’S RECOMMENDATION
THAT the installation of full-time 'No Parking' restrictions on both sides of Edgeware Lane,
south of Cross Lane, Enmore, between the existing ‘No Stopping’ zones and the rear of
properties No. 58 Edgeware Road (20 metres in length) and No. 59 Metropolitan Road (24
metres in length) be APPROVED, in order to provide clear vehicular access to off-street parking
facilities, SUBJECT to affected residents being notified prior to the installation of signage.

BACKGROUND
A submission has been received from residents of four properties on the western side of
Metropolitan Road, Enmore for the extension of the existing ‘No Stopping’ zones in Edgeware
Lane, to improve access to their off-street parking spaces (refer to the attached diagram and
photos provided by the applicants).
The residents have advised that on a regular basis vehicles are being parked in Edgeware
Lane directly opposite to their garages, which prevents them from obtaining vehicular access
to their properties. These parking spaces are often occupied by Enmore theatre patrons, the
adjacent church patrons and residents. These residents have also advised that there are many
rental properties in the area having multiple tenants with each having their own vehicle. The
residents further advised that the majority of residents affected are senior citizens who rely on
rear lane car access to attend medical and other appointments.

In May 2009, Council conducted a questionnaire survey of residents regarding a proposal for
the installation of 'No Parking' restrictions along Edgeware Lane, Enmore, in order to improve
access to off-street parking facilities.
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The results of the consultation were considered by the Local Traffic Planning and Advisory
Committee at its meeting held on 19 May 2009 and its recommendations were adopted by
Council at its Technical Service Committee meeting held on 9 June 2009. Council resolved to
install “No Parking” restrictions on western side of Edgeware Lane, between Enmore Lane
and Sarah Street, Enmore, subject to all properties having a boundary with Edgeware Lane
being notified prior to the installation of signage.
However, as a consequence of a petition received from some residents objecting to this
decision, implementation of the new parking restrictions were deferred pending clarification of
residents' preferences. An additional questionnaire survey was undertaken to confirm the
opinion of residents regarding a number of different parking restriction options along Edgeware
Lane. The results of this survey were presented to Council at its Technical Service Committee
meeting held on 13 October 2009. Council resolved THAT;
1. The results of the resident survey be received and noted;
2. Given the low level of support from residents, the previously approved full-time 'No
Parking' restrictions on the western side of Edgeware Lane, between Enmore Lane and
Sarah Street Enmore, NOT be implemented;
3. The statutory 'No Stopping' restrictions be installed for a distance of 10 metres at all
corners of Edgeware Lane, with Cross Lane and Sarah Street, in order to improve
vehicular access into these laneways;
4. The matter of vehicles being illegally parked across garages in Edgeware Lane,
Enmore, be REFERRED to Council's Rangers to be dealt with on a case by case
basis; and
5. All residents in the study area be advised in terms of this report.
As a result, 'No Stopping' signs were installed for a distance of 10 metres at all corners of
Edgeware Lane, with Cross Lane and Sarah Street.
DISCUSSION
The majority of residents of Edgeware and Metropolitan Streets, between Enmore Lane and
Sarah Street, have rear access to their properties in the form of garages in Edgeware Lane.
Some motorists who park their vehicles in Edgeware Lane are creating difficulties for those
residents wishing to utilise their garages, due to the narrow width of the laneway.

Attachment 2

Edgeware Lane is 4.8 metres wide, with a section of approximately 44 metres of 'No Stopping'
restrictions on the eastern side of the laneway, directly south of Enmore Lane. When vehicles
are parked in the laneway, there is very minimal manoeuvring area for residents wishing to exit
or enter their garages located in the laneway (Refer to the attached locality map and
photographs).
It has been observed that the majority of vehicles are usually parked on the eastern side of the
Edgeware Lane; however, some vehicles were parked on the western side as well, creating
major access difficulties. The placement of 'No Parking' restrictions will improve access
through the laneway and into and out of garages. It should be noted that Council's garbage
and waste collection trucks access Edgeware Lane on Friday mornings, in order to empty the
rubbish bins for properties fronting Edgeware and Metropolitan Roads.
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CONCLUSION
It is recommended that 'No Parking' restrictions be installed on both sides of Edgeware Lane,
south of Cross Lane, Enmore, between the existing ‘No Stopping’ zones and the rear of
properties No. 58 Edgeware Road and No. 59 Metropolitan Road, in order to provide clear
vehicular access to off-street parking facilities, subject to affected residents being notified prior
to the installation of signage.
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It should be noted that laneways were generally built to provide service access for properties
and access into off-street parking facilities.
FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS
The costs of the supply and installation of the recommended signposting are to be funded
through Council’s signs and line markings budget.
OFFICER’S RECOMMENDATION
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THAT the installation of full-time 'No Parking' restrictions on both sides of Edgeware Lane,
south of Cross Lane, Enmore, between the existing ‘No Stopping’ zones and the rear of
properties No. 58 Edgeware Road (20 metres in length) and No. 59 Metropolitan Road (24
metres in length) be APPROVED, in order to provide clear vehicular access to off-street
parking facilities, SUBJECT to affected residents being notified prior to the installation of
signage.
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Edgeware Lane, south of Cross Lane (facing north)
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Extend of Existing ‘No Stopping zones in Edgeware Lane, south of Cross Lane (facing south)
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Vehicles parked in Edgeware Lane across garages and restricting access
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Item No:

C0712(1) Item 2

Subject:

SOCIAL ENTERPRISE PROJECT - MOBILE VAN - STEEL PARK

File Ref:

2612-01/32118.12

Prepared By: Stella Ford - Manager, Community Development
SYNOPSIS
Marrickville Council is proposing to request expressions of interest from social enterprises in
the first instance, or existing or new businesses for the provision of good quality coffee and
refreshments through the operation of a mobile van to users of Steel Park (particularly the
Waterplay area), in Marrickville South.
Through this cutting edge service (social enterprise), a key outcome sought will be the
provision of employment and targeted skills training for unemployed and identified members of
the local community. This will build community capacity particularly for an area of the
Marrickville LGA which is recognised for its high unemployment and concentration of public
housing.
Council has been interested in building local social enterprise as part of its commitment to
social procurement and this pilot project will assess the model best suited to our local
community.
In drafting this proposal Community Development were informed by the work being
undertaken around social enterprise and social procurement through international and national
(Victorian) best practice as well as the Social Procurement Action Group (SPAG) committee
on which the Manager, Community Development is a member.
We therefore recommend to Council that a social enterprise model be considered for this pilot
project.

