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LEICHHARDT MUNICIPAL COUNCIL

PRECIS OF CORRESPONDENCE
DIVISION:

PRECIS OF CORRESPONDENCE

SUBJECT:

ITEM C11 - LOCAL GOVERNMENT AMENDMENT (EARLY
INTERVENTION) BILL 2013

DATE:

3 August 2018

WORD PROCESSING REF:
Attached is correspondence from Local Government NSW (LGNSW) on this matter
requesting Council to contact our local member calling for an immediate deferral of
this Bill until such time as proper consultation with LGNSW on the issue has taken
place.
Also attached is correspondence from the Lord Mayor of Sydney requesting that
Council ask the Minister for Local Government to immediately withdraw his Local
Government (Early Intervention) Bill 2013 or defer it for public consultation.

Recommendation:
Matter for Council.
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From: Bilyana Mitrevski [Bilyana.Mitrevski@lgnsw.org.au]
Sent: Thursday, 14 March 2013 5:41:29 PM
Subject: Early Intervention Legislation - Update
Dear Councillor
Please find an urgent communique from Local Government NSW in relation to the State
Government’s proposed early intervention legislation.

Communique on Early Intervention Bill
Local Government NSW (LGNSW) has responded to the concerns of member councils about the
Local Government Amendment (Early Intervention) Bill 2013. Until recently, LGNSW was only aware
of the broader details of the proposed legislation and was not privy to the details, which can be
interpreted to signify a fundamental shift in power.
Earlier today the Joint Presidents of LGNSW Cr Keith Rhoades AFSM and Cr Ray Donald held an
urgent meeting with the Minister of Local Government, Hon Don Page seeking the deferral of the
NSW Government’s Early Intervention Bill until greater detail on the proposed legislation is released
and explained.
The LGNSW Joint Presidents questioned the Minister for Local Government as to why LGNSW and
the 152 councils impacted by this proposed legislation were not briefed on and consulted on the detail
of the Bill. The Joint Presidents strongly urged him to do so before putting it back before Parliament.
The Joint Presidents stressed that NSW councils are entitled to be consulted on major issues
impacting the Local Government sector in NSW, as outlined in the proposed Intergovernmental
Agreement with the NSW Government.
The Joint Presidents have supplied the Minister with the issues that are of concern.
If passed, this legislation will undermine the democratic responsibilities of Mayors and councils
elected by residents by making councils responsible to the Minister.
The lack of detail on and potential broad scope for the Performance Improvement Order criteria is
extremely worrying. The NSW Government needs to give a clearer definition of what constitutes a
‘non-functioning’ and ‘non-effective’ council.
While the Bill provides for councils to respond to an intention of suspension notice, there is no
explanation given on the situations that would qualify for a council’s suspension. This leads to
questions as to how can councils rebut or defend their effectiveness or position to the Minister when
there are no clear parameters for suspension defined in the proposed legislation.
Compounding our concerns is the provision for the Minister for Local Government to completely
bypass the ‘notice of intention’ requirement and immediately suspend a council if it is a matter of
urgency. Councils have the right to know what constitutes an emergency and how they can access a
fair and transparent review process.
LGNSW has contacted the Shadow Minister for Local Government, the Hon. Sophie Cotsis MLC,
asking for her support on this issue to help ensure the NSW Government implements transparent and
just processes to manage council performance.
We request your council to contact your local member also calling for an immediate deferral of this Bill
until such time as proper consultation with LGNSW on the issue has taken place.
For more information contact Noel Baum, LGNSW Director – Policy on 9242 4014 or email
noel.baum@lgnsw.org.au
Note: Cr Keith Rhoades AFSM and Cr Ray Donald will both carry out the duties of Joint President of
the LGNSW Interim Board until the election of the first LGNSW President and Board in October 2013.

Regards
BILYANA MITREVSKI
OFFICE COORDINATOR – CORPORATE SERVICES
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LOCAL GOVERNMENT NSW
T 02 9242 4035
BILYANA.MITREVSKI@LGNSW.ORG.AU
LGNSW.ORG.AU

From: Clover Moore <cmoore@cityofsydney.nsw.gov.au>
Date: 13 March 2013 5:43:57 PM AEDT
To: "'lkelly@lmc.nsw.gov.au'" <lkelly@lmc.nsw.gov.au>
Subject: Letter from the Lord Mayor of Sydney Clover Moore - Local
Government Intervention Bill
Clr Linda Kelly
Deputy Mayor
Leichhardt Municipal Council
By email: lkelly@lmc.nsw.gov.au
Dear Clr Kelly
Local Government Amendment (Early Intervention) Bill 2013
I write to urge you to ask the Minster for Local Government to immediately
withdraw or defer his Local Government Amendment (Early Intervention) Bill
2013, which is before Parliament and could pass into law within days.
Under the guise of addressing poor performance by councils, the Bill will increase
the power of the Minister for Local Government to intervene in Councils, including
suspending them for up to six months without a publicly accountable process.
I am extremely alarmed by the scope of this Bill, which could effectively make
democratically elected local councils into state corporations, accountable to
the Minister and subject to his direction.
This legislation will enable the Minister to issue a Council with a “performance
improvement order”. If the Council does not comply, the Minister can suspend it for
up to three months and appoint a temporary administrator. The Minister can suspend
the Council for a further three months without notice.
The Bill has no definition of “poor performance” and leaves it with what the Minister
“reasonably considers” is needed (proposed new section 438A). While there is a 21
day “consultation period”, it can be waived if the Minister considers the issue is
“urgent” or if notice would serve “no useful purpose”.
There are no avenues of appeal or review.
The current open and transparent process of a public inquiry is appropriate
because dismissing a group of democratically elected representatives is
serious.
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A further amendment to Chapter 13 of the Local Government Act will make
Councils accountable to the Minister. Currently, the Minister has a “supervisory
role” and Councils are solely accountable to their residents and ratepayers.
This will create conflicts for Councils, particularly those seeking to advocate against
State Government proposals on behalf of their residents and ratepayers. The
legislation can be a tool against Councils that disagree with the State Government.
The legislation goes substantially beyond what is needed and does not
provide the genuine support needed for effective local governance. It preempts two local government reviews now underway and due to report later
this year.
You can read the Bill and the Minister’s Speech which are available at
http://www.parliament.nsw.gov.au/prod/parlment/nswbills.nsf/131a07fa4b8a041cca2
56e610012de17/5e626a0246d67264ca257b1900140a78?OpenDocument
If you share my serious concern about this Bill, I urge to ask the Minister to
withdraw or defer it for public consultation to determine appropriate and just
measures for effective and democratic local government. You can contact the
minister at office@page.minister.nsw.gov.au.
Please also contact the Local Government NSW, the amalgamated Local
Government and Shires Associations, so that it can take action on this legislation.
You can contact Local Government NSW at lgnsw@lgnsw.org.au.
If you would like more information, please call my policy officer, Larry Galbraith on 02
9265 9499 or email him at lgalbraith@cityofsydney.nsw.gov.au
Yours sincerely
Clover Moore
Lord Mayor of Sydney
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LEICHHARDT MUNICIPAL COUNCIL

REPORT
DIVISION:

ENVIRONMENTAL AND COMMUNITY MANAGEMENT

SUBJECT:

ITEM E6 - CLIMATE CHANGE PLAN PUBLIC EXHIBITION
OUTCOMES

AUTHOR:

JON STIEBEL

FILE REF:
DATE:

11 MARCH 2013

WORD PROCESSING REF:

DIRECTOR’S SUMMARY - ORGANISATIONAL IMPLICATIONS
Financial Implications:

Developed as part of annual budget process

Policy Implications:
Strategic Plan Objective:
Staffing Implications:
Notifications:

Nil

Other Implications:

Nil
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1.

Purpose of Report
The Draft Leichhardt Climate Change Plan was placed on public exhibition
from Thursday 31st January until Friday 1 March 2013. In response a total of
four written submissions were received. Feedback was also obtained from two
public workshops. The purpose of this report is to present the submissions
and recommend minor amendments to the Draft Climate Change Plan before
adoption by Council in May.

2.

Recommendations
That:
1. The Draft Climate Change Plan be amended to incorporate the additions
recommended by this report in response to the Public Exhibition.
2. A report be brought to the May Ordinary Council meeting to formally adopt
the Climate Change Plan.

3.

Background

At the December 2012 Ordinary meeting Council resolved:
1. That the draft Leichhardt Climate Change Plan be placed on public exhibition
from Thursday 31st January – Friday 1 March 2013
2. That Council note that community consultation on the Draft Climate Change
Plan will be undertaken as pursuant to Council's Community Engagement
Framework. This will include a public workshop event in February 2013.
3. That Council note that a report on public submissions received on the Draft
Climate Change Plan will be reported to the March 2013 Ordinary Council
meeting.
Refer resolution: C644/12
4.

Report
The Draft Leichhardt Climate Change Plan was placed on public exhibition
from Thursday 31st January – Friday 1 March 2013. A total of four written
submissions were received and four people attended the two Community
Engagement Workshops including representatives from organisations Climate
Change Balmain/Rozelle and Beyond Zero Emissions.
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The Draft Climate Change Plan Public Exhibition involved the following
communications:
A. Copies of the Draft Plan were made available for viewing at:
i.
Council’s website: www.leichhardt.nsw.gov.au
ii.
Administration Centre
iii.
Leichhardt Library
iv.
Balmain Library
v.
Hannaford Senior Citizen Centre
vi.
Annandale Neighbourhood Centre
B. Two Public Information and Feedback Workshops :
i.
13 February 2013 Leichhardt Administration Centre
ii.
19 February 2013 Balmain Town Hall Meeting Room
C. Committee Stakeholders
The following committees were notified about the public exhibition:
i.
Leichhardt Climate Change Taskforce
ii.
Leichhardt Environment and Recreation Committee
iii.
Community Services Safety and Facilities Committee
iv.
Planning Committee
D. Precinct Committees
i.
All Precinct Committee were notified about the public exhibition
E. Environment, Community and NGO Stakeholders
The following Environment, Community and NGO Stakeholder Groups
were notified
i.
Climate Change Balmain-Rozelle
ii.
Climate Action Network Australia
iii.
Friends of the Greenway
iv.
Inner West Environment Group (IWEG)
v.
Nature Conservation Council
vi.
Greenpeace
vii.
Australian Youth Climate Coalition
F. Local Government Stakeholders

