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Development Application Report No. D38/22
Subject: 91 Beach Street, Coogee (DA/688/2021)

Executive Summary

Proposal: First floor addition at rear of existing dwelling and modification to internal
layout at ground and basement levels. (Variation to FSR)

Ward: North Ward

Applicant: Mrs H Roche & Mr K Roche

Owner: Mrs H M Roche

Cost of works: $487,575

Reason for referral: The development contravenes the development standard for floor space

ratio by more than 10%

Recommendation

A. That the RLPP is satisfied that the matters detailed in clause 4.6(4) of Randwick Local
Environmental Plan 2012 have been adequately addressed and that consent may be granted
to the development application, which contravenes the floor space ratio development
standard in Clause 4.4 of Randwick Local Environmental Plan 2012. The concurrence of the
Secretary of Planning and Environment may be assumed.

B. That the RLPP grant consent under Sections 4.16 and 4.17 of the Environmental Planning
and Assessment Act 1979, as amended, to Development Application No. DA/688/2021 for
first floor addition at rear of existing dwelling and modification to internal layout at ground and
basement levels, at No. 91 Beach Street, Coogee, subject to the development consent
conditions attached to the assessment report.

Attachment/s:

1.0 RLPP Dev Consent Conditions (dwellings dual occ) - DA/688/2021 - 91 Beach Street,
COOGEE
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Subject Site

Submissions received

North

Locality Plan

1. Executive summary

The application is referred to the Randwick Local Planning Panel (RLPP) as the development
contravenes the development standard for Floor Space Ratio (FSR) by more than 10%.

The proposal seeks development consent for first floor addition at rear of existing dwelling and
modification to internal layout at ground and basement levels.

The proposal was notified in accordance with Randwick Community Participation Plan 2019 and
two (2) submissions were received.

The key issues associated with the proposal relate to exceedance of the FSR development
standard; exceedance of maximum wall height control; privacy; and view sharing.

The proposed development has a FSR of 0.82:1 which equates to a 25.6% variation of the 0.65:1
maximum development standard.

The proposed development has a wall height of 8.92m, which is excess of the maximum 8m wall
height control for sloping sites.

The key privacy issue relates to overlooking from the proposed upper level rear balcony into
adjoining properties to the north and and east.

Surrounding properties enjoy water views of Coogee Bay and beyond to the south-east. The
proposed view impact has been assessed in accordance with the Land and Environment Court
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planning principle after Roseth SC pp.25-29 in Tenacity Consulting v Warringah [2004] NSWLEC
140.

The proposal is recommended for approval subject to conditions.
2. Site Description and Locality

The subject site is known as 91 Beach Street, Coogee and is legally described as Lot 1 in DP
129429. The site is 455.6m?, is regular in shape and has a 16.715m frontage to Beach Street to the
west. The site has a depth of 27.23m along the southern side boundary. The land falls from the
Beach Street boundary to the rear boundary in a south-easterly direction by approximately 2.9m.
The land gradient reaches 10.6% in the southern side setback of the existing dwelling, falling in an
easterly direction.

The site contains a part one storey part two storey dwelling house, with a single-width garage
located on the northern boundary. The dwelling presents as a single storey building from Beach
Street. The ground level contains bedrooms and living areas, as well as an uncovered courtyard
on the northern side and a deck on the south-eastern corner. A lower ground floor level is located
below, comprising a games room, cinema room, laundry, bathroom and cellar/storage. The games
room opens out to an undercroft area below the rear wing of the ground floor above.

The site is located in a residential area comprising dwelling houses, semi-detached dwellings and
residential flat buildings. The site is adjoined to the north by 89 Beach Street, which contains a two
storey dwelling house and a garage with terrace above. The garage and terrace is located adjacent
to the common boundary of the subject site. The site is adjoined to the east by 1-3 Moore Street,
which is a two storey semi-detached dwelling. The site is adjoined to the south by a part one and
part two storey dwelling. The western side of Beach Street is dominated by a high retaining wall
supporting an elevated footpath. Residential flat buildings are located on this side of Beach Street.

Coogee Beach and Dunningham Reserve is located within 250m south of the subject site.

The subject site and surrounding properties enjoy water views of Coogee Bay and headlands
beyond.

Figure 1. Streetscape view — 91 Beach Street, Coogee
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Figure 2. Streetscape view — 91 Beach Street, Coogee

Figure 3. Beach Street Streetscape — looking south-east towards 80 Beach Street (left) and Coogee Bay
beyond
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Figure 4. Existing basement level of existing dwelling house — 91 Beach Street, Coogee

Figure 5. View of undercroft from windows of existing games room on the lower ground floor level.

3. Relevant history

The land has been used for residential purposes for an extended period of time. A search of
Council’s records revealed the folloiwing recent or relevant development applications for the
subject site.

e DA/121/2001 — Development application No. DA/121/2001 was approved on 30 April
2001 for alterations and additions to existing dwelling including alterations to the rear,
extension of existing garage, new courtyard, internal alterations and rebuild north wall.
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e DA/121/2001/A — Maodification application No. DA/121/2001/A was approved on 31 August
2001 for Section 96 modification Alter internal configuration and use of some rooms and
alter the location of some.

Amended plans

This development application was lodged on 5 November 2021. Council issued a request for
information on 19 May 2022, identifying that the proposed ridge height exceeded the maximum
9.5m building height development standard. Council received amended plans on 23 May 2022 with
the following changes —

¢ Ridge height reduced from RL42.29 to RL 42.07 to comply with the maximum 9.5m building
height development standard.
e Floor to ceiling height of master bedroom reduced from 2.7m to 2.55m.

4. Proposal

The proposal seeks development consent for first floor addition at rear of existing dwelling and
modification to internal layout at ground and basement levels.