RECOMMENDATION
THAT:
1.

an expression of interest process for a social enterprise run mobile coffee and
refreshment van model be approved;

2.

Council approve a 24 month trial period for the social enterprise at Steel Park; and

3.

Council approve peppercorn rent and lodge a Development Application for the
pilot project at Steel Park.

BACKGROUND
In 2010 Marrickville Council completed a Waterplay facility within the children’s playground
area at Steel Park, Marrickville South. Since the opening of the Waterplay feature, a
significant influx of individuals and families has occurred during the summer months.
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Following the completion of this facility, gaps in service provision were identified along with
opportunities to grow social outcomes. The then Director, Community Services, initiated a
project in the latter part of 2010, to establish a small social enterprise. The proposed social
enterprise would be based around operating a café and minor catering service from the kiosk
which is located on this site. The kiosk is currently used by a local football club in winter
(Stanmore Hawks) and a local cricket club during summer.
IPM Solutions were contracted for $5,000 to conduct the feasibility study for the establishment
of a social enterprise in the kiosk located in Steel Park which would meet the increasing
demand for good quality coffee and light refreshments for users of Steel Park. Over a two
week period, April to May 2011, a study was conducted by IPM Solutions which included; site
visits, surveys of park users, discussions with stakeholders, research of likely products and
services, clarification of target groups and skills development, investigation of staffing
requirements, identification of social, economic and environmental impact and provision of an
indicative financial performance.
Surveys of Steel Park users indicated overwhelming interest (91% of respondents) in the
development of a café providing good quality coffee and refreshments. The feasibility study
also noted that a social enterprise provided a primary opportunity to create pathways into
employment for identified groups from the local area.
Census data clearly shows that Marrickville South has pockets of higher unemployment
particularly for some migrant groups and youthi.
DISCUSSION
Social Procurement
Social procurement is becoming standard practice in government and many Councils are
moving in this direction. Marrickville Council has made a commitment to social procurement
through its procurement process. Marrickville Council recognises the importance and value of
improving social and local community outcomes by incorporating social considerations into its
Procurement policy framework “Section 15 Ethical Sourcing”. The next step to actioning social
procurement is the development of social enterprise.
Community benefits of a social enterprise project would see the provision of associated
training and pathways to employment for identified target groups and in particular for people in
South Marrickville and beyond. Provision of training and pathways to employment would also
mitigate the social isolation by engaging people in a community project as well as provide
clearer career options for younger residents of Marrickville South, particularly those currently
in public housing.
Steel Park Kiosk Model
While this activity was originally considered as a social and economic response to Marrickville
South, the feasibility study and further consideration negated this option as viable.
It was envisaged that the kiosk would provide good quality coffee and refreshments to users of
Steel Park and in particular to families utilising the Waterplay area. However, the feasibility
study, subsequent meetings with partners and site visits identified the following barriers to the
development of the social enterprise café within the Steel Park kiosk including:
1. Obtaining capital required to establish the premises in a way that would enable it to
operate as a fully effective cafe with sufficient space for stock/food storage, food
preparation and outdoor eating area, probably with shade structure;
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2. Current sporting organisations using the Kiosk as part of their lease agreement possibly
seeking compensation;
3. Entry to the kiosk is not visible from the Waterplay area and has no street frontage;
4. The kiosk/cafe would need to be a 6 month-only operation over the summer months due to
current sporting group lease arrangements. This would entail a lot of work running it
including the set up each summer;
5. Impact on existing local cafes and in particular the operator of the Steel Park Cafe at the
Debbie and Abby Borgia Centre and the nearby Adora Chocolates café;
6. The space for the kiosk is small (essentially a galley kitchen without a stove) more than 3
people in this area at any one time when busy would make it difficult, even potentially
hazardous to operate in;
7. Home and away change rooms for the sports fields are on either side of the kiosk and
while they help provide a sheltered area for kiosk users they obscure the Kiosk from public
view (except from the sports fields)
8. Low returns before owners remuneration – this makes it difficult for a Cafe to fund a
manager and auspice body overheads from trading; and
9. Cannot fund training from trading surplus.
This model has been reviewed and due to the above issues, this model it has been deemed to
be unworkable. The following model has now been developed to meet the needs identified.
Mobile Coffee and Refreshment Van Model
The feasibility study went on to suggest an alternative model for the development of a social
enterprise which included a mobile coffee and refreshment van. This concept was worth
further investigation as it provided:
•

Scope for flexible locations, service areas and customer markets;

•

Avoiding the need to make building modifications;

•

Possibility to more easily recover some capital cost (if needed);

•

Managing flood risk (if any);

•

Scope for sponsorship with the van ($30K - $100K); and

•

Separately to the above this model would avoid issues with the Steel Park leases.

Following site visits and consideration of the constraints in operating the current kiosk as a
social enterprise café, a meeting was held with the Manager Community Development,
Coordinator Community Partnerships and Places and Manager Economic Development which
resulted in the prioritisation of the alternative model; a Mobile Coffee and Refreshment Van at
Steel Park.
A mobile coffee and refreshment van could provide a good local service, while still being able
to provide (at a limited scale) the employment and training outcomes sought. This model to be
developed as a social enterprise is being recommended to Council for support.