The following Local Government Stakeholders were notified:
i.
Local Government and Shires Association
ii.
City of Sydney
iii.
Marrickville Council
iv.
Canada Bay Council
v.
Ashfield Council
vi.
Southern Sydney Region of Councils
vii.
Sydney Coastal Councils Group
G. State Government Stakeholders
The following State Government Stakeholders were notified
i.
Office of Environment and Heritage
ii.
Local Schools
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H. Environmental Newsletter
Sustainability E-News subscribers were notified via an e- newsletter
Other advertising included:
i.
Council Media release
ii.
Inner West Courier Newspaper Advertisements
iii.
Community noticeboards
iv.
Website notice
4.1
Recommended amendments to the Draft Climate Change Plan following
Public Exhibition
In summary, the public submissions demonstrated a high degree of support for the
Draft Leichhardt Climate Change Plan. Some minor amendments are recommended
below as a result of the public exhibition:
4.1.1 Introduction:
Some comments related to the scope and boundary of the plan and the
relationship to other council planning documents.
In response, the scope and boundary of the plan will be more clearly articulated
in the introductory section to show how the Climate Change Plan relates to other
Council plans that influence climate change, for example transport which is
covered by the Leichhardt Integrated Transport Plan.
4.1.2 Strategic Objective 1 – Address the Cause of Climate Change by
Mitigating Corporate Carbon Emissions
One public submission related to the need to demonstrate the financial benefit of
council energy savings actions in addition to the upfront costs.
In response Council Climate Change Mitigation Actions will include payback
periods in addition to the up-front costs currently shown in the plan
Implementation Tables.
4.1.3 Strategic Objective 3: Build Organisational Capacity via Corporate
Systems, Training and Engagement
One public submission expressed concern that sustainability technologies such as
PV systems or rainwater tanks may have reduced performance over time without
regular maintenance schedules.
In response Strategy 4 – Integrate the Climate Change Strategy with organisational
management systems will include an action to ensure that regular inspection
schedules are integrated with Council’s Asset Management System.
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4.1.4 Carbon sequestration by Council Tree Planting projects
One public submission expressed that council should include carbon sequestration
by council tree planting projects into its carbon footprint and carbon abatement
calculations.
On this, it must be noted that Council’s carbon inventory and abatement calculations
are covered by rigorous carbon accounting standards. Whilst Council recognises the
beneficial role of trees in mitigating climate change, council urban tree planting
projects cannot be counted as an offset to council’s carbon emissions under
Australian and International standards.
Carbon Offset Integrity Standards are based on internationally accepted principles to
ensure that credits are only issued for genuine offsets. Council tree planting projects
do not pass these principles, particularly because they are not considered additional
to business as usual.
Landscape plantings that are not considered additional to Business as Usual include:
a. in a residential place (for example, in a backyard, park or on a nature
strip)
b. on the grounds of a sporting facility, factory or other commercial facility
c. on the grounds of a hospital, school or other institution
d. in a car park or cemetery.
Other offset integrity principles that are not met by council landscape plantings
include:
a. Permanent: Offsets must represent permanent reductions in greenhouse gas
emissions. This requires that the carbon stored is sequestered and will not be
released into the atmosphere for a period of 100 years.
b. Measurable: Methodologies used to quantify the amount of emissions
reductions generated must be robust and based on defensible scientific
methods. Methodologies must clearly define the greenhouse gas assessment
boundary, emissions sources and sinks, and methods for calculating baseline
emissions and project abatement.
c. Transparent: Consumers and other interested stakeholders must have access
to information about offset projects, including the applied methodology,
abatement estimates and project monitoring arrangements.
d. Independently audited: Greenhouse gas emissions reductions generated by
offset projects must be audited by an independent, qualified third party.
e. Registered: Offset units must be listed and tracked in a publicly transparent
registry.
It is not appropriate for a government or commercial entity to claim that its tree
planting projects are offsetting its emissions without meeting the above offset and
environmental reporting integrity principles
ITEM E6
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The important role trees play in absorbing carbon dioxide can however be
acknowledged within the Climate Change Plan. Further council may choose to
continue to invest in certified carbon sequestration projects, for example, the
Tasmanian Forestry Carbon Offsets it purchased in 2012 as a way of
demonstrating the value of forests.
Leichhardt Oval number 1 PV
One submission questioned the value of the Leichhardt Oval Solar PV project
All PV actions within the Climate Change Plan were the outcome of Detailed
Energy Audits conducted by an experienced and qualified ESD consultant.
Council staff are in discussion with the ESD consultant to determine whether this
project should remain within the climate change strategy and to update all PV
project cost figures.
5.

Summary/Conclusions
The Draft Leichhardt Climate Change Plan was placed on public exhibition
from Thursday 31st January – Friday 1 March 2013.
A Summary of the public exhibition submissions and workshop outcomes is
provided in Attachment 1 to this report with responses from the Team Leader
Environmental Strategy. Copies of submissions from government and nongovernment stakeholders is provided in Attachment 2.
Generally, the public submissions demonstrated a high degree of support for
the Draft Leichhardt Climate Change Plan. Some minor amendments have
been recommended as a result of the public exhibition and will be
incorporated for formal adoption of the Plan in May.
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ATTACHMENT 1 - Summary of the Public Exhibition Submissions and Public Workshop Outcomes
Category
Individual
Written
Submission
Individual
Written
Submission
Individual
Written
Submission
Individual
Written
Submission
Individual
Written
Submission

Issue Raised
The document is well structured

Environment & Community Management Response
Comment noted

It is good to see that previous work, including the unheralded
risk assessment work (Echelon report) remain ‘live’ and have
been woven into the strategy / plan
The use of the Marginal Abatement Cost curve approach (page
30) is highly appropriate and confirms that a small number of
targeted actions /technologies can deliver much of the GHG
savings sought by the organisation.
The extremely protracted LPAC cogeneration project, with
significant cost increases, illustrates the impact of delayed
action
A missing component in the plan is a commitment to, and
delivery mechanism, to check that sustainability related
technologies that are installed are working as intended.

Comment noted
Comment noted

Comment Noted
Can be addressed under the existing action on page 48 under
Strategy 4– “Integrate energy efficiency within the council Asset
Management System to ensure maintenance schedules are set to
optimise the efficiency of equipment”

It is more than common for photovoltaic systems and water
capture/re-use systems to fail or drop significantly in
performance over time but to go un-noticed – power / water
continue to be available from mains / grid supplies so building
users have no reason to question whether the ‘sustainability’
fit out is actually working.
On-line / web based monitoring (e.g. that referenced in the
plan: “Energy output from each project will be monitored with a
“sunny web generate box” with data sent to an online
monitoring platform for council and Renewable Energy On site
the community to view.”) would only address this issue if a
dedicated systems manager was available – not something
councils can generally afford.
In reality p.v. systems ‘trip’ frequently due to inverter failure and
also systems become shaded by vegetation or new
construction. The relatively large system at Blackmore Park is
a case in point. At one time the largest system council had
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installed it is quite shade affected and output (kw) will be
strongly affected, yet there is no regular in-field checking
mechanism to detect and rectify (in this case removal of small
brush box required ASAP - tree to close to building anyway,
plus pruning of melaleuca required)
Thus I strongly recommend a permanent new item be included
in the plan that involves a 3-monthly check of each renewable
energy and water recycling system installed. This is not a
significant cost item in itself) although of course detection of
faults will lead to some cost for rectification. This work should
not be outsourced beyond staff or existing energy/water
supply/ servicing contractors.
This is an ideal opportunity for council technical service staff to
develop / enhance their skill set in this area. If current
contractors do not/ cannot provide the service level required (a
carefully constructed check sheet that demonstrates each item
has been tested for performance, with evidence recorded) then
council must look at reviewing its contract service provider(s)
or develop the skill set in-house.

Individual
Written
Submission
Individual
Written
Submission
Individual
Written

They must have the essential skills in managing renewable
energy and water systems to the level that LMC has skills in,
for example, waste and facilities management. Logical
location: Strategic Objective 3 Build org capacity – title of
section may need minor change from ‘corp systems training
and engagement’ to include specifically this issue of systems
maintenance /trade skills
Page 58 – the key indicates the costs to council but has no
code for savings over time – this would suggest that all actions
are ‘costs’ that council may need to avoid , rather than savings
over time that council would logically embrace
The actions tables generally nominate individual position titles
for responsibility, but SMT is nominated in numerous locations.
This is not appropriate – every line item needs an entity
Performance has to be accountable
Unclear why action 4 in Adaptation Strategy 1 is the
responsibility of the Manager Employee Services – does not

Approximate annual return on investment to be included in action
table to demonstrate financial benefit of actions
Allocation of action responsibilities subject to internal review and
consultation prior to plan adoption.
Allocation of action responsibilities subject to internal review and
consultation prior to plan adoption
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Submission
Individual
Written
Submission

Individual
Written
Submission
Community
Group: Climate
Change
Balmain
Rozelle

seem logical.
Introduce a new line item or items into Strategic Objective 3
that specifically call up the need for (i) regular (quarterly)
inspection of p.v. and water recycling systems across the
organisation and (ii) the development and retention of skill set
to do this (this must refer to electrical and plumbing
contractors as well as council staff in Assets division).
Numerous small editing items – font size etc
Strategic Framework - Types of response:

Can be addressed under the existing action on page 48 under
Strategy 4– “Integrate energy efficiency within the council Asset
Management System to ensure maintenance schedules are set to
optimise the efficiency of equipment”
Noted: To be addressed before final Climate Change Plan
Comments Noted

Action on Climate Change can be divided into two main types:
Mitigation, and Adaptation.
1.
Mitigation
Scientific evidence is that the increased level of emissions of
carbon dioxide and other greenhouse gases into the
atmosphere is contributing to global warming and climate
change. Mitigation addresses the root causes of climate
change by reducing these emissions.
2.
Adaptation
Because of inadequate action on climate change around the
globe, and because carbon dioxide remains in the atmosphere
for many years, we must anticipate a certain level of climate
change in the years to come. Adaptation to climate change
recognises this fact, and seek to lower the risks posed by, and
results of, the consequences of climate change
Accordingly we support Leichhardt Council’s first two
objectives:
- to address the cause of climate change by cutting corporate
emissions,
- to manage the risks, adapt, and build resilience to climate
change.

Community
Group: Climate

Scope of implementation:
Action on Climate Change can take place both internally, in the

Comment Noted. The scope and boundary of the climate change
plan to be more clearly defined
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Change
Balmain
Rozelle
Community
Group: Climate
Change
Balmain
Rozelle
Community
Group: Climate
Change
Balmain
Rozelle

activities of the Council itself, and externally, in its provision of
services and resources to the community in the area.
Internal capacity (Governance)
No organisation can implement change without providing
appropriate information, technology, resources, management,
motivation and governance. Council must thoroughly integrate
its awareness and actions on climate change into every aspect
of its operations.
External capacity (Engagement)

Comment noted. These points are addressed by Strategic Objective
3 Build Organisational Capacity via Corporate Systems, Training and
Engagement

Comment Noted

Individual and community actions are as important in mitigating
and adapting to climate change as corporate and government
actions.
Leichhardt Council can affect the community’s ability to act
through community programs and resources, and
implementation of local government regulations.