Specifically the development comprises:

e Alterations to existing lower ground floor level
o Demolition of existing stairs
o Addition of new stairs in place of existing laundry
o Relocation of laundry in place of existing cellar

e Alterations to existing ground floor level
o Demolition of existing stairs to the basement
o New stairs to basement and first floor
o Enlargement of Bedroom 4
o Increase size of an existing south-facing window and infill of an existing south-
facing window

e First floor addition utilising existing attic space
Stairs to/from lower levels

Master bedroom

Walk-in wardrobe

Ensuite

Rear balcony

O O O O O
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Figure 8. Proposed streetscape elevation — 91 Beach Street, Coogee
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5. Notification

The owners of adjoining and likely affected neighbouring properties were notified of the proposed
development in accordance with the Randwick Community Participation Plan 2019. The following
submissions were received as a result of the notification process:

e 89 Beach Street, Coogee

Issue

Comment

The buildings at 89 & 91 Beach Street are
already very close together. Our outdoor
area is directly between the 2 buildings. The
outlook from aspects of our outdoor area is
directly impacted by the buildings on 91
Beach Street. Changes to the building at 91
Beach Street may impact our sense of
space, privacy and outlook from aspects of
our outdoor area.

Our main study and working from home area
is the room directly next to our outdoor area
and it looks directly out towards 91 Beach
Street that run the length of that room.
Changes to the building at 91 Beach Street
may impact our sense of space, privacy and
outlook from our main study and working
from home area. We are also concerned that
this proposed development may cause a
reduction in natural light to this room.

Our existing privacy in relation to our main
entertaining deck must be appropriately
maintained should this proposed
development proceed through careful
consideration of the aspects/views from the
proposed development at 91 Beach Street,
including the use of adequate screens.

It is noted that the existing buildings at Nos. 89
and 91 and located in close proximity to each
other. However, the proposed additions are
provided with a satisfactory separation distance to
mitigate visual and privacy impacts.

When scaled off the plans, the upper level
addition has a 4.27m northern side setback to the
new stairs, and an 8.22m northern side setback to
the master bedroom and deck.

The proposed setbacks, in conjunction with the
utilization of the existing roof space, minimise the
visual bulk impact of the proposed addition.

There is an approximate 11m separation distance
from the north-east corner of the proposed rear
deck to the outdoor terrace of No. 89.

It is noted that surrounding development in this
coastal area is sited to take advantage of ocean
views to the south-east, resulting in a degree of
existing mutual overlooking. The proposed
privacy impact of the proposed deck is acceptable
in the context of surrounding development.

The passive use of the bedroom adjoining the
deck, which is limited to 2.05m, mitigates the
impact of the deck; i.e. the size and siting of the
deck discourages its use for entertaining
purposes.

A photomontage of the proposed building
envelope, when viewed from the study window of
No0.89 is provided on Drawing No. DA 42. This
photomontage demonstrates that the proposal
will retain views of Coogee Bay from the study, as
well as living areas and private open space of No.
89. The photomontage demonstrates that the
imposition of a privacy screen is not appropriate
for the proposed deck, because it will result in a
reduction of water views.

In regard to solar access to the study — No. 89 is
located to the north of the development site and
is therefore not impacted by overshadowing from
the proposed development to the south, as
demonstrated in the shadow diagrams.
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e 1-3 Moore Street, Coogee

Issue

Comment

Privacy impacts

- The proposed development includes an
impacting my privacy.

- The FSR variation notes that existing

screen. This could only be considered

addition due to the proximity of the fence
line.

floor, any statement that vegetation could
create privacy is not a true statement,
simply due to the fact the height of the

any vegetation.

east facing balcony that will directly look
into rooms at the rear of my property

eastern vegetation provides a privacy

partially true for the dwelling’s existing rear

For the proposed development new upper

development will always be well above

There is an approximate 12m separation
distance from the north-east corner of the
proposed rear deck to the rear balconies of 1-
3 Moore Street. The view is oblique and the
balcony can only be accessed via a bedroom.

The passive use of the bedroom adjoining the
deck, which is limited to 2.05m, mitigates the
impact of the deck; i.e. the size and siting of the
deck discourages its use for entertaining
purposes.

It is noted that surrounding development in this
coastal area is sited to take advantage of
ocean views to the south-east, resulting in a
degree of existing mutual overlooking. The
proposed privacy impact of the proposed deck
is acceptable in the context of surrounding
development.

It is noted that the existing vegetation cannot
be relied upon as a privacy mitigation strategy.
The DCP states that landscape planting must
not be used as the sole privacy protection
measure.

View impacts

will  exceed the
at the same time dramatically increasing

maximum height.

- From diagrams, it appears that high
ceilings are specified, existing internal
ceilings are retained and a further ridge

could be considered to reduce this impact.

- From the east of this development the
proposed roofline profile at the elevation
will create a potential ‘dark mass’ and

of the area.

dark metal cladding and a ‘modern design

buildings and roofscapes. | believe the
development should be sympathetic to all

of Coogee’s ‘landscape bowl’ that slopes
towards the beach front.

- The height of the proposed development
current dwelling’s
pyramidal roof height unnecessarily whilst

the actual building volume at that

peak included where alternative options

therefore eyesore for adjoining properties
as well as impacting the current character

- The proposed development specifies a

concept’ that is unsympathetic to adjacent

adjoining properties due to the topography

The proposed wall height and ridge height of
the upper level addition has been amended to
comply with the 9.5m maximum height of
buildings development standard. The ridge
height has been reduced by 220mm to
RL42.07, which is lower than the existing ridge
height of RL 42.19. The floor to ceiling height
has been reduced to 2.55m.

The additions utilise the existing roof cavity to
minimise the visual bulk of the upper level.

The additions are appropriately scaled to
complement the existing dwelling proportions
and do not dominate the eastern elevation or
adjoining properties. The proposed
development is lower in height than properties
to the north, responding to the sloping
topography of the area.