28

Delivery Proposal for Mobile Coffee and Refreshment Van
Marrickville Council is committed to increasing social outcomes for its community and is
seeking to support the establishment of a local social enterprise. It is expected that benefits
and outcomes from the Coffee and Refreshment Mobile Van would include the provision of
employment and training for those people identified as requiring social and economic support.
This may include those with disability, mental illness, refugees, indigenous Australians and the
long-term unemployed. This would also give the Council an innovative opportunity to test a
social enterprise model.
The successful provider will be also be required to provide accredited training in barista,
customer service and/or hospitality to improve employment potential for those most at need in
our community. As part of its procurement policy, Council encourages sourcing of products
locally, and the use of ethical/ fair trade products is preferred.
Identified opportunities for the mobile van to be linked to existing business, employment and
training activities undertaken by the successful business or social enterprise, increasing the
opportunities for social outcomes from the project will also be encouraged.
Social Enterprise Model
It is proposed that the Expression of Interest is made available to existing or proposed new
social enterprises (Attachment 1).
This is a leading edge model which will be piloted, monitored and evaluated over a two year
period.
This model would maximise benefits to the community and align strongly with Council’s social
procurement objectives by providing:
•

A social purpose that is core to the focus, business and structure of the organisation;

•

The key activity and income source is trading, with a significant portion of income
coming from enterprising and business activities (as opposed to grants and
philanthropy); and

•

A profit distribution that aligns with and supports the social purpose.

Benefits
Risks
A social purpose that is core to the focus, business and structure of the Social enterprises
organisation;
are
a
new
delivery model for
The key activity and income source is trading, with a significant portion goods
and
of income coming from enterprising and business activities (as opposed services. It may
to grants and philanthropy);
be challenging to
find
a
social
Businesses may deliver specific social outcomes, but a social enterprise which
enterprise model may provide broader social value as not-for-profit currently
exists
entities; and
and is willing to
commit to the
A profit distribution that aligns with and supports the social purpose.
project.
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Planning Considerations
Steel Park is community land and Marrickville Council has a Plan of Management for the park
which allows a mobile van on site. Council also has a new draft Local Environmental Plan Marrickville LEP 2011. Under LEP 10, Steel Park retains its open space zoning (it is zoned
RE1 - Public Recreation). Under this zoning, a mobile food / refreshment outlet is permissible
with Council consent.
This means that the proposal for a mobile coffee and refreshment van, would need a
Development Application (DA) and this would need to be advertised for comments. The DA
would also need to address issues such as signage, accessibility, size, use of outdoor space
and parking. In consideration of the latter, the shared use of parking with the users of the park
would be one of the matters for consideration. Also, any proposal for outdoor seating around
the mobile van would need to be addressed in the DA. As part of Council support it is
appropriate that Council lodge the Development Application.
Advice from Council’s solicitor suggests that there are no implications regarding the Plans of
Management particularly as Council is piloting this social enterprise as a ‘not for profit’ for a 24
month period. To further support this initiative, it is proposed that Council provides peppercorn
rent for this site for a period of two years.
Risk Management
Risk management for this social enterprise/social procurement involves the close monitoring of
the enterprise via an Advisory Group made up of Council’s Community Development, Legal,
Procurement and Economic Development team. Milestones and Progress reports will be
monitored carefully and advice and in kind support provided as necessary.
The Expression of Interest (EOI) will be advertised widely and the selection process will be
carefully considered:
•

Advertised in the local and other press;

•

Let adjoining owners know of proposal;

•

Section 46 local government act - put up notice on the site;

•

Allow submissions for 28 days to Council and if receive objections to proposal it has to
go to Minister for consent (even for a pilot project); and

•

Ensure that the Social Enterprise will have all relevant insurances.

There is a real possibility for expanding the social enterprise once the social – training and
employment outcomes are being achieved.
Quadruple Bottom Line
Social impacts and benefits have been described throughout this report.
Economic impacts would see the creation of new training and employment opportunities in
hospitality and related services. However, there may be an impact on neighbouring cafes as
these local small businesses are well used by people using Steel Park, especially the
children's playground; some customers feel strong loyalty to either of these two
establishments. The environmental impact would be minimal.
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In regards to Governance, this process would allow Council to build on its current social
procurement direction and process.
CONCLUSION
Throughout the development of this project the advice, experience and knowledge of the
following people was sought: Duncan Gilchrist (Economic Development Unit), Lyn Blain
(Social Procurement), Jill Blunden (Legal), Joe Strati (Legal), Peter Montague (Culture and
Recreation), Erna Ferrer (Governance), George Lerantges (Monitoring Services), Patricia
Kenny (TAFE NSW), Esta Paschalidis – Chilas (Metro Migrant Resource Centre) and the
Social Procurement Action Group (SPAG).
FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS
Nil.
OTHER STAFF COMMENTS
Not Applicable.
PUBLIC CONSULTATION
Once a decision has been reached, it is expected that local businesses and Steel Park sports
ground lessees will be notified of Council’s intention.

RECOMMENDATION
THAT:
1.

an expression of interest process for a social enterprise run mobile coffee and
refreshment van model be approved;

2.

Council approve a 24 month trial period for the social enterprise at Steel Park; and

3.

Council approve peppercorn rent and lodge a Development Application for the
pilot project at Steel Park.

Simone Schwarz
Director, Community Services

ATTACHMENTS
1. Expressions of Interest - Mobile Coffee Van Steel Park - Social Enterprise Model CN
Comments
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Item No:

C0712(1) Item 3

Subject:

OUTCOMES OF THE HISTORY FORUM

File Ref:

1189-01/32162.12

Prepared By: Dallas Curry - Manager, Libraries and History
SYNOPSIS
Report on outcomes for the History Forum community consultation day. Outcomes for
strategic direction of History Services including a continued focus on migration history, 20th
century history, talks and training sessions. Further outcomes for strategic direction includes a
revision and increase in our marketing and promotions strategy, future research projects
looking at Aboriginal and locality specific history, as well as renewed focus on outcomes for
schools.