Community
Group: Climate
Change
Balmain
Rozelle

We therefore note and support Leichhardt Council’s third and
fourth objectives:
- to develop organisational capacity to understand and address
climate change via corporate systems, training and
engagement.
- to build community capacity and connections to tackle climate
change.
General comments:
The strategic objectives listed in the report do not typically
belong in a single category, but in a matrix structure. They
address either mitigation or adaptation, and function either
through internal governance/implementation or external
engagement. As a result some objectives seem misplaced.
To clarify the document’s scope, we believe the plan would
benefit from a clear summary, early in the document. This
should emphasise that the strategic actions laid out do indeed
cover all of:
o council’s own (internal) operations,
o council-owned public resources,
o individual and business operations within the local

The Climate Change Plan is consistent with
- council corporate planning framework - corporate planning language.
The scope and boundary of the Climate Change Plan to be more
clearly defined within introductory text
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government area,
and that they deal with
o actual steps that produce measurable results
o educational and motivational measures to improve
capacity to act.
Community
Group: Climate
Change
Balmain
Rozelle

The Context for Action
Southern Sydney Region of Councils’ Renewable Energy
Targets:
The report states that SSROC resolved in 2011 to adopt
regional Renewal Energy Targets of 20% in the region, and
30% by member councils by 2030.
The National RET is subject to periodic review, and indeed has
undergone a review in 2012, in the context of changing energy
consumption as well as increased urgency for action and the
need for long-term as well as shorter-term, measurable and
attainable goals.
CCBR recommends that Leichhardt Council’s Climate Change
Plan should include a statement about its ongoing participation
in developing, reviewing and attaining SSROC’s Renewable
Energy Targets, and that these targets should be as ambitious
as possible.

Ongoing participation in developing, reviewing and attaining
SSROC’s Renewable Energy Targets are being addressed via the
SSROC Renewable Energy Master Plan. The Master plan will not be
limited to achieving the SSROC targets where they can be
exceeded.

Community
Group: Climate
Change
Balmain
Rozelle

Strategic Objective 1 - Mitigation
Mitigation Strategy 3: Generate Renewable Energy Onsite
Installation of PV solar arrays at appropriate Council facilities is
commended. However in the interests of cost effectiveness it
would seem appropriate to match the capacity of these
systems with the size and time-of-day demand at each site. As
such, the proposal for a 22.4kW system at Leichhardt Oval
may need further examination. What is the power usage during
daylight hours at this site? (We note that Council purchases
25% green electricity at this site, and presume that exterior
night lighting uses a significant proportion of its electricity.) By
contrast, 1.0kW at Leichhardt Childrens’ Centre seems
inadequate for a facility used mostly during the day. Is there
possibly roof space for more here?

All PV actions within the Climate Change Plan were the outcome of
Detailed Energy Audits conducted by an experienced and qualified
ESD consultant. Clarification regarding the Leichhardt Oval PV
project and Leichhardt Children’s Centre PV project are being
addressed with the ESD consultant prior to Climate Change Plan
adoption.
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Community
Group: Climate
Change
Balmain
Rozelle

Mitigation Strategy 4: Cogeneration system at Leichhardt Park
Aquatic Centre:
CCBR has previously endorsed Council’s plans for this system.
Despite some reservations about the use of gas (which emits
CO2) not being a clean or a renewable energy source, we
recognise that alternative solutions for this application would at
present be unaffordable or unfeasible. An estimate of the
annual savings in carbon dioxide emissions would be a useful
statistic to add to this paragraph.

The Leichhardt Park Aquatic Centre Cogeneration Project will save
approximately 1,200 tonnes of C02 annually. Mitigation Strategy 4
will be amended to include this figure.

Community
Group: Climate
Change
Balmain
Rozelle

Strategic Objective 2 - Adaptation
Manage the risks, adapt, and build resilience to climate
change.
Some of the strategies listed in this section appear to be more
to do with mitigation than adaptation. In particular, Strategy 2
(Adopt Climate-smart Design) covers both Mitigation and
Adaptation, and Strategy 4 (Local Energy Solutions) is mostly
concerned with efficiencies of energy usage.
One of the risk areas mentioned is Food Security. However, no
Adaptation Strategies are proposed to deal with this very real
risk.
While the large-scale issues associated with climate-induced
crop failure are beyond the scope of an urban council, food
shortages caused by freezer failure during prolonged power
cuts may be worth consideration. Council may consider ways
in which supermarkets in the council area could minimise this
risk. There may also be scope for supporting elderly or
handicapped residents who are at risk of losing their own
frozen food supplies.

There Is a natural overlap with some climate change strategies
however adopting Climate Smart Design is a holistic measure to
build community resilience to climate change by:
- reducing power bills,
- buildings that withstand greater climate extremes
And mitigating climate change by lowering house energy demand
and greenhouse gas emissions.

Adaptation Strategy 2: Adopt Climate Smart Design
• “Incorporate Climate Smart Design information into
information for developers within Leichhardt Council’s
Development Control Plan”.
As noted above, this strategy seems to belong to Objective 1
(Mitigation).
This recommendation should go further. Council should ensure
that the DCP does not contain any requirements or guidelines
that would inhibit implementation of energy-saving buildings or

There Is a natural overlap with some climate change strategies
however adopting Climate Smart Design is a holistic measure to
build community resilience to climate change by:
- reducing power bills,
- buildings that withstand greater climate extremes
And mitigating climate change by lowering house energy demand
and greenhouse gas emissions.

Community
Group: Climate
Change
Balmain
Rozelle

Councils draft DCP will include a section related to Food production.
Whilst the extent to which the DCP can control food production is
limited it deals with the issue in a manner which is designed to
encourage people to grow their own food where possible.
The Climate Change Plan outlines council’s Community Gardens
Grants

The draft DCP supports energy consumption minimisation including
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Community
Group: Climate
Change
Balmain
Rozelle

Community
Group: Climate
Change
Balmain
Rozelle

Community
Group: Climate
Change
Balmain
Rozelle

Community
Group: Climate
Change

alterations. For example where Heritage requirements may
prevent installation of solar PV arrays, Council should be
required to actively find solutions, and these should favour the
climate change considerations. (Conservation of Heritage is
important, but ultimately pointless in the face of the greater
changes that unabated climate change will bring).

maximising opportunities presented by site and building layout and
integration of renewable energy sources into development. The
DCP will also incorporate objectives and controls that aim to find the
appropriate weighting of environmental, social, economic and
aesthetic considerations in each circumstance.

Adaptation Strategy 5: Address Flooding and Inundation
• “Council will need to consider not intensifying
development in areas affected by inundation . . .”

Refers P-41– Sentence “Council will need to consider not
intensifying development in areas affected by inundation” will be
removed. There are many factors that will need to be considered by
council planning staff before this could occur.

This sentence seems unnecessarily weak. We suggest:
Council will not intensify development in areas affected by
inundation . . .

.

Strategic Objective 3 - Governance
Develop organisational capacity to understand and address
climate change via corporate systems, training and
engagement.
Climate Change requirements should be as deeply integrated
into the system as other systemic requirements such as Equal
Employment Opportunity, Workplace Health and Safety, etc.
They should, at the very least, be included in any list of criteria
to assess any action by Council and Council officers.

Addressed throughout Strategic Objective 3 Build Organisational
Capacity via Corporate Systems, Training and Engagement
including Strategy 4 Integrate the climate Change Strategy with
Organisational Management Systems – Action – Develop and
Implement a Triple Bottom Line project assessment tool to align
projects with the climate change strategy and other council key
objectives.

Governance Strategy 2: Climate Change Strategy objectives
are clearly articulated within organisation-wide corporate
planning and reporting documents.
Further than this, we suggest that Climate Change must be
addressed in all work plans and performance reviews, and
should be part of the measurable outcomes of every project
planned by Council.

Governance Strategy 4: Integrate the Climate Change Strategy

Addressed by Action under Governance Strategy 2 – Objectives,
strategies, and actions are integrated across corporate documents
including the Delivery Plan, Operational Plan, and Unit Business
Plans and reflected in individual work plans and performance
reviews.

Energy efficiency is simple to ascertain through tools such as energy
rating labels or measuring consumption and results reduced carbon
emissions. Will consider expanding to include terminology such as
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Balmain
Rozelle

with organisational management systems.
•

carbon footprint in the final draft for adoption.

“Integrate energy efficiency within the council Asset
Management System”

Energy efficiency is a major criterion but not the only one to be
included in a Climate Change program. We suggest that
carbon footprint, emission control or a similar phrase should be
included in the system to ensure that purchasing and
maintenance schedules take this wider scope into account.
Community
Group: Climate
Change
Balmain
Rozelle

Council actively encourages residents and businesses to go beyond
earth hour. For example Council is offering the services of the
SMART Sustainable Business Program free of charge to businesses
as part of Earth Hour promotions and is encouraging staff and
residents to make energy savings part of everyday work/life through
promotions and education

Strategic Objective 4 – Engagement
Engagement Strategy 4: Environment Events.
•

“Support the Annual International Earth Hour”

Council does well to support International Earth Hour as a
symbol of its awareness of the wastefulness of over-lighting.
However, CCBR is concerned that this event is in danger of
becoming a simple ritual rather than a thoughtful and
productive activity.
Council should augment its support by
•

Providing a report on the effectiveness of this support

•

Engaging in follow-up activities such as a survey
among participating businesses, posing the questions
like
o

If you could manage without lights for one
hour, what about longer?

o

How dependent is your business on
continuous lighting?

o

Are you resilient to power cuts/shortages?
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Engagement Strategy 5: Build the capacity of local businesses
to improve sustainability performance . . .
A Sustainable Business Engagement Officer has been
employed on a short term funding program to conduct
assessments of local businesses and to assist them in seeking
sustainability improvements.
We feel that this is an important initiative. Many small
businesses lack the resources to research or implement
sustainability strategies, or are unconvinced of any business
advantage. A local officer is likely to be able to recommend
many easily-implemented efficiencies in this situation. Funding
should be assured for this operation on a long-term basis.
Council might consider a local Sustainable Business Rating to
recognise businesses that have worked with the Engagement
Officer or taken measurable steps to reduce emissions.
Especially in the case of retail businesses this might include a
certificate to be displayed at the point of sale.