The contemporary style additions are
consistent with the desired future character of
the area. New development in the area is
typically of a contemporary architectural style,
incorporating neutral tones and metal
sheeting.’
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Issue Comment

Potential shadow/light impact 1-3 Moore Street is located to the north-east of
the subject site. The shadow diagrams
demonstrate that the proposal does not impact
the existing solar access of 1 Moore Street.

- The proposed development will have an
adverse effect on adjacent properties by
affecting the western view and sunlight as
evening arrives. This is due to the
proposed development’'s significantly
increased roof volume at height falling
directly in line with the direction of the

setting sun.
FSR variation/approval sough as multi- | The Applicant's Clause 4.6 variation request
residency building. has  satisfactorily =~ demonstrated  that

compliance with the FSR development
standard is unreasonable or unnecessary in
the circumstances of the case, and there are
sufficient environmental planning grounds to
justify contravening the development standard.
Refer to Section 7 of this report.

- This property is already a 4 bedroom, free-
standing substantial house that stretches
from the street front to within 1m of the rear
of the property. As such the amenity of this
residence for family living is already
sufficient. The noted basement area is
regularly utilized as part of this amenity as
therefore a FSR variation is unnecessary.

6. Relevant Environment Planning Instruments

6.1. SEPP (Building Sustainability Index: BASIX) 2004
A BASIX certificate has been submitted in accordance with the requirements of the SEPP (Building
Sustainability Index: BASIX) 2004.

6.2. Randwick Local Environmental Plan 2012 (LEP)
The site is zoned Residential R3 Medium Density under Randwick Local Environmental Plan 2012
and the proposal is permissible with consent.

The proposal is consistent with the specific objectives of the zone in that the proposed activity and
built form will provide for the housing needs of the community whilst enhancing the aesthetic
character and protecting the amenity of the local residents.

The following development standards in the RLEP 2012 apply to the proposal:

Clause Development Proposal Compliance
Standard (Yes/No)
Cl 4.4: Floor space ratio (max) 9.5m 9.5m Yes
Cl 4.3: Building height (max) 0.65:1 0.817:1 No
(Existing FSR =
0.74:1)

6.2.1. Clause 4.6 - Exceptions to development standards
The non-compliances with the development standards are discussed in section 7 below.

6.2.2. Clause 6.1 - Acid sulfate soils

The site is located in land classified as Class 5 Acid Sulfate Soils. No earthworks are proposed.
Accordingly, the development does not disturb, expose or drain acid sulfate soils and cause
environmental damage.

6.2.3. Clause 6.7- Foreshore scenic protection area

Development consent must not be granted for development on land to which this clause applies
unless the consent authority is satisfied that the development—
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(a) is located and designed to minimise its visual impact on public areas of the coastline,
including views to and from the coast, foreshore reserves, open space and public areas, and
(b) contributes to the scenic quality of the coastal foreshore.

The entire site is within the foreshore scenic protection area. The proposed bulk and scale of the
proposal is sympathetic to surrounding area. The development does not have an adverse visual
impact on public areas of the coastline. The proposed addition presents as an attic storey when
viewed from Beach Street, and has been designed to maintain view sharing for neighbouring
properties. The development complements the scenic qualities of the foreshore area.

7. Clause 4.6 exception to a development standard

The proposal seeks to vary the following development standard contained within the Randwick
Local Environmental Plan 2012 (RLEP 2012):

Clause Development Proposed Proposed
Standard Proposal e variation (%)
Cla.a: 0.65:1 0.817:1 75.86m2 25.6%
2 2
Floor space ratio (max) (296.14m?) (372m?)

Clause 4.6 of RLEP 2012: Exception to a Development Standard relevantly states:

3. Development consent must not be granted for development that contravenes a
development standard unless the consent authority has considered a written request from
the applicant that seeks to justify the contravention of the development standard by
demonstrating:

(a) that compliance with the development standard is unreasonable or unnecessary in
the circumstances of the case, and

(b) that there are sufficient environmental planning grounds to justify contravening the
development standard.

4. Development consent must not be granted for development that contravenes a
development standard unless:
(a) the consent authority is satisfied that:
0] the applicant’s written request has adequately addressed the matters
required to be demonstrated by subclause (3), and
(i)  the proposed development will be in the public interest because it is
consistent with the objectives of the particular standard and the objectives
for development within the zone in which the development is proposed to
be carried out, and
(b) the concurrence of the Secretary has been obtained.

In Initial Action Pty Ltd v Woollahra Municipal Council [2018] NSWLEC 118, Preston CJ summarised
the matters in Clause 4.6 (4) that must be addressed before consent can be granted to a
development that contravenes a development standard.

1. The applicant’s written request has adequately demonstrated that compliance with the
development standard is unreasonable or unnecessary in the circumstances of the case.

Chief Justice Preston in Initial Action Pty Ltd v Woollahra Municipal Council [2018] NSWLEC
118 reinforces his previous decision In Wehbe v Pittwater Council [2007] NSWLEC 827 where
he identified five commonly invoked ways of establishing that compliance with a development
standard is unreasonable or unnecessary in the circumstances of the case. The most common
is to demonstrate that the objectives of the development standard are achieved
notwithstanding non-compliance with the standard.

2. The applicant’s written request has adequately demonstrated that there are sufficient
environmental planning grounds to justify contravening the development standard.

Page 11

D38/22



Randwick Local Planning Panel (Electronic) meeting 14 July 2022

¢C/8EA

Chief Justice Preston in Initial Action Pty Ltd v Woollahra Municipal Council [2018]
NSWLEC 118 reinforces the previous decision in_Four2Five Pty Ltd v Ashfield Council
[2015] NSWLEC 90 regarding how to determine whether ‘the applicant’s written request has
adequately demonstrated that there are sufficient environmental planning grounds to justify
contravening the development standard’.