RECOMMENDATION
THAT:
1.

the current research and program strategies for History Services be continued;
and

2.

improved marketing and promotional strategies for History Services be developed.

BACKGROUND
At the 15 November, 2011 Council Meeting, a report was put before Council reporting on the
activities and outcomes of History Services, as part of the Marrickville Library and History
Services section of Council (C1111(2) Item 3). This report responded to recommendations for
a review of History Services made at a 26 May, 2011 Council meeting, by highlighting key
achievements by the Service in its first 8 months of operation.
At the 15 November, 2011 Council Meeting the Council voted to carry a motion that:
“Council therefore requests the History team to coordinate an invitation based community
forum early in 2012 to provide advice on future vision directions and priorities for History
Services in Marrickville. While the forum should be open, invitees should include local heritage
and local history experts and community groups with a direct interest in the social impacts of
heritage.
The outcomes of the Forum should be reported to Council and incorporated where possible
into the vision, planning and priorities of Library and History Services.”
DISCUSSION
Marrickville Library and History Services organised a History Forum held on the 14 May, 2012.
Guided by the 15 November motion this Forum was prepared along the lines of a community
consultation through work with the Corporate Development section of Council, and enlisting
the services of an external consultant to coordinate the forum.
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Invitations were sent out to key experts, people and groups, including Marrickville Heritage
Society Committee, University of Technology, Sydney, City of Sydney Council, and
Marrickville Family History Group. The Forum was also advertised in the The City Weekender,
Cooks River Valley Times, Marrickville Heritage Society newsletter and through Marrickville
Library and History Services promotional activities. The Coordinator, History Services was also
interviewed on 2SER FM regarding the History Forum and the upcoming Heritage Festival
program.
There were 21 participants at the History Forum. The forum ran from 10:00am to 12:30 pm.
The forum operated around 4 key questions:
1. What is more important: an historic site OR the lives of people connected to the site?
2. Segregation is, unfortunately, an aspect of multiculturalism in Marrickville society. What
role do you see for history in addressing interaction and connections across cultural
groups?
3. Oral History is essential to exploring the rich, lived experiences of individuals still living with
us, but is impossible to retrieve from the 19th and 18th centuries. What role do you see
fiction playing in developing richer expressions of lives during the mid-nineteenth century?
and
4. What do you believe to be the most important aspect of Marrickville’s history? What is
missing from the programs of History Services?
Participants indicated that they were interested in the concept of layered sites, with various
elements of content, activity and ideas. There was a general belief that this should be explored
both at and away from the sites. The Historic Houses Trust have been seeing an ongoing
decline in visitation to house museums that the Trust operates (Insites, Winter 2012), and are
hence looking at developing multiplicities of experience and choice. Developing this multiplicity
of choice for exploring and touring historic sites, both at the physical site itself and through
online and physical displays and exhibitions, will be a key focus of History Services into the
future arising out of the forum. A virtual tour of Marrickville’s history has already been
launched. Moving into the future History Services will have site visits, heritage tours and virtual
tours as a targeted outcome for the Sites of Connection 2012/13 research project.
Discussion regarding the incorporation of people with a Country of Origin of both English and
Non-English Speaking Background was an important component of the discussion. The
participants considered it important to capture stories connected to NESB communities and to
relate this information to physical locations and community places. Creating exhibitions and
programs that engage with various groups in multiple languages was also discussed. There
was a strong belief that there should be adult and school education programs to increase
understanding and interaction. This feedback consolidates current and future research
contained within the Migrating Cultures and the Sites of Connection projects (2012/13). Along
with exhibitions and online outcomes, forecast for both these projects over the coming 8 month
period, this will see history presenting information about various cultures and religions to
engage across the broad spectrum of the Marrickville Community.
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When asked what aspects of Marrickville’s history were missing from History Services
programs there was often mention of elements of Marrickville’s history that are already
captured in our existing and planned projects, events and programs. This covered areas such
as oral history, research skills programs, twentieth century history, the development of
Marrickville and industrial history. This, however, illustrates an ongoing need to increase public
knowledge about what History Services are doing, and creating multiple outputs and outcomes
for projects and activities. Also mentioned was improved online access to the collection. This
will be achieved through the launch of a new collections portal mid-2012 which will provide
online access to the History Collection. Increased marketing and promotional measures will
need to be implemented to increase community knowledge about history at Marrickville Library
and History Services.
Aspects and elements not covered in the existing History Services program include Aboriginal
history, colonial history, weekend and weeknight talks, social activism and an annual prize for
history writing. Also mentioned were programs for schools, particularly focusing on sites or
localities. The use of fictionalised accounts to create meaningful programs and resources for
primary aged children was a major aspect arising from talking point 3. As part of this a
strategic redirection in research focus will be implemented in 2013 to improve general local
history knowledge about the Marrickville Local government area, with improved suburb profiles
development. Aboriginal history will be incorporated into this project, exploring key sites and
events, such as the archaeological dig at Alexandra Canal uncovering a dugong butchered for
food.
In conjunction with the History Forum a survey on Marrickville’s history was conducted using
Survey Monkey to uncover what aspects of Marrickville’s history the community believed to be
significant. As of June 2012, the survey had been completed 20 times. It revealed that the
community believed:
•

Social, immigration, built environment and Aboriginal history should be a focus for History
Services, with a leaning towards biography for research purposes;

•

There was no clear preference for the format for presenting historical research content;
and

•

Aboriginal connection to the Cooks River, Depression slums in Marrickville and the Female
Orphan School were possible future research projects considered valuable by the
community

CONCLUSION
There was a broad appreciation of the activities History Services are currently engaged in.
However, there is poor public knowledge about the research outcomes and public programs of
History Services. Maintaining current research and program strategies for history services into
the future, it is imperative that Marrickville Library and History Services increase public
knowledge and access through improved marketing and promotional strategies and new
content platforms. It is also important for History Services to develop new programs that focus
on locality specific history, incorporating elements of Cadigal-Wangal and broader Aboriginal
history. This includes the development of physical and virtual tours of sites. Furthermore, it is
important for History Services to develop appropriate tools and resources for schools, allowing
trained teachers to use History Services research and collections in classroom lessons.
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FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS
Nil.
OTHER STAFF COMMENTS
Nil.
PUBLIC CONSULTATION
The conduct of the forum was intended as a means of engaging with the community on these
issues.