Community
Group: Climate
Change
Balmain
Rozelle

Additional Engagement Strategy
Council has most direct control over its own premises.
However, the ability of residents and businesses to reduce
emissions is directly affected by Council’s Development
Control Plan (DCP).
We note that the DCP currently includes a recommendation
that new hot water systems should be either solar-powered
with a gas or electric booster, or entirely gas-powered.

The Leichhardt SMART Business program is funded through
external Waste and Sustainability Improvement Payments until July
2014. Council will need to fund the program internally or seek
external funding for program continuation beyond July 2014..
A Sustainable Business Register on council’s website publicises
businesses participating in the program and the sustainability areas
they are addressing. The program will include acknowledgement of
businesses via a certificate and/or sticker and a sustainable
business awards program is under investigation.

The draft DCP supports the use of renewable energy sources and
has been drafted so that it is consistent with the requirements of
BASIX. The draft DCP does not include controls that require or
recommend particular forms of energy technologies but does include
a clause that supports the implementation of new or emerging
renewable energy technologies.
In light of rapid advances in technology this seems to be the more
practical approach.

Gas is a non-renewable greenhouse gas producer. Although
published estimates suggest that it produces 50% less CO 2
than coal, estimates of the amount of methane leaked directly
to the atmosphere during the extraction process could add
significantly to that figure. CCBR cannot support this
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recommendation to install new gas-fired systems.
Users of electrical hot water systems have the capability of
offsetting carbon emissions by using Green Power, and we
expect that the proportion of coal-powered electricity will
reduce over time. However, a gas system will continue to
produce CO2 at the same rate throughout its life (and probably
increase as it ages and loses efficiency).

Community
Group: Climate
Change
Balmain
Rozelle

Conclusion
Climate Change Balmain-Rozelle commends Leichhardt
Council on this plan, and in general supports its proposals.
In taking steps to reduce carbon emissions, Council should
wherever possible avoid the temptation to switch from
electricity to gas, which is still a non-renewable greenhouse
gas emitter.

Noted – Regarding choice of energy Council’s approach is to assess
every project’s site constraints and opportunities. Factors to consider
include roof area available, aspect, current and future shading
issues, and the facility’s energy demand. The plan presents an
energy management hierarchy where energy avoidance and
efficiency is top priority, followed by onsite power generation where
feasible, and lastly offsets or purchased green power.

In modifying its internal and management procedures, Council
should aim for Climate Change outcomes to be as familiar,
deeply ingrained and ubiquitous as the requirements for (e.g.)
Workplace Health and Safety, and Equal Employment
Opportunity.

Community
Workshop
Community
Workshop

Comment noted
Strongly support the action to develop project knowledge
capturing systems
Comment noted
Brisbane City Council and Volunteering Queensland Disaster
Recovery Work will be useful for council to consider when
working on Adaptation Strategy 1 – Review Emergency and
Risk Management Planning in response to Climate Change
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Community
Workshop
Community
Workshop

Community
Workshop

Community
Workshop
Community
workshop

Community
workshop
Individual
Written
Submission

Comment noted
Strongly support the environmental arts action in the Climate
Change Plan. Art is a powerful engagement tool
Comment noted
Lake Macquarie Council Hazards Education material will be
useful for council to review when working on Adaptation
Strategy 1 – Review Emergency and Risk Management
Planning in response to Climate Change
Comment noted
Reviewing Australian Red Cross REDiPlan will be useful for
council to review when working on Adaptation Strategy 1 –
Review Emergency and Risk Management Planning in
response to Climate Change. The document is well designed,
readable and attractive
Comment noted
Support environmental events – very good PR and rapport
building with the community and council
Is waste management within the plan scope or out? If it is
covered by other related plans this needs to be made clearer in
the introductory sections
Is transport in or out? If it is covered by other related plans this
needs to be made clearer in the introductory section
-

You cannot ignore Bio Carbon storage by plants.
A typical forest can store 700 tonnes Carbon
Dioxide/hectare.
Council total emissions 9638 tonnes Carbon
Dioxide/year.
Equivalent to 13.8 hectares of forest.
*Leichhardt Pool* now 2,379 MWh/annum save
1234tCO2/yr
Saving equivalent to 1234/700 = 1.8 hectares forest .
A greater reduction in one year pool emissions could

The scope and boundary of the Climate Change Plan to be more
clearly defined within introductory text and how it links to other
council plans that cover waste
The scope and boundary of the Climate Change Plan to be more
clearly defined within introductory text and how it links to other
council plans that cover transport, for example, the Integrated
Transport Plan
Council’s carbon inventory and abatement calculations are covered
by rigorous standards. Offset integrity standards are based on
internationally accepted principles to ensure that credits are only
issued for genuine offsets.
Tree planting projects have to be registered and generate credits
accepted by the National Carbon Offsets Standard (eg Carbon
Farming Initiative Credits) however Council landscape plantings do
not pass tests for additionality under Federal frameworks.
Landscape plantings that cannot be considered additional to
business as usual include:
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-

-

-

-

-

be achieved by planting trees in the pool grounds.
Vegetation and Bio-Carbon sinks remove Carbon
Dioxide from the atmosphere.
Saving energy and renewable energy reduce additions
of Carbon Dioxide into atmosphere.
These two strategies work in tandem and should be
coupled together in a comprehensive greenhouse gas
plan.
Bio-Carbon sinks have the capacity to develop carbon
neutral Council in the short term and energy savings
will be needed in the long term to maintain carbon
neutral.
*Vegetation strategy*
Cooling by trees,
Transpiration cooling has a greater cooling effect than
simple shading.
Transpiration relies on adequate soil moisture.
Maintaining soil moisture and encouraging soil water
infiltration encourages plant growth and transpiration.
Plant growth and soil water infiltration reduces
stormwater runoff (floods) and pollution.The current
Draft Plan should be adopted.
*It is recommended the Council undergoes a research
and education program into Bio-Carbon and other
positive effects of vegetation towards greenhouse
issues.
**Within one year a vegetation strategy should be
developed.**PS wetlands have a high Bio-Carbon
content and can store more Carbon/ha than a
**forest**. *

a. in a residential place (for example, in a backyard, park or on
a nature strip)
b. on the grounds of a sporting facility, factory or other
commercial facility
c.

on the grounds of a hospital, school or other institution

d. in a car park or cemetery.
Other offset integrity principles that could not be met by council
landscape plantings include:
a. Permanent: Offsets must represent permanent reductions in
greenhouse gas emissions. In the case of sinks, this
requires that the carbon stored is sequestered and will not
be released into the atmosphere for a period of 100 years.
b. Measurable: Methodologies used to quantify the amount of
emissions reductions generated must be robust and based
on defensible scientific methods. Methodologies must
clearly define the greenhouse gas assessment boundary,
emissions sources and sinks, and methods for calculating
baseline emissions and project abatement.
c.

Transparent: Consumers and other interested stakeholders
must have access to information about offset projects,
including the applied methodology, abatement estimates and
project monitoring arrangements.

d. Independently audited: Greenhouse gas emissions
reductions generated by offset projects must be audited by
an independent, qualified third party.
e. Registered: Offset units must be listed and tracked in a
publicly transparent registry.
- It is not stated where the figures quoted for carbon sequestration in
the public submission are from.
Council can choose to continue to invest in dedicated registered
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carbon sequestration projects such as the Tasmanian Forestry
Carbon Offsets it purchased in 2012 for becoming carbon neutral.
Cr Kogoy
Council should investigate shade structures that incorporate
solar panels eg, for Marion Street Car park, LPAC car park or
Playgrounds

As per the February Climate Change Taskforce Committee a report
will be submitted to the April Climate Change Taskforce Committee.

Solar projects prices appear too high as solar panel prices
have reduced

Prices to be updated by ESD consultant for 2013
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APPENDIX 2 – COPIES OF SUBMISSIONS FROM GOVERNMENT AND NONGOVERNMENT STAKEHOLDERS
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DIRECTOR’S SUMMARY - ORGANISATIONAL IMPLICATIONS
Financial Implications:

Nil

Policy Implications:

Nil

Strategic Plan Objective:

Place Where We Live & Work
A Sustainable Environment
Sustainable Services & Assets
Community Wellbeing

Staffing Implications:

Nil

Notifications:

Nil

Other Implications:

Nil
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1.

Purpose of Report
To advise Council of the minutes of the Environment & Recreation Committee
held on 6 March 2013.

2.

Recommendations
That Council adopt the minutes of the Environment & Recreation Committee
held on 6 March 2013.
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MINUTES of the Environment and Recreation Committee of Leichhardt Municipal
Council held in the Supper Room on 6 March 2013.
Present at the
meeting:

Cr Frank Breen (Chair until 7:27pm)
Cr Daniel Kogoy (Resumed Chair Arrived at 7:28pm)
Bronwyn Campbell, Bev Maunsell, Paul Geraghty, Jane
Mowbray, Gael Kennedy.

Apologies:

Cr Vera Ann Hannaford, Cr Rochelle Porteous, David
Lawrence

Staff Present

Jon Stiebel, Aaron Callaghan, Roy Morizzi, Doug Anderson

Meeting
commenced:

6:39pm

ACKNOWLEDGEMENT OF COUNTRY:
Cr Frank Breen performed acknowledgement of country in the capacity as Chair.
I acknowledge the Gadigal and Wangal people of the Eora nation on whose Country
we are meeting today, and their elders past and present.
Cr Kogoy arrived and took the chair.
BUSINESS
ITEM 1
APOLOGIES
ERC 01/13

RECOMMENDED

BREEN / CAMPBELL

That apologies be accepted for the non attendance of: Cr Vera Ann Hannaford, Cr
Rochelle Porteous, David Lawrence.
ITEM 2
DECLARATION OF PECUNIARY AND NON-PECUNIARY INTERESTS – Nil
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ITEM 3
PRESENTATION – SMART Sustainable Business Program from Roy Morizzi LMC
ERC 02/13

RECOMMENDED

BREEN / CAMPBELL

That as part of the SMART Sustainable Business Program Council give
consideration to the development of an annual Sustainability Award for local
business involved in the SMART Sustainable Business Program and that an update
is brought back to the next Committee meeting on options relating to the
development of an appropriate award programme.
ITEM 4
MINUTES OF THE PREVIOUS MEETING: 5 December 2012
OFFICER RECOMMENDATION
That Council adopt the minutes of the Environment & Recreation Committee meeting
held on 5 December 2012.
ERC 03/13

RECOMMENDED

BREEN / MAUNSELL

1. That Council adopt the minutes of the Environment & Recreation Committee
meeting held on 5 December 2012.
2. That Council thank Councillor Vera Ann Hannaford for her attendance and
chairing at short notice for the last Environment and Recreation Committee
meeting.
ITEM 5
SUMMARY OF RESOLUTIONS
OFFICER RECOMMENDATION
That the information in the summary of resolutions be received and noted.
ERC 04/13