The grounds relied on by the applicant in their written request must be “environmental planning
grounds” by their nature. Chief Justice Preston at [23] notes the adjectival phrase
“environmental planning” is not defined, but would refer to grounds that relate to the subject
matter, scope and purpose of the EPA Act, including the objects in s1.3 of the EPA Act.

Chief Justice Preston at [24] notes that there here are two respects in which the written request
needs to be “sufficient”.

1. The written request must focus on the aspect or element of the development that
contravenes the development standard, not the development as a whole (i.e. The
written request must justify the contravention of the development standard, not simply
promote the benefits of carrying out the development as a whole); and

2. The written request must demonstrate that there are sufficient environmental planning
grounds to justify contravening the development standard. In Four2Five Pty Ltd v
Ashfield Council [2015] NSWLEC 90 at [31] Judge Pain confirmed that the term
‘sufficient’ did not suggest a low bar, rather on the contrary, the written report must
address sufficient environmental planning grounds to satisfy the consent authority.

3. The proposed development will be in the public interest because it is consistent with the
objectives of the particular standard and the objectives for development within the zone in
which the development is proposed to be carried out.

Chief Justice Preston in Initial Action Pty Ltd v Woollahra Municipal Council [2018] NSWLEC
118 at [27] notes that the matter in cl 4.6(4)(a)(ii), with which the consent authority must be
satisfied, is not merely that the proposed development will be in the public interest but that it
will be in the public interest because it is consistent with the objectives of the development
standard and the objectives for development of the zone in which the development is proposed
to be carried out.

It is the proposed development’s consistency with the objectives of the development standard
and the objectives of the zone that make the proposed development in the public interest.

If the proposed development is inconsistent with either the objectives of the development
standard or the objectives of the zone or both, the consent authority, cannot be satisfied that
the development will be in the public interest for the purposes of cl 4.6(4)(a)(ii).

4. The concurrence of the Secretary has been obtained.

Chief Justice Preston in Initial Action Pty Ltd v Woollahra Municipal Council [2018] NSWLEC
118 at [28] notes that the other precondition in cl 4.6(4) that must be satisfied before consent
can be granted is whether the concurrence of the Secretary has been obtained (cl 4.6(4)(b)).
In accordance with Clause 4.6 (5), in deciding whether to grant concurrence, the Secretary
must consider:

(@) whether contravention of the development standard raises any matter of significance

for state or regional environmental planning, and
(b) the public benefit of maintaining the development standard

Under clause 64 of the Environmental Planning and Assessment Regulation 2000, the
Secretary has given written notice dated 21 February 2018, attached to the Planning Circular
PS 18-003 issued on 21 February 2018, to each consent authority, that it may assume the
Secretary’s concurrence for exceptions to development standards in respect of applications
made under cl 4.6 (subject to the conditions in the table in the notice).
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The approach to determining a clause 4.6 request as summarised by Preston CJ in Initial Action
Pty Ltd v Woollahra Municipal Council [2018] NSWLEC 118, has been used in the following
assessment of whether the matters in Clause 4.6(4) have been satisfied for each contravention of
a development standard.

7.1.

Exception to the Floor Space Ratio (FSR) development standard (Cl 4.4)

The applicant’s written justification for the departure from the FSR standard is contained in Appendix

1.

1.

Has the applicant’s written request adequately demonstrated that compliance with the
development standard is unreasonable or unnecessary in the circumstances of the

The applicant’'s written request seeks to justify the contravention of the FSR development
standard by demonstrating that compliance is unreasonable or unnecessary in the
circumstances of the case because the relevant objectives of the standard are still achieved.

The objectives of the FSR standard are set out in Clause 4.4 (1) of RLEP 2012. The applicant
has addressed each of the objectives as follows:

(a) to ensure that the size and scale of development is compatible with the desired future
character of the locality

The applicant’s written justification demonstrates that this objective is satisfied by noting

The proposed FSR variation does not generate any incompatibility with the desired
future character of the locality, noting that the site lies within the R3 Medium Density
zone. Such zone allows for 2-3 storey scaled residential flat buildings and multi-
dwelling housing development.

The retention of the single storey presentation of the dwelling in the Beach Street
streetscape ensures that the proposed FSR variation will maintain the low scale form
of the dwelling. The siting of the additions towards the centre of the site suitably
minimises the visual bulk and impacts of the dwelling, which also assists in maintaining
compatibility with the desired future character of the locality...

A significant proportion of the GFA (97sgm) is contained within the lower ground floor
area. Such areas have ceiling heights less than 2.4m (generally 2.1-2.15m) and are
non-habitable in nature, being a storeroom, laundry, cellar, stair and WC. When such
areas are excluded, the FSR is 0.6:1, which is compliant with the 0.65:1 standard
(whilst also being well below the 0.75:1 FSR standard that applies to residential flat
buildings and other medium-density forms of development that are permitted on this
site). It is noted that these components are above existing ground level. However, they
are concealed from the street view due to the sloping nature of the site from the west
down to the east. The rooms are also not evident when viewed from any surrounding
property due to the differences in topography between the subject site and adjoining
properties. The lower ground floor (plan) shows the subterranean nature of some of
the rooms as well as the sub-standard ceiling heights, except for the games room,
which has a ceiling height of 2.4m...

The additional FSR that is sought, which contributes to the variation (when the above-
mentioned lower ground areas are included), is provided discreetly. The 1st-floor plan
indicates the centralised and isolated location of the additions whilst the majority of the
additional GFA is contained within the existing roof volume...