RECOMMENDATION
THAT:
1.

the current research and program strategies for History Services be continued;
and

2.

improved marketing and promotional strategies for History Services be
developed.

Simone Schwarz
Director, Community Services

ATTACHMENTS
Nil.
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Report No:

C0712(1) Item 4

Subject:

COUNCIL INVESTMENTS AS AT 31 MAY 2012

File Ref:

439/32262.12

Item 4

Council Meeting
3 July 2012

Prepared By: Rob Peno - Coordinator, Financial Resources

SYNOPSIS
In accordance with the requirements of clause 212 of the Local Government (General)
Regulation 2005, Council is provided with a listing of all investments made pursuant to section
625 of the Local Government Act 1993 and held as at 31 May 2012.

RECOMMENDATION
THAT the report indicating Council’s Fund Management position be received and noted.

BACKGROUND
Clause 212 of the Local Government (General) Regulation 2005 requires that a report be
presented to Council each month listing all investments with a certification from the
Responsible Accounting Officer (Director Corporate Services). Attached to this report are
further reports from Council’s Investment Advisors, Oakvale Capital Limited (Oakvale).
DISCUSSION
ATTACHMENTS 1 AND 2 to this report summarise all investments held by Council and
interest returns as at 31 May 2012.
Council is receiving actual interest payments as shown in the Notional Interest column at the
rate indicated in the Average Weighted Interest (Avg Wgt Int) column. The column headed Net
Income is the net of the Notional Interest and Capital Movements during the period. The return
is the sum of the notional interest and capital movement reflected as an interest rate. Where
there is a negative capital movement disclosed, the Return column percentage will generally
be lower than the Average Weighted Interest (Avg Wgt Int) percentage being earned by the
investment.
The Investment Holdings report (ATTACHMENT 1) for the period to 31 May 2012 reflects
Council’s holding in various investment categories listed in the table below:
MARKET VALUE
30 APRIL 2012
$1,602,313
$36,933,951
$11,261,542
$10,556,948
$1,588,143
$1,999,271
$63,942,168

INVESTMENT TYPE
Cash at Call
Term Deposit
Term Deposits – Periodic Interest
Floating Rate Notes
Mortgage Backed Securities
Corporate Bonds
TOTAL
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MARKET VALUE
31 MAY 2012
$7,067,369
$35,408,083
$11,439,962
$10,545,235
$1,446,497
$0
$65,907,146
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The One-Month Portfolio Investment Return (5.68%) was well above the UBSWA Bank Bill
Index Benchmark (4.54%). The Year To Date Investments Return (6.42%) was well above the
UBSWA Bank Bill Index Benchmark (4.79%).
For the month ending 31 May 2012, interest has accrued as per the table below:
YTD Budget
$3,391,990

YTD Mark to Market
$3,647,889

YTD Cash Basis
$3,461,402

The mark to market capital adjustment as required by the accounting standards are due to the
nature of the investment, and are unlikely to impact on the eventual return of capital and
interest to Council. The Mark to Market is a likely outcome if Council were to consider recalling
the investment prior to its due date.
A Monthly Economic and Investment Portfolio Commentary from Oakvale, is at
ATTACHMENT 3.
Certificate by Responsible Accounting Officer:
I hereby certify in accordance with Clause 212 (1) (b) of the Local Government (General)
Regulation 2005 that the investments listed in ATTACHMENT 1 have been made in
accordance with section 625 of the Local Government Act 1993, the Regulation and Council’s
Investment Policy FS.9.

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS
Nil.
OTHER STAFF COMMENTS
Nil.
PUBLIC CONSULTATION
Nil.

RECOMMENDATION
THAT the report indicating Council’s Fund Management position be received and noted.

Gary Mills
Chief Financial Officer

ATTACHMENTS
1. Council's Holdings
2. Investment Graphs
3. Economic and Investment Portfolio Commentary
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Item No:

C0712(1) Item 5

Subject:

NOTICE OF MOTION: PROPOSED RESIDENT PARKING AND TRAFFIC
CALMING - COBAR, ROSS, CARGO AND KROOMBIT STREETS AT
DULWICH HILL

File Ref:

12/SF184/30709.12

From Councillor Emanuel Tsardoulias
MOTION:
THAT Council:
1.

investigate every opportunity for provision of resident parking scheme for Ross,
Cargo and Cobar Streets to be implemented in 2012;

2.

investigate and prepare a report back to council for November on the opportunities
to be considered for various traffic calming devices and changes around Cobar,
Ross, Cargo and Kroombit Streets; and

3.

consult with all local residents about the investigation on the proposed report.

Background
Recently a group of 30 residents met with me in their street regarding their concerns of
increased traffic and lack of parking in there streets due to new developments in Kroombit
Street, Canterbury Road and Cobar Street, Dulwich Hill.
The local residents presented a petition requesting Council to investigate a resident parking
scheme in their neighbourhood and traffic calming around their street and neighbouring
streets.