RECOMMENDED

BREEN / MAUNSELL

1. That the information in the summary of resolutions be received and noted.
In relation to ERC 04/13 a number of discussions points were also raised as
additional items to the summary of resolutions. These discussion points resulted in a
number of recommendations arising from the committee. These recommendations
are outlined as follows:
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ERC 05/13

RECOMMENDED

BREEN / Resolved Unanimously

2. Balmain Secondary School-Community use of the Basketball Court by the
Community
That Council’s Senior Parks and Open Space Planner Officer correspond with the
Balmain Secondary School Principal in relation to community use of the school’s
basketball courts after school hours.
3. Status of Bushcare Offsets-Update required.
That an update on the status of the Bush Care Offsets be brought back to the
next Committee meeting.
4. View lines in Parks – The Committee as a whole discussed the issue of view
lines and trees in public parks. The committee felt that views from parklands
should take priority over views from private residential properties across
parklands to the harbour.
That Council provide clarification on the issue of view lines with respect to the
issue of harbour views from adjoining parklands and the principal that view line
assessment in relation to trees are taken from the parkland to the harbour and
other public spaces rather than views from private residential properties.
5. Outstanding position of the Bushcare Officer – Update requested.
In the absence of a Parks Manager clarification from the Director of Infrastructure
and Service Delivery is required for the next meeting on the outstanding position
of the Bush Care Officer.
6. Clarity is required on Council’s issues of tree planting for sight lines from
Council’s Parks Technical Officer.
That a verbal report be brought back to the next Committee meeting on the issue
of tree planting in parks with respect to site lines.
7. Ballast Point Regional Park – Status of Memorandum of Understanding
That the draft Memorandum of Understanding for Ballast Point be brought back
to the Environment and Recreation Committee for consideration at the earliest
opportunity.
ITEM 6
CORRESPONDENCE – Nil
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ITEM 7
CLIMATE CHANGE TASKFORCE MINUTES – 6 FEBRUARY 2013
ERC 06/13

RECOMMENDED

KOGOY / MOWBRAY

That the minutes of the Climate Change Taskforce meeting held on 6 February 2013
be noted. (Attachment 1)
ITEM 8
ENDORSEMENT OF LEICHHARDT NATIVE REVEGETATION AND
BIODIVERSITY MANAGEMENT PLAN
OFFICER RECOMMENDATION
1.

That the Leichhardt Native Revegetation and Biodiversity Management Plan be
endorsed.

2.

That any sites or site extensions recommended under the plan can only be
undertaken after consultation with nearby residents, and issues such as
maintenance of views have been taken into consideration. This process is to be
carried out in a manner consistent with Council’s Community Engagement
Strategy.

3.

That any site extension carried out under the plan on Crown land can only
proceed after the relevant statutory authority has been informed.

ERC 07/13

RECOMMENDED

KOGOY / MAUNSELL

1.

That the Leichhardt Native Revegetation and Biodiversity Management Plan be
endorsed.

2.

That any sites or site extensions recommended under the plan can only be
undertaken after consultation with nearby residents, and issues such as
maintenance of views have been taken into consideration. This process is to be
carried out in a manner consistent with Council’s Community Engagement
Strategy.

3.

That any site extension carried out under the plan on Crown land can only
proceed after the relevant statutory authority has been informed.

4.

That the Committee thank Doug Anderson and Volunteer Bushcare Group for
their excellent work within the Leichhardt LGA.

5.

That Council investigate and that a verbal report be brought back to the next
Committee meeting on the issue of the installation of lights in the Hill’s fig
adjacent to the Tennis Courts in Louisa Road.
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ITEM 9
SIGNIFICANT STREET TREE LOCATIONS
OFFICER RECOMMENDATION
1.

That Council acknowledge the list of streets mentioned in report below as
streets that contain significant trees.

2.

That this list is to be provided to Ausgrid prior to the commencement of pruning
works in the Local Government Area.

ERC 08/13

RECOMMENDED

MAUNSELL / GERAGHTY

1.

That Council acknowledge the list of streets mentioned in report below as
streets that contain significant trees.

2.

That this list is to be provided to Ausgrid prior to the commencement of pruning
works in the Local Government Area.

3.

That as part of the reporting process Council also write to other councils
informing them of Council’s approach to Ausgrid on this issue and encourage
other council’s to also write to Ausgrid with their concerns.

4.

That Council take a strategic approach with regards to street tree planting and
that a list of appropriate trees to provide habitat and vegetation for native birds
within urban streets is reviewed. In developing this list Council note the
environmental conditions and limitations associated with planting suitable trees
in urban streets.

ITEM 10
REPORTS FROM THE COMMUNITY
10.1

Update from Friends of Whites Creek Valley Park

Gael Kennedy provided an update on various projects which FOWCVP are involved
including the community garden, community orchard and ideas for improvements to
Whites Creek Valley Park including Park interpretation, summer pop up volley ball.
Garden Clubs Australia – FOWCVP have become affiliated with the Garden Clubs of
Australia to cover their insurance requirements for community gardening.
10.2

Update on Glovers Garden

Jane Mowbray provided an update to the committee on Glovers Garden. The
community garden group have been working closely with SHFA in relation to
subsidence issues and the community garden impacts at Glover Street. SHFA has
lodged a development application for the removal of the Celtis tree which will assist
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in speeding up works associated with addressing the subsidence at the Glover
Street playing field. Update on the DA process will be reported to the next committee
meeting.
ITEM 11
OTHER BUSINESS
11.1

Yurulbin Point (Long Nose Point)

The committee as a whole discussed the recent works which Council had been
undertaking in Illoura Reserve in East Balmain and commented on the changes and
improvements which had been made to the park over the last 12 months. The
recent restoration scheme developed by Bruce Mackenzie at Illoura Reserve was
supported and seen as a catalyst in assisting Council and the community with
planned improvements to the park. The management and maintenance of Yurulbin
Point was raised as a concern by committee members and the committee raised the
possibility and the opportunity of Council considering the engagement of Bruce
Mckenzie to undertake a restoration plan for this park with Council funding support.
ERC 09/13

RECOMMENDATION

MAUNSELL / Resolved Unanimously

That Council engage Bruce McKenzie in the 2013/14 financial year to undertake a
Restoration Plan for Yurulbin Point Birchgorve.
ITEM 11.1
ANNANDALE NEIGHBOURHOOD CENTRE WATER CONSUMPTION AND AUDIT
ERC 10/13

RECOMMENDED

KOGOY / MOWBRAY

Following a request from Cr Hannaford, Team Leader Environmental Strategy
outlined that concerns had been raised by the Annandale Neighbourhood Centre
Management Committee regarding water usage at Annandale Neighbourhood
Centre. Council Officers have placed a monitor on the water meter and are
conducting a water audit to resolve any issues. That the outcomes of the Annandale
Neighbourhood Centre regarding water consumption audit be reported to the next
Committee meeting.
ITEM 11.2
ENVIRONMENTAL GRANTS 2012/13
With respect to Item 11.2 the committee meeting failed to cover the issue of
Environmental Grants Programme-Round 2 and this issue will need to be deferred
and considered at the May 2013 Environment and Recreation Committee meeting.
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ITEM 12
NEXT MEETING
The next meeting will be held on Wednesday, 1 May 2013.

FUTURE MEETINGS FOR 2013:
1 May
3 July
4 September
6 November
The meeting closed at 8:32pm
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ATTACHMENT 1
MINUTES of the Climate Change Taskforce of Leichhardt Municipal Council held in
the Supper Room on 6 February 2013.
Present at the
commencement of
the meeting:

Councillors: Rochelle Porteous (Chair), Daniel Kogoy, Frank
Breen
Community:
Chedra

Paul Geraghty, Richard Gould, Georgette

Staff: Jon Stiebel, David Wilson
Meeting
commenced:

6:35pm

ACKNOWLEDGEMENT OF COUNTRY:
Frank Breen performed acknowledgement of country.
I acknowledge the Gadigal and Wangal people of the Eora nation on whose Country
we are meeting today, and their elders past and present.
Following Cr Rochelle Porteous took the chair.
BUSINESS
ITEM 1
APOLOGIES
CCTF 01/13

RECOMMENDED

KOGOY / GERAGHTY

That apologies be accepted for the non attendance of: Peter Conroy, Lea Richards,
Marghanita Da Cruz.
ITEM 2
DECLARATION OF PECUNIARY AND NON-PECUNIARY INTERESTS – Nil
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ITEM 3
MINUTES OF THE PREVIOUS MEETING: 7 NOVEMBER 2012
CCTF 02/13

RECOMMENDED

PORTEOUS / KOGOY

That the minutes of the Climate Change Taskforce meeting held on 7 November
2012 be accepted.
ITEM 4
MATTERS ARISING FROM PREVIOUS MEETING
CCTF 03/13

RECOMMENDED

PORTEOUS / BREEN

1. That a report be brought to the Climate Change Taskforce on how Leichhardt
Council’s experience with the incorporation of PV on a heritage building
(Leichhardt Town Hall) could be documented and reported to the broader
community. This should include liaison with the Media & Communications Team.
2. That the abovementioned report also to be provided to the Heritage Advisory
Committee for feedback.
ITEM 5
SUMMARY OF RESOLUTIONS
CCTF 04/13

RECOMMENDED

PORTEOUS / BREEN

That the information in the summary of resolutions be received and noted.
ITEM 6
CARBON NEUTRAL CERTIFICATION UPDATE
CCTF 05/13

RECOMMENDED

KOGOY / GERAGTHY

That the committee note the progress and current status of achieving carbon neutral
certification.
ITEM 7
PUBLIC EXHIBITION LEICHHARDT CLIMATE CHANGE PLAN
OFFICER RECOMMENDATION
1. That the committee receive and note the report outlining the arrangements for the
public exhibition of the Draft Leichhardt Climate Change Plan.
2. That a further report be brought to the Climate Change Taskforce Committee
outlining a Draft 2013/14 Climate Change Plan budget following the public
exhibition period.
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CCTF 06/13

RECOMMENDED

PORTEOUS / GERAGHTY

1. That the committee receive and note the report outlining the arrangements for the
public exhibition of the Draft Leichhardt Climate Change Plan.
2. That a further report be brought to the Climate Change Taskforce Committee
outlining a Draft 2013/14 Climate Change Plan budget following the public
exhibition period.
3. That a report be brought to the next Climate Change Taskforce Committee on the
inclusion of Solar shading initiatives within the Climate Change Plan for example
the Leichhardt Park Aquatic Centre and Playground upgrades.
4. That a second Climate Change Plan Public Information and Feedback session be
held towards the end of February in the Balmain area.
5. That the 2013 program for environmental education be brought to an upcoming
committee meeting.
6. That a report be prepared by the Manager Information Technology on the
feasibility of utilising electronic communication tools such as Skype to allow
broader participation with the Climate Change Taskforce Committee.
ITEM 8
OTHER BUSINESS
8.1

SSROC Renewable Energy Master Plan

CCTF 07/13

RECOMMENDED

KOGOY / GERAGHTY

That an update report be brought to the committee on progress with the Southern
Sydney Region of Councils Renewable Energy Master Plan.
ITEM 9
NEXT MEETING
The next meeting of the Change Taskforce will be held on Wednesday, 3 April 2013.
FUTURE MEETINGS FOR 2013:
3 April
5 June
7 August
2 October
4 December
The meeting closed at 8.30pm
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DIRECTOR’S SUMMARY - ORGANISATIONAL IMPLICATIONS
Financial Implications:

Council has allocated $300,000 toward parking
management improvements in the 2012/13
financial year. There are a range of financial
implications outlined in Section 5.3 of this report

Policy Implications:

Review of Council’s Parking Management
Strategies

Strategic Plan Objective:

2.3 Accessibility

Staffing Implications:

Nil

Notifications:

Every property in the LGA was notified by letter
box drop to participate in the process

Other Implications:

Nil
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1.