The substantial setback of the additions is well beyond that required, as evident on the
1st-floor plan. This confirms the sensitive siting of the additions and the lack of visual
impact generated by the variation...
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(b)

(©

(d)

On this basis, the proposed FSR variation is not considered to generate any
incompatibility with this objective.

to ensure that buildings are well articulated and respond to environmental and energy
needs

The applicant’s written justification demonstrates that this objective is satisfied by noting
that:

The additions on the new upper level which are responsible for this variation request,
have been designed to be partly sited within the existing roof volume whilst the
habitable bedroom component will enjoy sunlight, daylight and cross ventilation. The
design of the addition incorporates articulation, as shown by the elevations and floor
plans.

On this basis, this objective is achieved, notwithstanding the FSR variation.

The BASIX certificate (submitted by the applicant) shows that the development meets the
relevant water and energy saving targets.

to ensure that development is compatible with the scale and character of contributory
buildings in a conservation area or near a heritage item,

The development is not within a conservation area or near a heritage item so the objective
detailed in Clause 1(c) is not relevant to this development.

to ensure that development does not adversely impact on the amenity of adjoining and
neighbouring land in terms of visual bulk, loss of privacy, overshadowing and views.

The applicant’s written justification demonstrates that this objective is satisfied by noting
that:

Absence of adverse or unreasonable shadow impacts associated with the excess FSR

The substantial setbacks and compliance with the height limit also ensure that the
variation generates no adverse shadow impacts. The proposed additional shadows do
not affect solar access to the primary east-facing living areas or private open space of
the adjoining southern neighbouring dwelling at 93 Beach Street.

Absence of adverse or unreasonable privacy impacts associated with the excess FSR

The additional FSR does not generate any unreasonable overlooking impacts, noting
that the new 1st floor contains a passive bedroom. The proposed bedroom and
associated east-facing deck will not generate any adverse overlooking impacts, noting
the extensive separation distances to neighbouring properties to the north, east and
south. It should be noted that established dense vegetation exists along with the
eastern and southern setbacks, preventing any overlooking impacts. The siting of the
addition and its associated balcony has also been carefully designed to avoid any
adverse or unreasonable overlooking impacts to the neighbouring northern dwelling at
89 Beach Street. The neighbouring northern property is elevated above the subject
site and contains extensive south-facing living room windows and an unscreened
private open space terrace that looks out and over the subject site. The north-facing
window to the new bedroom has been designed to have fixed opaque glazing to avoid
mutual overlooking impacts. A planter has also been provided to the small balcony off
the new bedroom to provide for mutual privacy whilst retaining views, as discussed
further below.

Demonstration that the additional FSR is not responsible for any unreasonable view
impacts
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The additional FSR is not considered to generate any unreasonable view impacts to
any surrounding property. The northern neighbours at 89 Beach Street permitted
access to their property to allow for an understanding of the potential view impacts of
the additional bedroom. Photographs were permitted to be taken, and it is
demonstrated in the following view analysis that views are fully retained from the
elevated private open space terrace and living room window areas. It is acknowledged
that there will be a minor loss of view from a portion of the study. However, the siting
of the bedroom addition has been amended to minimise potential view impacts. The
addition was originally sited further east. However, the new upper level has been
redesigned to relocate the bathroom and ensuite to be largely within the roof volume,
whilst the extent of the bedroom which protrudes east of the existing

roof has also been reduced. The northern elevation shows that the height of the
addition is compliant... It is also noted that such views are across a side boundary and
that the siting of the additions have been confined to be centred within site rather than
over the existing rear addition on the site. The views from the northern neighbour are
enjoyed over components of the built form well below the height limit towards the
eastern end of the subject site. No increase in height is sought in this location which
retains iconic views from the primary living and private open space areas at 89 Beach
Street. A privacy screen that was originally proposed to provide mutual privacy has
been replaced with a planter that provides for mutual privacy whilst minimising view
loss. It is also noted that the extent of the bedroom has been minimised and is not
excessive, noting it cannot be shifted any further west due to the location of the stair
also being fixed. On this basis, the proposal represents a skilful design, as
demonstrated below in the view image taken from the centre of the study at 89 Beach
Street...

T \“\“’f\'ﬁ\\\\w
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Figure 9. Image taken from the centre of the study at 89 Beach Street which shows that the addition is
sited to retain water and land-water interface views over Coogee Bay to the south
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Figure 11. View from the outdoor terrace with all water views being retained

Assessing officer's comment: In conclusion, the applicant’'s written request has adequately
demonstrated that compliance with the floor space ratio development standard is unreasonable
or unnecessary in the circumstances of the case. The proposal is of skilful design that utilizes
the existing roof form to maintain a single storey presentation to the public domain. The
proposed upper level additions do not visually dominate neighbouring properties, nor result in
adverse shadow, privacy or view impact. The proposal retains water views from the study,
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living room and outdoor areas of the adjoining property at 89 Beach Street. Refer to Key Issues
for a detailed assessment of the view impact.

2. Has the applicant’s written request adequately demonstrated that there are sufficient
environmental planning grounds to justify contravening the development standard?

The applicant’s written request seeks to demonstrate that there are sufficient environmental
planning grounds to justify contravening the FSR development standard as follows:

e It is considered that the location of lower ground floor non-habitable areas which are
responsible for the FSR variation constitutes an environmental planning ground. These
areas do not add to the streetscape presentation of the dwelling, nor do they provide
significant amenity to the dwelling due to their subterranean nature, having little or no
access to outlook, sunlight, daylight, ventilation and views. The limited ceiling height of
these areas, being 2.1-2.15m, also compromises their amenity and limits these extensive
areas to being non-habitable.

e The retention of iconic views from the primary living and private open space areas to the
adjoining property at 89 Beach Street also contributes to the demonstration that there are
sufficient environmental planning grounds. It is acknowledged that there will be minor view
impacts from the centre of the study area, however, it is noted that the layout of the study
is such that the outlook is not towards the views.