Director, Infrastructure Services Comments:
Motion 1:
Council’s adopted program for undertaking parking studies identifies the Dulwich Hill area
study to be undertaken in 2013/2014 with construction of required works in 2014/2015. In July
2010 (L0710 Item 1) Council allocated $300,000 for a prioritised program of parking studies.
Tempe, Marrickville and Sydenham studies have all commenced and a review of the
Enmore/Newtown study will commence in July 2012. It is estimated that the combined cost of
these four studies will be approximately $285,000 and, at the Council meeting on 19 June
2012, Council resolved to consider a budget adjustment to bring forward a full parking study in
the Lewisham Station precinct in 2012/13. The estimated cost of this, subject to scoping the
study and outsourcing quotations, is $70,000. There will not be sufficient funds remaining to
undertake the Dulwich Hill parking study.
The issues raised in this Notice of Motion should not be considered in isolation for the three
named streets, but should be assessed in the broader context of a parking study for the whole
of Dulwich Hill.
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Motions 2 & 3:
The issues raised in this Notice of Motion should not be considered in isolation for the four
named streets, but should be assessed in the broader context of a LATM study for the whole
of Dulwich Hill North precinct.
It is estimated that up to $75,000 would be required to complete a local area traffic
management (LATM) plan including consultation with all local residents. Council’s Traffic
Management Planner is fully committed to the completion of existing programs, including
parking studies for Tempe, Marrickville, Sydenham and a review of the Newtown/Enmore
parking study. The work would therefore require the engagement of external consultancy
services to meet the proposed timeframe.
S.94 funds are currently not available in the Dulwich Hill sub-area for Local Area Traffic
Management (LATM) investigations or works, and therefore a LATM study of this area is not
listed in current forward works programs.
A review of local area traffic management in the Dulwich Hill North area was last completed in
2003. The 4 year forward programs in Council’s Budget provide for the orderly investigation,
consultation, design and construction of traffic facilities and are a transparent way of ensuring
the equitable distribution of Council’s limited funds across the Council area. I am not aware of
any evidence which suggests that the magnitude of issues surrounding the traffic conditions in
this area are such as to warrant altering the already established priority order of works over
that of other parts of the Council area. To do so would result in remedial treatments for the
traffic problems experienced by other residents in the area being deferred to later years,
contrary to expectations. Therefore it is recommended that Council continue to implement
LATM schemes in the orderly fashion set out in the forward works programs. There are 20
LATM zones in Council’s area and the adopted schedule of investigation/design and
construction over the next 4 years is as follows:
No

18
10
13
9
6&8
15
14
3

LATM Area Location

Riverside
Marrickville East
Marrickville West
Henson
Newington
Lewisham
Morton Park
Petersham North

Year for Consultation
/ Planning and
Design
2012/13
2012/13
2012/13
2012/13
2013/14
2013/14
2014/15
2014/15

Year for
Construction
2012/13
2012/13
2013/14
2013/14
2014/15
2014/15
2015/16
2015/16

Resource Implications:
Both proposals are currently unfunded. A parking study for Dulwich Hill could be expected to
cost between $90,000 and $110,000. The estimated cost of completing a LATM study for
Dulwich Hill by November 2012 (including consultation) is $75,000.

ATTACHMENTS
Nil.
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Item No:

C0712(1) Item 6

Subject:

NOTICE OF MOTION: COMMUNITY BUILDING PARTNERSHIP (CBP)

File Ref:

12/SF184/30715.12

From Councillor Emanuel Tsardoulias
MOTION:
THAT Council:
1.

note that Marrickville Council Local Government area has received a total of
$300,000 over the past 18 months through the State Government's Community
Building Partnership program;

2.

note that this funding has assisted the following organisations with their projects:
a.
b.
c.
d.
e.
f.

Marrickville Migrant resource centre
Addison Road Community Centre
Newtown Neighbourhood Centre
PCYC Marrickville
Petersham Bowling Club
Greek Orthodox Community Centre in Petersham;

3.

notes that any reduction in funding available to council from the State Government
places financial pressure on Council's ability to invest in infrastructure and deliver
quality local services;

4.

notes media reports that NSW Treasurer will cut the funding provided through the
Community Building Partnership by one third in the 2012-13 State Budget;

5.

calls on the O'Farrell Government not to cut the funding available through
Community Building Partnership in the 2012-13 State Budget, and instead make a
full allocation of $35 million available for councils and community groups to invest
in local infrastructure; and

6.

opposes any cuts to the Community Building Partnership program, which has
proven to be a popular and successful mechanism for helping local communities
invest in infrastructure at a grassroots level.

Background
The Community Building Partnership (CBP) was introduced by the former State Labor
Government in the 2009-10 State Budget.
The purpose of the program is to provide funds to councils and community organisations to
invest in local infrastructure, such as upgrades to halls and sporting facilities.
While community organisations (such as Newtown Neighbourhood Centre, PCYC Marrickville,
Marrickville Migrant resource Centre, Scouts or Men's Sheds) may have their projects fully
funded through the scheme.
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The CBP helps to address problems with infrastructure backlogs, unlock funds for investment,
and create opportunities for local businesses and tradespeople.
The program allocates $300,000 to each state electorate, with an additional $100,000
provided to 48 electorates identified as having higher levels of unemployment.
CBP under the formal Labor Government
Labor provided $35 million for the scheme in the 2009-10 State Budget, and 1,180 grants
received funding.
In the 2010-11 State Budget, Labor provided a further $35 million for the CBP. This was later
increased to a total of $58.4 million, and 1,775 projects received funding.
In total, the former Labor Government provided $93.4 million over two years to fund 2,955
projects.
CBP under Coalition
Before the last State Election, Barry O'Farrell promised to continue the Community Building
Partnership (Source: Sydney Morning Herald, 1 March 2011).
After the State Election, the O'Farrell Government provided $35 million over two financial
years (Source: "Delivering Our Commitments, Budget 2011-12" NSW Government). This
funding has now been allocated to 1,425 projects.
Current Issues:
On Sunday 20 May 2012, the Sun Herald reported that Treasurer Mike Baird is considering
abolishing the Community Building Partnership Program altogether (Source: Sun Herald, 20
May 2012).
On Sunday 27 May 2012, the Sun Herald reported that Treasurer Mike Baird would continue
the Community Building Partnership Program, but cut its funding by around a third:
· State electorates that had received $400,000 in funding will now receive $300,000; and
· State electorates that had received $300,000 in funding will now receive $200,000.
(Source: Sydney Morning Herald, 28 May 2012).