Purpose of Report
To present to Council the outcome of the 30 minute free parking trial and
community consultation process.

2.

Recommendations
1. That Council notes that there has been strong community support for 30
minute free parking to continue.
2. That council maintain the current 30 minute free trial until the end of the
current financial year.
3.

3.

That council consider the budget implications for changes to the parking
system with the final parking changes to form part of the 2013-14 draft
budget.

Executive Summary
The 30 minute free parking trial has shown that there is little change in
turnover when compared to 2P parking but less turnover, than 15 minute free
parking.
The average length of stay for 30 minute free parking has reduced from 51
mins for 2P parking to 41 mins.
There has been no impact on the number of fines issued as some motorists
aren’t putting a ticket on their dashboard despite 30 minute free parking
available. This may have a potential revenue impact in the future and will
need to be monitored.
Occupancy rates in the trial area have increased on average from 72% to
76% over the trial period. This has resulted in the total loss of $256,000 per
annum for the trial area.
There has largely been a positive response to the 30 minute free parking from
the 547 responses that Council has received.
Parking is a scarce resource in each of the main street centres and needs to
be managed well. There are too many parking permits that have been issued
and whilst survey respondents didn’t agree to have the number or permits
reduced they were supportive (57%) of introducing a fee for 2 or more permits
per property.

4.

Background.
In adopting the 2012/13 budget in June 2012, Council allocated $300,000
toward parking management improvements. At the August Ordinary Council
Meeting, Council resolved to commence a parking trial of 30 minute free
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parking in a number of locations along Darling Street, Balmain and Rozelle
and along Norton Street, Leichhardt.
The locations are attached in
APPENDIX 1. Council engaged “Parking & Traffic Consultants” to undertake a
parking study of each business area and this included analysis of the 30
minute free parking trial.
Council commenced the roll out of the 30 minute free parking trial on the 4th
September in Balmain and the installation was completed in Leichhardt on the
6th September 2012.
The results of the parking study was reported to the December Ordinary
Meeting and a summary of the key findings are highlighted below;
The parking study has confirmed that there is still a strong demand for parking
within each of the mainstreet shopping centres and that this needs to be
managed through effective parking management strategies.
The current parking occupancy studies have been compared to the previous
Council parking study conducted in October 2011 and the overall results were
consistent which effectively means that the current parking meter tariff is not
deterring motorists from parking in each business centre.
The 15 minute free parking areas create the greatest parking turnover and
suits businesses that prefer short stay customers.
There is not a great deal of difference between the average turnover of the 30
minute free and 2P paid parking
Whilst 30 minute free parking has been well received, it doesn’t solve the
current parking problems in each shopping village which are as follows:
•
•
•
•
•
•

There is a shortfall of parking for the current mix of businesses.
There are too many permits issued for the parking schemes in the
shopping villages.
Much of the road network was built in 19th Century and has to deal with
21st Century demands.
There is limited capacity to increase off street car parking.
Staff parking takes up valuable parking spaces within the shopping
village parking schemes.
Balmain, Rozelle and Leichhardt are desirable places to visit that need
an Integrated Transport Plan that focuses on a wide range of transport
options, not just reliance and promotion of the motor car.

Some key findings relating to 30 minute free parking are listed below:
•
•

30 minute free parking reduces the average length of stay for each
vehicle from 51 mins (for 2P areas) to 41 mins.
Turnover compared to 15 minute free parking is also likely to worsen
with the expansion of 30 minute free parking.
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•
•
•

50% of people don’t believe that the free parking is long enough which
reflects the need to have a mix of long and short stay parking.
Approximately 60% to 70% of the use of 30 minute free parking is
taken up by locals.
There is little difference in the amount of money spent at the shops by
those using the 15 minute free or the 30 minute free spaces and in fact
with a reduced turnover of about 5 cars per space per day there would
be less shoppers per day which could result in less business
generation.

The parking study noted that there are too many parking permits that have
been issued and Council should address this in order to improve parking
supply. Additional metered spaces adjacent to the shopping centres need to
be explored to improve turnover and this could offset some of the costs of the
proposed changes.
On average more than 50% of vehicles stay longer than 3 hours in unmetered commercial areas compared to 26% in metered areas.
Most of council’s off-street carparks experience high occupancies throughout
some time of the day with the exception of Balmain which seems to be high
throughout the day and evening.
There is potential to better utilise the private commercial parking areas off
Norton Street in the evenings and this should be sought through better
promotion and discussion with the centre owners.
It is also important to note that on-street parking spaces and those in
Council’s off-street carparks are a commodity within the Leichhardt LGA,
especially within shopping centres and have a considerable value. The
management of parking spaces is a way of achieving the best utilisation of
this valuable resource/asset.
However, parking needs to be considered with the relationship of transport
and its interaction with the adjacent land uses.
Consequently, any discussion on changes to parking strategies within the
LGA needs to refer to and consider the objectives of Council’s Draft
Integrated Transport Plan, Draft Employment and Economic Development
Plan and Draft Development Control Plan on Parking as these documents will
set long term planning principles to create a vibrant shopping village
At the December 2012 Ordinary Meeting, Council resolved as follows:
ITEM E6 PARKING STUDY FOR MAINSTREET SHOPPING AREAS
C623/12 RESOLVED KELLY / BREEN
1.

That Council seek comments from the community on the findings of the parking study
and report these back to Council for further consideration.
2. That Council endorse the community engagement strategy as set out in section 5.4 of this
report.
3. That the programming error on the 15 minute free meters be removed immediately.
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4. That Council defers expanding any additional off-street car parking areas until such time
as Council has completed its review of Development Control Plan Parking rates and
adopted the Integrated Transport Strategy.
5. That no parking meters be installed in Annandale High Streets.
6. That Council Officers provide a copy of Mosman Council’s implementation of their
residents parking scheme, including the logistical costs of the implementation of that
scheme.

5.

Report
5.1 Community Consultation
An extensive community engagement strategy was undertaken which
included the following:
•

•

Invitation letters from the Mayor were distributed to all residents and
businesses within the municipality in early February to attend Public
Meetings at 6PM at:
o Balmain Town Hall on Wednesday, 13th February,
o Leichardt Town Hall on Thursday, 21st February,
o Annandale Neighbourhood Centre (rear hall) on Thursday, 28 th
February,
o Hannaford Community Centre on Monday, 4th March.
Street stalls were arranged at the following locations prior to the Public
Meetings:
o Loyalty Square, Balmain on Saturday, 9th February
o Outside Norton Plaza, Leichhardt on Saturday, 16th February
o Annandale Square, cnr Johnston Street and Booth Street,
Annandale on Saturday, 23rd February
o Rozelle Square, (outside Rozelle Public School) on Saturday, 2 nd
March
Council’s website was used to promote the 30 minute free parking trial
survey and provided links to the online survey and an invitation to follow us
on Facebook and Twitter social media.
The website listed the locations and times of the street stalls and Public
Meetings and PDF copies of the consultant’s parking study report and its
key elements, Minutes of December 2012 Council meeting, maps and
other relevant information.
Residents were encouraged to complete the online survey or were
assisted by Council staff to complete hard copies which were later
uploaded onto the online survey form.
At the four Public Meetings, Council staff and Council’s parking consultant
presented the results of the parking surveys and provided an overview of
the parking study with residents and businesses invited to provide their
comments and views on the 30 minute free parking trial and any other
parking issues. Although only a few residents and businesses attended
these meetings (max 11 at Leichhardt), they all individually participated in
the discussion.
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An online survey form was prepared and uploaded onto survey monkey with all
residents and businesses invited to complete the survey and provide comments.
Council received 547 completed survey forms and a copy of the survey monkey
analysis is attached as APPENDIX 2. A précis of the results is shown below:
o
o
o
o
o
o
o

o
o
o
o

The majority of respondents (87%) were aware of the 30 minute free parking trial.
26% of respondents (138) had parked in a 30 minute free parking space 3 – 4
times in the last week.
The majority of respondents (74.5%) found the 30 minute free parking had made
it easier to find a parking space.
The majority of respondents (76%) found they visited the mainstreet shops more
frequently.
Extension of the 30 minute free parking spaces was the most popular parking
change with, maintaining the trial area, reducing or removing tarrifs after 8PM and
providing 30 minute free parking for locals all receiving similar support.
The majority of respondents (80%) indicated that a lack of available parking did
deter them from shopping in the local area.
A lack of FREE parking was considered by 51% of respondents as the greatest
contribution in them not shopping on the mainstreet in their local area compared
to the next group (34%) or couldn’t find a parking space. The type of shops was
rated as being the lowest factor.
Not finding a space or worried there won’t be a space was considered by the
majority of respondents (65%) in preventing them from parking in Council’s free
off-street carparks.
The majority of respondents (72%) indicated that they wouldn’t support Council
reducing the total number of permits issued for side streets just off the
mainstreets to make more parking available.
There was a positive response from respondents (57%) in support of Council
introducing a fee for a second permit.
A précis of the key comments made in Questions 13 and 14 are included in
APPENDIX 3.