e It is considered that the absence of unreasonable privacy impacts also constitutes
environmental planning grounds. The additional FSR is associated with a passive room
being the main bedroom with ensuite and walk-in robe. The setback of the bedroom
windows and balcony are well beyond that, as evidenced by the substantial distance to the
adjoining northern neighbour. It is also reiterated that the established high and dense
screen of vegetation along the eastern and southern side avoids privacy impacts to
properties addressed to 93 Beach Street, 1 Moore Street and 34-36 Arcadia Street.

e The absence of unreasonable shadow impacts to primary living or private open space areas
of adjoining properties is another environmental planning ground. In this regard, it is
confirmed that the additional FSR does not generate any adverse or unreasonable shadow
impacts to any surrounding neighbour, in particular the adjoining property to the south at
93 Beach Street.

e The absence of visual bulk impacts to the proposed additional built form responsible for the
FSR variation is considered to constitute an environmental planning ground. The additions
are substantially separated from the primary living and private open space areas of the
adjoining dwelling to the north which is elevated above the subject dwelling. The retention
of established dense screen planting along the eastern and southern side setbacks ensures
that the additional built form will be largely imperceptible from the other adjoining properties
addressed to 93 Beach Street 1 Moore Street, and 34-36 Arcadia Street.

e The modest streetscape outcome, being single-storey with a dormer window, represents a
subtle form of well below that anticipated by the control, i.e. a dwelling house or residential
flat building with a 2 to 3 storey scale. It is confirmed that the FSR beyond that permitted by
the standard are largely subterranean areas below and behind the main components of the
dwelling and do not add to the bulk of the dwelling when viewed from the streetscape. Such
modest form of development below the scale anticipated in the R3 Medium Density zone is
considered to constitute an environmental planning ground.

e The variation does not generate any inconsistency with the desired future character of the
locality, whilst the variation also does not compromise the zone objectives.

Assessing officer's comment: In conclusion, the applicant’s written request has adequately
demonstrated that there are sufficient environmental planning grounds to justify contravening
the development standard.
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3. Willthe proposed development be in the public interest because it is consistent with the
objectives of the particular standard and the objectives for development within the zone
in which the development is proposed to be carried out?

To determine whether the proposal will be in the public interest, an assessment against the
objectives of the Floor Space Ratio standard and R3 medium density zone is provided below.

Assessment against objectives of floor space ratio standard
For the reasons outlined in the applicant’s written request, the development is consistent with
the objectives of the FSR standard.

Assessment against objectives of the R3 zone
The objectives of the R3 zone are:

e To provide for the housing needs of the community within a medium density residential
environment.

e To provide a variety of housing types within a medium density residential environment.

e To enable other land uses that provide facilities or services to meet the day to day
needs of residents.

e To recognise the desirable elements of the existing streetscape and built form or, in
precincts undergoing transition, that contribute to the desired future character of the
area.

e To protect the amenity of residents.

e To encourage housing affordability.

e To enable small-scale business uses in existing commercial buildings.

The applicant’s written request demonstrates the proposal satisfies the objectives of the R3 zone in
the following ways:

The alterations and additions to the dwelling house enhance the amenity of the dwelling
house.

The proposed FSR variation is associated with an attractive and high quality residential
dwelling which remains compatible with the desired future character.

Importantly, the amenity of surrounding residents is protected, thereby ensuring that the FSR
variation does not cause any inconsistency with the zone objectives.

On this basis, the zone objectives are satisfied, notwithstanding the FSR variation.

The applicant’s written request also demonstrates that the proposal is in the public interest in the
following ways:

The above assessment demonstrates that the proposed FSR satisfies the height standard's
objectives and the R3 - Medium Density Residential.

Furthermore, it is considered that the variation does not raise any matters of public interest as
there are no public views or detrimental streetscape outcomes associated with the FSR
variation.

Given that the proposal is consistent with the desired future character for the area nominated
by the specific controls in the LEP and DCP, and that there are no adverse or unreasonable
impacts to the broader community, it is considered that there are no public interest matters
which would prevent a variation to the FSR control.

Assessing officer's comment: The proposed development will provide for the housing needs
of the community within a medium density residential environment, while protecting the
amenity of the residents.
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The development is consistent with the objectives of the floor space ratio standard and the
R3 Medium Density Residential zone. Therefore the development will be in the public

interest.

4. Has the concurrence of the Secretary been obtained?

In assuming the concurrence of the Secretary of the Department of Planning and Environment
the matters in Clause 4.6(5) have been considered:

Does contravention of the development standard raise any matter of significance for state or
regional environmental planning?

The proposed development and variation from the development standard does not raise any
matters of significance for state or regional environmental planning.

Is there public benefit from maintaining the development standard?

Variation of the maximum floor space ratio standard will allow for the orderly use of the site
and there is a no public benefit in maintaining the development standard in this instance.

Conclusion

On the basis of the above assessment, it is considered that the requirements of Clause 4.6(4) have
been satisfied and that development consent may be granted for development that contravenes the
FSR development standard.

8. Development control plans and policies
8.1. Randwick Comprehensive DCP 2013

The DCP provisions are structured into two components: objectives and controls. The objectives
provide the framework for assessment under each requirement and outline key outcomes that a
development is expected to achieve. The controls contain both numerical standards and qualitative
provisions. Any proposed variations from the controls may be considered only where the applicant
successfully demonstrates that an alternative solution could result in a more desirable planning and

urban design outcome.

The relevant provisions of the DCP are addressed in Appendix 2.

9. Environmental Assessment

The site has been inspected and the application has been assessed having regard to Section 4.15
of the Environmental Planning and Assessment Act, 1979, as amended.

Section 4.15 ‘Matters for
Consideration’

Comments

Section 4.15 (1)(a)(i) —
Provisions of any
environmental planning
instrument

See discussion in sections 6 & 7 and key issues below.

Section 4.15(1)(a)(ii) —

Provisions of any draft

environmental planning
instrument

Nil.