Manager, Community Development Comments:
The Community Building Partnership Program is a community strengthening and capacity
building program. The Program includes both fixed term funding available each year for new
projects, and a renewable component that comprises former Community Services Grants
Program (CSGP) services that have transferred to the Community Building Partnership
Program.
Marrickville Council currently receives a renewable component Community Building
Partnership Funding subsidy of $33,941 per annum to support Community Development staff
to achieve specific outcomes focussed on strengthening and capacity building in the
community. This contract has been renewed until 2015, but the contract does contain a
clause that would enable the funding to be terminated by the Minister at any time.
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The Community Building Partnership Fixed Term program funds not-for-profit organizations
and local government authorities in Community Builders Fixed Term regions to undertake local
projects to build community capacity and connect vulnerable and disadvantaged people with
their community. Marrickville is not on the list for regions eligible to be funded in 2012,
however, in 2011 several Marrickville organisations received funding (see Attachment 1).
Many of these smaller Not for Profit organisations in Marrickville are operating on very limited
funds and generally have limited or no resources to do any capital works or to purchase new
assets. If this fund is no longer accessible it is likely to create stress for many of these
organisations that provide essential services for our most vulnerable residents.
Resource Implications:
This funding contributes significantly to supporting many local community organisations to
provide services they might not otherwise get funding for. If the Community Building
Partnership Funding is cut it will make it much more difficult for them to deliver services to our
community.
Marrickville Council also receives a subsidy of $33,971 to support strengthening and capacity
building of a range of local organisations. This funding is used to subsidise the salaries of two
permanent staff. If this funding was no longer available the Council would need to reprioritise
funding from somewhere else.

ATTACHMENTS
1. Appendix 1 – Marrickville Recipients of Community Builders Partnership Funding - 2011
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Item No:

C0712(1) Item 7

Subject:

NOTICE OF MOTION: NEED FOR A GRAFFITI POLICY

File Ref:

3337/32605.12

From Councillor Mary O'Sullivan
MOTION:
THAT Council officers develop a policy clarifying our stance on graffiti for Council
consideration.

Background
In 2007 Council adopted a Graffiti Management Strategy. Under this Strategy Council funds a
graffiti removal program in identified hot spots, supports residents to remove and prevent
graffiti on private property via advice, workshops etc and supports some initiatives for graffiti
walls, such as the wall gallery in May Lane in St Peters. In 2009/10 Council resolved to inject
additional funding into this program. Council is also currently undertaking a project funded by
the Attorney General’s Department on prevention measures involving street art.
Despite the activity enabled by the Strategy and the resources secured, there is confusion in
the Local Area Commands and the broader community on Council’s actual policy regarding
graffiti. Many community members and even police think Marrickville has an ambivalent or
even a ‘tolerant’ approach. This is reflected in use of the word ‘tolerant’ in relation to the
Marrickville LGA in the 2010 report on graffiti and public infrastructure from the Legislative
Assembly’s Standing Committee on Public Works. In contrast the City of Sydney has an
overarching policy and communicates this clearly to all agencies and constituents.
Marrickville Council has agreed policies on a wide range of matters.
Development of a concise policy on graffiti would help to clearly communicate our stance to
community members and social partners such as the police. Such a policy would crystallize
and clarify current activity under the strategy and complement the Public Domain policy that is
currently under consultation.
Director, Infrastructure Services Comments:
Council currently undertakes, as part of its graffiti programs, regular removal of graffiti from
selected roads and park ‘hot spot’ locations.
The roads ‘hot spot’ graffiti program commenced in 2008 with fortnightly cleaning of 11
selected locations. Due to the success of the program there are now 30 locations serviced on
a fortnightly basis by Council’s in-house graffiti crew which took over from Council’s graffiti
contractor in July 2010.
The park ‘hot spot’ graffiti program commenced in 2007 with servicing on a 2 week, 8 week, 12
week and on demand basis. This service is undertaken by Council’s graffiti contractor.
In addition to removing graffiti from selected road and park ‘hot spot’ locations, Council
removes offensive graffiti throughout the Marrickville Local Government Area.
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ATTACHMENT 1 shows the square metres of graffiti removed from 1 July 2006 to 21 June
2012. The reduction in square metres removed indicates that rapid continual removal of graffiti
is one way to reducing overall graffiti along the identified ‘hot spot’ routes. It should be noted
the drop in graffiti removal during the period March 2012 was due to redeployment of
resources to manage priority works.
There have been no requests from citizens to increase the frequency of the fortnightly cycle of
roads and parks ‘hot spots’ indicating that the fortnightly service level of graffiti removal is at
an optimum.

Manager, Culture and Recreation Comments:
To assist Council with implementation of the Graffiti Management Strategy, Culture and
Recreation contributed a working definition of street art as ‘images or lettering scratched,
scrawled, painted or marked in any manner on property, that can include other media and
techniques such as pasted paper, stickers, stencils or three dimensional objects’. This
definition was workshopped with street artists and relevant Council officers, and is used to
assist officers distinguish between unwanted graffiti vandalism and tagging and street art that
has local cultural value. Significant examples of street art on Council property have been
included in Council’s Public Art Asset Register and Council has supported a number of highly
successful street art tours, programs and publications. To complement the Rapid Graffiti
Removal program managed by Infrastructure Services, in January 2012, Culture and
Recreation commenced a 12 month Graffiti Alternatives Project, guided by a cross-disciplinary
team, that comprises a range of elements to assist Council and the community better
understand the issues surrounding illegal graffiti and street art including community
engagement and knowledge building; demonstration projects and evaluation with view to
informing future strategies to reduce the incidence of illegal graffiti. This project includes a
grant of $218,300 from NSW Department of Attorney General and Justice for Graffiti Hotspots
Program. Council has also recently received a grant of $149,596 from the Australian
Government Attorney General's Proceeds of Crime Grants for the Create Not Destroy
community awareness project to be undertaken in conjunction with young people, local
schools, artists and the Marrickville Youth Resource Centre. Create Not Destroy will
encourage young people to build their knowledge of the ripple effects of vandalism and graffiti
(i.e. social, cultural, economic and environmental). The program, recognising the need for
young people to have a voice and express themselves through creative practices, will engage
and teach young people a range of public art techniques which are socially acceptable and
legal. Culture and Recreation can participate in the development of a holistic policy statement
on graffiti for Council.