A summary of key issues resulting from the survey and community consultation are
as follows and the detailed consultant’s report is attached in APPENDIX 4.
It is evident from the above survey results that there is support from the local
community to retain and extend the 30 minute free parking along the meters on the
mainstreet.
There was some discussion that parking is one part of the economic viability of each
shopping centre. Council has been aware of this for some time as has now
completed its Economic Development Strategy, provides funding for each business
chamber, has employed an Economic Development Officer, spends $600,000 per
annum on main street improvements and has a dedicated crew that undertakes daily
maintenance to mainstreet flowers and garden beds.
Some residents argued that lack of free parking is not the problem and that there is
greater competition from other suburbs than in the past and that council should
consider a range of parking strategies in lieu of having all meters 30 minute free.
The survey indicated support for Council to consider introducing a fee for a second
permit. This apart from providing a revenue stream, could reduce the overall number
of permits being issued, thus freeing up parking around the shopping precincts for
shoppers.
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One resident who lived close to the shopping centre but didn’t have parking meters
thought that meters would deter business permit holders from parking in their street
and free up parking for residents.
5.2 Review of 30 Minute Trial Area
Council engaged Parking & Traffic Consultants (PTC) to update their survey data for
the trial area which was originally done within four weeks of the trial being
established to see if there were any changes in parking behaviour. The latest survey
data was undertaken during February on the following dates 16 th, 17th, 19th and 22nd.
The key findings are outlined as follows:
The average occupancy across the 30 minute free parking areas across all three
town centres rose from 72% to 76%.
The graph below illustrates the meter related costs and the amount of free parking
provided by Council (highlighted in green). from January 2012 to February 2013.
There is a sharp increase in free parking since the trial started in September 2012
compared to the free parking provided by the 15 minute free parking prior to the
commencement of the trial.

One interesting point to note that the trial costs approximately $5,000 per week in
meter related revenue yet the amount of free parking provided by the parking meters
is approximately three times that amount.
Turnover has improved in Rozelle and Balmain but dropped in Leichhardt as outlined
in the following graphs.
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The length of stay has stayed consistent for all three suburbs see below.
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There are up to 10% of motorists not displaying a free parking ticket at all in
Leichhardt and this increases up to 25% in Balmain and Rozelle. This data is
for the trial area only where motorists can get a 30 minute ticket for free which
means that not everyone knows about the trial or some motorists are prepared
to take a risk in getting fined. This information is consistent with the fact that the
number of fines issued along the main streets has not decreased from pre trial
levels. This has a significant impact on predicting the long term financial impact
of 30 minute free parking because at the moment there is no loss of fine
revenue but this could increase if motorists become more compliant in the 30
minute free parking areas.
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5.3

Financial Impacts of 30 minute Free Parking
The following section was included in the 2012 December Council report and
has been updated with the latest parking meter and parking fine data.
In the 2012/13 financial year Council has budgeted to receive $3.27M net
revenue from its parking management strategies.
The 2012/13 budget forms the first year of Council’s Long Term Financial
Plan and Council has 10 year Asset Management Plans which identify how
much Council needs to spend each year on infrastructure renewal in order to
maintain its existing assets to their current standard.
Over the next 10 years Council has a shortfall of in excess of $13M that
needs to be spent on infrastructure renewal.
Council will either need to consider:
o reducing other services,
o accepting a lower standard of maintenance for its assets or
o increasing revenue in order to address this shortfall
otherwise Council’s long term financial sustainability would be in jeopardy. In
order to fund the 2012/13 parking modification fund Council had to cut
$300,000 from the road resheeting budget which will result in a number of
roads not being resurfaced this financial year. However Council may have the
opportunity to reinstate this funding as the State Government has increased
parking fines by 12.5% as at 1st July 2012 which may result in additional
revenue in the 2012/13 financial year.
Permanent changes to the parking management system affecting revenue will
have serious long term financial implications for Council without additional
revenue sources.
Council has revised the cost of the 30 minute options based on the latest
data.

5.3.1 Continuation of 30 minute free parking in the current trial locations
indicates a loss of $256,000 per annum in meter related revenue
A further analysis of the meter revenue for the 150 spaces in the trial area has
indicated a loss of $256,000 per annum (using current projected figures).
Since the trial has been in place, the proportion of fines issued for not
displaying a ticket has been reviewed again and it has risen slightly to 74%,
within the trial area. This indicates that a significant number of motorists are
not getting a free ticket and are prepared to risk a fine when parking in the 30
minute free parking areas.
Over the course of the 30 minute free parking trial there has been no overall
decrease in the overall number of tickets issued for meter related fines within
the mainstreets. It is assumed that this has occurred as the parking officers
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have simply found other vehicles to enforce. This is consistent with the
findings of the parking study which identified that enforcement needed to be
increased in all areas to ensure parking compliance.
The amount of fines issued have not decreased before the trial or throughout
the period of the trial however should all motorists start placing 30 minute free
tickets on their dashboard then the potential losses could increase to the total
amount of fine revenue for not displaying a ticket which is currently $255,000
per annum. Therefore, Council will need to continue to analyse these impacts
over a longer period of time.
5.3.2 30 minutes free at all meters along mainstreets indicates a minimum
loss of $662,000 per annum in meter related revenue
Council estimated the parking meter revenue losses by applying the
percentage decrease in revenue for meters in the trial area to the total 275
parking spaces along the main street.
This analysis of the meter revenue has indicated the annual loss to be in the
order of $662,000 which is an increase of approximately $17,000 (2.6%) on
the previous estimate.
Despite there being no overall loss in the number of fines issued for the trial
area there may be a greater long term impact on fine revenue as all motorists
along the mainstreet will be able to obtain a free parking ticket. This could
have a significant impact on the total amount of fine revenue along the
mainstreet for not displaying a ticket which is currently $430,000 per annum.
Council will need to be mindful if extending the scheme as there may be
longer term financial impacts that are not yet evident.

5.3.3 30 minutes free for local residents only at all meters along mainstreets
indicates a minimum loss of $457,000 per annum in meter related
revenue.
The cost of this was determined by using the 30 minute free estimate of
$662,000 for meter related revenue on all meters along mainstreets and
taking away a percentage for non locals and then adding the administration
costs of managing a permit system. The parking study conducted intercept
surveys which identified approximately 60% of locals use the 30 minute free
which equates to $397,000 and administration costs have been revised below
at $60,000 per annum taking the total impact to $457,000.
5.3.4 Mosman Council’s Parking Scheme
Council resolved at its 2012 December meeting that Council Officers provide
a copy of Mosman Council’s implementation of their residents parking
scheme, including the logistical costs of the implementation of that scheme.
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Mosman Council hired a part-time officer to administer the scheme and there
was a fair bit of preparation initially with updating of their finance system to
include details of parking spaces and permit entitlements so permits were not
issued all over the LGA. This involved a fair amount of time from their IT
section. Their traffic engineer also worked on it full-time months before and
months after its implementation.
As a comparison between the two Councils, Leichhardt has 24,000 eligible
properties, nearly double that of Mosman Municipality which has
approximately 12,500 households (Feb 2010 data).
There is some difference between the Foreshore Parking Scheme (FPS)
operated in Mosman Council which allows permit holders up to 3 hours of free
parking and the proposal to provide 30 minute free parking for residents only
within a 2P Ticket parking area. The FPS operates similar to Council’s
Resident Parking Scheme (RPS) where a Leichhardt Council resident with an
eligible RPS permit can park free and unrestricted in the appropriate parking
zone.
A review of the current RMS guidelines i.e. Pay Parking (March 2012) and
Permit Parking (November 2012) was undertaken to ascertain if it is possible
to provide 30 minute free parking for residents within the existing permissive
parking signed areas. Also, the current Road Rules 2008 (Rule 207-3 clause
6 (a-e)) were reviewed.
On the basis of the above review, it is considered feasible for Council to
provide 30 minute free parking for residents within the existing permissive
parking signed areas. A new Resident Parking Permit (with an expiry date)
would need to be displayed in association with the issued 30 minute free
parking ticket.
Mosman Enforcement staff have indicated that there was some confusion with
motorists using the scheme and non-compliance occurred a few times a week
on a fairly regular basis. If council were to proceed with this system, clear
signage and education would be required so visitors didn’t think they could
park for free and residents didn’t think they could park longer than 30 minutes
in all resident parking zones.
It is considered that the Permit design could be similar to the Resident Access
Permit issued to eligible residents prior to New Year’s Eve each year. There
would be no tracking of permit numbers and council would simply provide a
free permit to anyone who could prove they were a resident. If Council did a
bulk mail out to all residential properties and didn’t number each permit then
administration costs could be minimised and are estimated at $60,000 per
annum.
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5.3.5 Funding Options
Additional parking meters.
Council had identified a number of parking spaces that may require parking
meters to improve turnover. Should all of these locations require parking
meters then Council could end up generating a further $200,000 from these
additional metered spaces.
Fine Revenue
One positive financial impact that Council is yet to recognise in the budget is
the fact that the State Government increased parking fines by 12.5% as at 1st
July 2012. A review of the budget to October has indicated that this could
equate to approximately $300,000 to $350,000 per annum.
Remove Programming Error on Remaining 15 minute free meters
Council at its 2012 December meeting resolved to remove the programming
error on the 15 minute free parking meters immediately. This work was
completed by Council’s contractor on 21st December 2012 with all affected
meters being reprogrammed. This now results in the user operating the meter
similar to that of the 30 minute free parking meters and creates better
consistency for the user. The projected savings were recalculated and are
estimated to be $100,000 per annum.
Charge for second parking permit.
Council is one of the only Council’s that provides free parking permits. The
parking study has confirmed that there are too many parking permits issued
and one way to reduce this would be to charge for a second parking permit.
This would generate a revenue approx. $175,000 per year based on the way
Council administer the current Residents Parking Permit Scheme.
Increase Parking Tariff’s.
The Increase of hourly parking tarriff’s from $3.40 to $3.80 per hour would
generate an additional $289,000 above CPI.
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APPENDIX 1
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BALMAIN

3 spaces
BMP10002

5 spaces

5 spaces

BMP10099

BMP10105

5 spaces
BMP10093

2 spaces

BMP10104

Loading Zone
2 spaces
BMP10006

BMP10098
5 spaces

BMP10102

BMP10103

3 spaces
BMP10007

2 spaces

6 spaces
6 spaces

4 spaces

5 spaces

5 spaces

BMP10110

BMP10115

5 spaces

6 spaces
6 spaces

1 space

BMP10005

3 spaces

BMP10101

Non 1/4P spaces –

3 spaces

5 spaces

BMP10100

1/2P Free TRIAL Zones 1/4P Free Zones –

BMP10107

BMP10106

6 spaces
BMP 10112

10 spaces

(inc. 1 part time MailZone & new Loading
Zone)

Location and spaces of 30 minute free TRIAL meters & current 15 minute free parking
spaces in ticket parking areas: Proposed 9 meters (46 spaces)
Darling Street (between Rowntree St and Mort St-Beattie St), Balmain
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ROZELLE