Section 4.15(1)(a)(iii) —
Provisions of any
development control plan

The proposal generally satisfies the objectives and controls of the
Randwick Comprehensive DCP 2013. See table in Appendix 2 and the
discussion in key issues below.

Section 4.15(1)(a)(iiia) —
Provisions of any Planning

Not applicable.
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Section 4.15 ‘Matters for
Consideration’

Comments

Agreement or draft Planning
Agreement

Section 4.15(1)(a)(iv) —
Provisions of the regulations

The relevant clauses of the Regulations have been satisfied.

Section 4.15(1)(b) — The
likely impacts of the
development, including
environmental impacts on
the natural and built
environment and social and
economic impacts in the
locality

The environmental impacts of the proposed development on the
natural and built environment have been addressed in this report.

The proposed development is consistent with the dominant residential
character in the locality.

The proposal will not result in detrimental social or economic impacts
on the locality.

Section 4.15(1)(c) — The
suitability of the site for the
development

The site is located in close proximity to local services and public
transport. The site has sufficient area to accommodate the proposed
land use and associated structures. Therefore, the site is considered
suitable for the proposed development.

Section 4.15(1)(d) — Any
submissions made in
accordance with the EP&A
Act or EP&A Regulation

The issues raised in the submissions have been addressed in this
report.

Section 4.15(1)(e) — The
public interest

The proposal promotes the objectives of the zone and will not result in
any significant adverse environmental, social or economic impacts on
the locality. Accordingly, the proposal is considered to be in the public
interest.

9.1. Discussion of key issues

Wall height

The proposed develoment is subject to a maximum wall height control of 8m under Clause 3.2 of
Part C1 of the DCP. The site is steeply sloping, with the land gradient reaching 10.6% in the
southern side setback of the existing dwelling. The proposed development has a wall height of
8.92m.

The Applicant’s Statement of Environmental Effects provides the following justification for the wall
height variation:

The proposal is compliant with the overall height limit but is slightly over the wall height where
the additions protrude beyond the roof form.

The recessed nature of the additions associated with the wall height variation ensures that
the proposal will not be responsible for any adverse visual bulk, privacy, view or shadow
impacts.

The proposed variation criteria in the controls are therefore considered to be satisfied, noting
the wall height variation is triggered by the already excavated lower ground floor non-
habitable areas.

On this basis, the proposed wall height variation is reasonable.

As per the above justification, the proposed wall height variation is considered acceptable in this
instance, due to the recessed nature of the additions, which retain a single storey presentation to
the street. Nor does the addition dominate the rear elevation of the dwelling house or surrounding
properties. The wall height variation arises from the existing excavation for the lower ground floor
level. The existing ground floor level is subturranean in character and does not lend itself to a high
amenity for the bedroom use that is proposed for the addition.
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Privacy

The proposed upper level addition includes a rear balcony that can only accessed from the master
bedroom. Neighbour submissions have raised concerns about the privacy impact of the proposed
balcony.

The Applicant’s Statement of Environmental Effects provides the following assessment of the
privacy impact:

The abundant separation distance between the proposed development and neighbouring
dwellings to the north, east and south along with deep soil planting in the rear backyard further
mitigates potential visual and acoustic privacy impacts.

The architectural plans demonstrate that the separation distance to the outdoor terrace of the
adjoining property to the north is in excess of 15-metres. Such separation is extensive in a
dense urban environment, particularly one where mutual overlooking from elevated decks
and balconies seeking views exists. Furthermore, the difference in topography between the
proposed balcony and the sunken nature of the property to the south at 93 Beach St, ensures
that there is no potential for overlooking to primary living or private open space area of that
property. Furthermore, the substantial and effective deep soil planting along the rear and
southern side setbacks, prevents views eastward to the neighbouring properties addressed
to Moore St, and to the southeast addressed to Arcadia Street.

It is also reiterated that the balcony and new openings are associated with a passive room
being a bedroom, not a primary living or private open space area. The limited size of the
balcony also will not allow for congregation of occupants noting it is only accessible through
the main bedroom.

From the north-east corner of the proposed rear balcony, there is an approximate 11m separation
distance to the outdoor terrace of No. 89 and an approximate 12m separation distance to the rear
balconies of 1-3 Moore Street.

The passive use of the bedroom adjoining the deck, which is limited to 2.05m, mitigates the impact
of the deck; i.e. the size and siting of the deck discourages its use for entertaining purposes.

The photomontage in Figure 13 demonstrates that the imposition of a privacy screen is not
appropriate for the proposed deck, because it will result in a reduction of water views. In response
to the Applicant’s statement, the deep soil planting in the rear backyard cannot be relied upon as a
privacy screening measure as per Clause 5.3, Part C1 of the DCP.

Nonetheless, it is noted that surrounding development in this coastal area is sited to take advantage
of ocean views to the south-east, resulting in a degree of existing mutual overlooking. The proposed
privacy impact of the proposed deck is acceptable in the context of surrounding development.
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Figure 12. Privacy assessment (Drawing No. DA 42) prepared by Maryanne Taskovski Architect
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\_“_/ Prepared by Digital Line
Figure 13. View Corridor Study (Drawing No. DA 42) prepared by Digital Line

View sharing
Clause 5.6 in Part C1 of the DCP outlines the following objectives in relation to view sharing:

Objectives
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e To acknowledge the value of views to significant scenic elements, such as ocean, bays,
coastlines, watercourses, bushland and parks; as well as recognised icons, such as
city skylines, landmark buildings / structures and special natural features.

e To protect and enhance views from the public domain, including streets, parks and
reserves.

e To ensure development is sensitively and skilfully designed to maintain a reasonable
amount of views from the neighbouring dwellings and the public domain.