ATTACHMENTS
1. Graffiti Removal statistics 1 July 2006 to 21 June 2012
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ATTACHMENT 1 - GRAFFITI REMOVAL

Financial Year

Sqm (m2)

1/07/2006- 30/06/2007 (Contractor)

437.25

1/07/2008- 30/06/2009 (Contractor)

13000.69

1/07/2009- 30/06/2010 (Contractor)

8301.16

1/07/2009-30/06/2010 (Council)

5311.99

1/07/2010- 30/06/2011 (Contractor)

7031.95

1/07/2010- 30/06/2011 (Council)

10167.7
9054
6036

1/07/2011- 30/06/2012 (Contractor)
1/07/2011- 21/06/2012 (Council)
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ACTUAL GRAFFITI REMOVED (SQUARE METRES) FROM
ROADS “HOT SPOT “ LOCATIONS

Attachment 1

ACTUAL GRAFFITI REMOVED (SQUARE METRES) FROM
PARKS “HOT SPOT “ LOCATIONS
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Item No:

C0712(1) Item 8

Subject:

NOTICE OF MOTION: COUNCIL'S TENDER POLICY

File Ref:

4199/32611.12

From Councillor Mary O'Sullivan
MOTION:
THAT Council officers report on any options for further enhancing the independence of
Marrickville Council’s tender assessment panels in line with recent developments in
public services tendering procedure, without compromising the necessary expertise
required.

Background
Council’s tender policy currently provides for assessment of tenders as follows:
10.4 Who assesses tenders

•

If the estimated value of a tender is less than $250,000 and Council is not a tenderer
the relevant Director shall establish a Tender Review Panel consisting of at least one
staff member appointed by the Director, plus a staff member from another division, the
chairperson is to be appointed by the Director. The Tender Review Panel shall be
responsible for assessing a particular tender.

•

If the estimated value of a tender is greater than $250,000 and Council is not a
tenderer the relevant Director shall establish a Tender Review Panel consisting of the
relevant Director, one staff member appointed by the Director and the Manager,
Administrative Services. The Tender Review Panel shall be responsible for assessing
a particular tender. The Chairperson of the Panel shall be the Director.

•

If Council is a tenderer, regardless of the amount of the tender, the relevant Director
shall establish a Tender Review Panel consisting of the Corporate Analyst/Auditor, one
staff member appointed by the Director and the Manager, Administrative Services. The
Tender Review Panel shall be responsible for assessing a particular tender. The
Chairperson of the Panel shall be the Manager, Administrative Services.

Council’s tendering processes and practices have a good track record. The current Council
has also removed anomalies such as the previous practice of allowing tenderers to address
Council. It is nevertheless desirable to revisit our policy on tenders from time to time to ensure
expertise, rigor and independence, particularly on internally constituted assessment panels.
For example, there have been considerable changes in procurement policies and tendering
practices in the NSW public service as a whole over the last few years, with the effect of
extending the ‘arms length’ between the Tender Review Panel and the agency calling for the
tender.
Strategic Procurement Coordinator Comments:
Council’s tendering processes are in line with Local Government Act 1993, Local Government
(General) Regulation and comply with Local Government Procurement Tendering Guidelines.
They are well understood and adhered to by the panels appointed for each tender and the
tenders appear to consistently achieve good results.
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Council’s Procurement Policy and Procedures have been the subject of review over the last
six months to ensure that they continue to display expertise, rigor and independence and
achieve the required results. The documents have been amended and updated to provide
practical information to staff and assist them with the procurement process. The Draft
Procurement Policy and Procedure has been benchmarked against other NSW Councils and
SSROC policies. Probity recommendations from the Independent Commission Against
Corruption and NSW Government Procurement Guidelines were also utilised as part of the
review process.
Feedback from Council staff will be sought as part of the consultative process, which
commenced on 25 June and it is expected that the documents will be finalised for release by
early August 2012. A program of staff training will follow the release of Council’s new policy
and procedure.
As a high risk area for local government, procurement has been identified for audit and
incorporated into the Four year Internal Audit Plan.

Executive Manager, Major Projects Comments:
Over the last four years, 10 to 15 tender assessment processes have been completed with
reports to Council. All assessment processes have followed the Probity Plan established for
the AKAC project and Council tendering requirements. Those assessment processes have
involved tender review panels made up of a varied selection of staff across Council. The
process has been supported by external consultants who have assisted with analysis and
advice. For the largest being the AKAC tender, a second Director was included on the panel.
The processes in my view have worked well, have been efficient, and have enabled
appropriate recommendations to be submitted to Council.
The key is to have committee’s that are well supported by qualified and experienced people –
both internal staff and external consultants such as cost planners, architects and engineers
who are very familiar with the works that are being tendered and who have a thorough
knowledge of the tender documents.
Rather than incorporating additional requirements into the tender assessment processes and
having “arms length” type committee’s which would significantly impact efficient processes, it
is my view that it is better to have appropriate audit and review process that examine selected
assessments periodically.
Resource Implications:
Council’s Procurement Policy and Procedure Review has been undertaken within existing
resources. A further report to Council could also be accommodated within existing resources.

ATTACHMENTS
Nil.
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