3 spaces

1/2P Free TRIAL Zones 1/4P Free Zones –
Loading Zone

2 spaces

RP9932

–

RMP10150
7 spaces

2 spaces

RMP10154

2 spaces
RMP10156

6 spaces
RMP10159

6 spaces
RMP10155

2 spaces
6 spaces

9 spaces
RMP10122

RMP10157

RMP10126

RMP10162
2 spaces
RMP10146

4 spaces

4 spaces
RMP10161

(Part time No
Stopping)

4 spaces
RMP10160

Location and spaces of 30 minute free TRIAL meters & current 15 minute free parking spaces
in ticket parking areas: Proposed 9 meters (44 spaces)

Darling Street (between Victoria Road and Beattie Street), Rozelle
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LEICHHARDT

2 spaces

1/2P Free TRIAL Zones –

LMP10191

7 spaces

3 spaces

2 spaces

1/4P Free Zones –
Loading Zone

Parking Meters with

LMP10190

Resident Permit Parking –

1 space
5 spaces

LMP10187

LMP10185

11 spaces

3 spaces
LMP10210

–

2 spaces LMP10210

1 space

LMP10178

3 spaces
3 spaces
LMP10183

3 spaces

5 spaces
LMP10181

LMP10182
5 spaces

3 spaces
2 spaces
LMP10213

LMP10175

LMP10192
3 spaces

LMP10172
4 spaces
LMP10179

LMP10193

Location and spaces of 30 minute free TRIAL meters & current 15 minute free
parking spaces in ticket parking areas: Proposed 15 meters (56 spaces)
Norton Street (between Marion Street and Allen Street), Leichhardt
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LEICHHARDT MUNICIPAL COUNCIL

NOTICE OF MOTION
DIVISION:

MOTIONS OF WHICH DUE NOTICE HAS BEEN GIVEN

SUBJECT:

ITEM H3 - SUPPORT FOR EMPLOYEES EXPERIENCING
DOMESTIC OR FAMILY VIOLENCE

DATE:

3 August 2018

WORD PROCESSING REF:

G:\BP\Agendas\2013 Agendas\26 03 13\26 03 13
SUPP BOOK1.doc

Crs Kelly/Byrne
Background:
The first agreement for paid family violence leave in Australia, enabling 20 days a
year of paid family/domestic violence leave, was negotiated 2 years ago at the
Torquay Shire Council in Victoria and now more then 20 Councils in Victoria have
agreed to such paid leave.
In June 2010 the NSW Government released the NSW Domestic and Family
Violence Action Plan: Stop the Violence, End the Silence which includes
employment support initiatives that enable employees who have experienced
domestic violence to enter or return to the workplace. This enabled employees who
experience domestic or family violence access to certain leave entitlements and
where those entitlements are exhausted the employee shall be granted special
leave. The provisions supported ‘NSW Public Service’ employees and other Public
Sector agencies and State Owned Corporations were strongly encouraged to adopt
these provisions.
Leichhardt Council strongly supports initiatives that enable and support victims of
domestic and family violence to continue to participate in the workforce.
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Recommendation:
That Leichhardt Council proceeds to review policy and include provisions for paid
leave entitlements and flexible working arrangements that supports employees who
experience domestic or family violence, and Officers report back recommendations
to the May Ordinary Council meeting.
Such provisions and policy review should consider the following:
1.
Paid Leave entitlements for employees experiencing domestic or family
violence.
2.
Provisions for granting of special leave where leave entitlements are
exhausted.
3.
Agreed documentation issued by the Police Force, a Court, a Doctor, a
Domestic Violence Support Service or Lawyer that support proof that this
violence has occurred.
4.
Personal information concerning domestic violence will be kept confidential
by Council.
5.
Council may facilitate flexible working arrangements subject to operational
requirements, including changes to working times and changes to work
location, telephone number and email address.

ITEM H3

PAGE 107

LEICHHARDT MUNICIPAL COUNCIL

NOTICE OF MOTION
DIVISION:

MOTIONS OF WHICH DUE NOTICE HAS BEEN GIVEN

SUBJECT:

ITEM H4 - INVESTIGATION OF INNER CITY
HOUSING BOND

DATE:

3 August 2018

WORD PROCESSING REF:

G:\BP\Agendas\2013 Agendas\26 03 13\26 03 13
SUPP BOOK1.doc

Cr Emsley
Background
The Housing Supply Council has identified a need for the construction of an
additional 20,000 dwellings per year for the next ten years to address current need
for affordable housing across Australia. While recent initiatives of the Australian
Government such as the National Building and Jobs Plan (2008/09-2010/11) and
National Rental Affordability Scheme (2008/9-2015/16) have paved the way for new
forms of partnership for financing and delivering affordable housing, the high cost of
commercial loans to non-government housing providers has limited their capacity to
take full advantage of the public subsidies. Many organisations with NRAS
allocations have been unable to obtain private finance at any cost.
A recent appraisal of international experience of the funding of affordable rental
housing published by the Australia Housing and Urban Research Institute (Final
Report No.188, May, 2012) found that “low cost private finance for affordable rental
housing needs to be coupled with risk-reducing measures such as public collateral,
repayment guarantees, adequate levels of assistance and well-regulated [housing]
providers.” The report proposed that these elements may be built into the design of a
dedicated investment product - a Housing Bond – in order to enhance and expand
the capacity of community housing providers.
The AHURI report considered the necessary conditions for the establishment of a
national housing bond for this purpose. It is possible that a smaller government entity
may be in a position to offer incentives to encourage the formation of a body of funds
to help finance the construction of affordable housing.
Leichhardt Council’s Affordable Housing Strategy encourages Council to work with
other councils in the region to develop a regional response to affordable housing
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demand. Consideration of the creation of a regional Housing Bond for application at
the regional level would be consistent with this goal.
Recommendation:
That Council propose to the Inner City Mayor’s Forum an investigation into the
feasibility of an Inner City Housing Bond, contrived to provide discounted
investment capital to community housing providers undertaking affordable
housing projects within the local government areas of participating councils,
the cost of this research being shared by councils of the Forum.
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LEICHHARDT MUNICIPAL COUNCIL

NOTICE OF MOTION
DIVISION:

MOTIONS OF WHICH DUE NOTICE HAS BEEN GIVEN

SUBJECT:

ITEM H5 - LEICHHARDT COUNCIL REJECTS
AMALGAMATION

DATE:

3 August 2018

WORD PROCESSING REF:

G:\BP\Agendas\2013 Agendas\26 03 13\26 03 13
SUPP BOOK1.doc

Crs Porteous / Cr Kogoy

Recommendation

That Leichhardt Council not amalgamate with, or take land from, surrounding
Councils.
Further that Council:
1) Notes the overwhelming vote in Queensland on Saturday March 9th for Councils
to de-amalgamate.
a) 81% in the Noosa/Sunshine Coast voted to de-amalgamate.
b) 58% in the Cairns/Port Douglas area voted to de-amalgamate.
c) 57% of the Rockhampton/Livingstone area voted to de-amalgamate.
c) 58% of the Tablelands/Mareeba area voted to de-amalgamate.
2) Notes that many more Queensland Councils had wanted to hold a deamalgamation referendum, and the Queensland experiment with so called super
Councils is a failure.
3) Notes that the NSW Independent Review of Local Government discussion paper
The Case for Sustainable Change states in a reference that includes Metropolitan
Councils
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"There is a case to consider considerable consolidation to enhance the strategic
capacity of local government across the Sydney region and other major urban areas
including both regional centres and rural areas.” (p.25, A Case for Change, 2013)
4) Writes to the Minister for Local Government indicating that Leichhardt has a proud
and historic community identity, and that we do not wish to amalgamate with other
Councils or take over some of their area.
5) Writes to the Premier of NSW requesting he confirm his election promise of
returning power to local government, and that that includes no forced or induced
amalgamations.
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LEICHHARDT MUNICIPAL COUNCIL

NOTICE OF MOTION
DIVISION:

MOTIONS OF WHICH DUE NOTICE HAS BEEN GIVEN

SUBJECT:

ITEM H6 - LEICHHARDT COUNCILS CALLS FOR RELEASE
OF THE BAYS PRECINCT TASKFORCE STRATEGIC PLAN
REPORT

DATE:

3 August 2018

WORD PROCESSING REF:

G:\BP\Agendas\2013 Agendas\26 03 13\26 03 13
SUPP BOOK1.doc

Cr Porteous
Background
Leichhardt Council and the community campaigned hard in the previous term of
council to get the Bays Precinct Taskforce reconvened with a seat at the table for
Leichhardt and City of Sydney Councils and community representation in order to
develop a Bays Precinct Masterplan. Leichhardt Council was successful in getting
the Taskforce reconvened and ensuring that Mayor Porteous represented Council at
the table. City of Sydney was also represented on the Taskforce however the
community representation was limited to one place, rather the six strongly advocated
for by council. The very restrictive time limit for the work also meant that the
Taskforce limited its terms of reference to the development of a Strategic Plan as a
first stage in the development of a Masterplan.

The Mayor, Council staff, Councillors and many members of the community worked
very hard to ensure that the Taskforce was consulting with the community and that
the present and future needs of Leichhardt residents and businesses were part of
the final Strategic Plan. The deadline for the plan was 31 July 2012 and the final
report was handed to the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure in August 2012.

There are a number of critical decisions currently facing the Bays Precinct
particularly regarding the future uses of Glebe Island – with the proposed Temporary
Exhibition Centre; the proposal to move Cement works to the site and the significant
intensification of use proposed for all of Glebe Island and White Bay. The
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Community and council also want to see all port traffic on a separate port road,
provision of public transport to access the sites and the allocation of open space for
use as sporting and recreational facilities and full pedestrian and cycle access
through and across the sites with full access to the foreshore. It is now the end of
March 2013 and the release of the Bays Precinct Taskforce Strategic Plan is much
overdue.
Recommendation
That Leichhardt Council :

1. Writes to the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure, the Minister for Ports
and Roads and the Premier asking that the Bays Precinct Taskforce
Strategic Plan be released as soon as possible.
2. Seeks a commitment from the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure, the
Minister for Ports and Roads and the Premier that the following will be
included in the Bays Precinct Taskforce Strategic Plan: agreement that all
port traffic will go on a separate port road; provision for new public
transport, particularly light rail and new ferry stops ; addition of more open
space for use as sporting and recreational facilities and full pedestrian
and cycle access through and across the sites with full access to the
foreshore.
3. Seeks a commitment from the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure, the
Minister for Ports and Roads and the Premier that following the release of
the Strategic Plan they commit to the development of a full Masterplan for
the Bays Precinct.
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