The Applicant’s Statement of Environmental Effects provides the following response in relation to
the view sharing:

The matter of view sharing has been carefully considered during the preparation of this
development application. The owner occupiers/applicant of the subject site have liaised with
the adjoining owners to the north at 89 Beach Street and were permitted access to ascertain
the potential effects of the 1st floor addition and associated rear balcony and privacy
screening.

After carrying out a view analysis from the adjoining property, the first floor addition for the
main bedroom has been set back further from the rear to better maintain views from the study
area of No. 89 Beach Street. It was apparent that views from the primary living and outdoor
terrace of No. 89 will be fully retained. Furthermore, a privacy screen which was originally
designed on the northern side of the balcony off the bedroom, was seen to generate view
impacts to Coogee Bay and land-water interface views. The screen has been replaced by a
planter to bed allows for view retention whilst retaining mutual privacy, noting the extensive
separation distance of 15.2m.

In accordance with the assessment under the Planning Principle for view sharing (Tenacity
Consulting v Warringah SC), it is noted that the views from 89 Beach St are across the side
boundary of the subject site, and hence are difficult to retain. Notwithstanding, the proposed
addition is sited substantially behind the rear building setback under the DCP, to better retain
views whilst allowing for a modest bedroom area. The outperformance of the rear setback is
considered to be the primary factor associated with view loss considerations. On this basis,
the proposal represents a skilful design response as required by the Planning Principle for
view sharing-Tenacity Consulting v Warringah SC.

An assessment of the proposed development and its impact on views is carried out in accordance
with the Land and Environment Court planning principle after Roseth SC pp.25-29 in Tenacity
Consulting v Warringah [2004] NSWLEC 140. This assessment is guided by a four step process
identified by the Land and Environment Court.

1. Quality of views:

Step 1. “The first step is the assessment of views to be affected. Water views are valued more
highly than land views. Iconic views (e.g. of the Opera House, the Harbour Bridge or North Head)
are valued more highly than views without icons. Whole views are valued more highly than partial
views, e.g. a water view in which the interface between land and water is visible is more valuable
than one in which it is obscured.”

The views of the north-adjoining property at 89 Beach Street are affected by the proposed
development. This property enjoys whole water views to the south-east of Coogee Bay and
headlands beyond, inclusive of the interface between land and water. No0.89 also enjoys district
views to the south.

Refer to Figure 9, Figure 10, Figure 11, Figure 13 for photos of the view.
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2. From what part of the property are the views obtained?

Step 2. The second step is to consider from what part of the property the views are obtained. For
example the protection of views across side boundaries is more difficult than the protection of views
from front and rear boundaries. In addition, whether the view is enjoyed from a standing from a
standing or sitting position may also be relevant. Sitting views are more difficult to protect than
standing views. The expectation to retain side views and sitting views is often unrealistic.

The water views are obtained from the south-facing windows and private open space of No. 89. The
views are obtained across the side boundaries of No. 89 and the subject site.

3. An assessment of the extent of the impact?

Step 3. The third step is to assess the extent of the impact. This should be done for the whole of
the property, not just for the view that is affected. The impact on views from living areas is more
significant than from bedrooms or service areas (though views from kitchens are highly valued
because people spend so much time in them). The impact may be assessed quantitatively, but in
many cases this can be meaningless. For example, it is unhelpful to say that the view loss is 20%
if it includes one of the sails of the Opera House. It is usually more useful to assess the view loss
qualitatively as negligible, minor, moderate, severe or devastating.

The Applicant submitted a View Corridor Study prepared by Digital Line (Figure 12) which
demonstrates the proposed impact on the views from the study of No. 89. This diagram shows that
there is loss of district views to the south, but the whole water views of Coogee Bay and the
headlands beyond are retained to the south-east.

The outdoor terrace and living room are located further east of the proposed addition. Accordingly
it can be deduced, based on the photographs in Figure 10 and Figure 11, that the water views from
the living room and outdoor terrace of No.89 will be wholly retained.

Overall, the loss of district views from study room is considered minor, with the more significant
water views retained for the study, living and outdoor terrace.

4. An assessment of the reasonableness of the proposal that is causing the impact?

Step 4. The fourth step is to assess the reasonableness of the proposal that is causing the impact.
A development that complies with all the planning controls would be considered more reasonable
than one that breaches them. Where an impact on views arises as a result of non-compliance with
one or more planning controls, even a more impact may be considered unreasonable. With a
complying proposal, the question should be asked whether a more skilful design could provide the
applicant with the same development potential and amenity and reduce the impact of views of
neighbours. If the answer to that question is no, then the view impact of a complying development
would probably be considered acceptable and the view sharing reasonable.

The proposed development seeks a variation to the floor space ratio development standard and
maximum wall height control of the DCP. The proposed additional floor area is located on the first
floor level and recessed into the existing dwelling roof form. The proposed addition is provided with
rear setbacks in excess of the minimum requirements, to maintain a view corridor for the study,
living room and outdoor deck towards water views. The proposed wall height of the development
does not directly impact water views. A compliant wall height would not necessarily retain district
views. The proposed ridge height is nonetheless compliant with the maximum building height
development standard of 9.5m.

Notwithstanding the non-compliances, the massing of the proposed additions presents a skilful
design that retains the water views of No. 89.

Conclusion
Given the above reasons, the view impact of the proposed development can be considered
acceptable and the view sharing reasonable.
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10.

Conclusion

That the application for first floor addition at rear of existing dwelling and modification to internal
layout at ground and basement levels be approved (subject to conditions) for the following reasons:

The matters detailed in clause 4.6(4) of Randwick Local Environmental Plan 2012 have
been adequately addressed and that consent may be granted to the development
application, which contravenes the floor space ratio development standard in Clause 4.4 of
Randwick Local Environmental Plan 2012. The concurrence of the Secretary of Planning,
Industry and Environment may be assumed.

The proposal is consistent with the objectives contained within the RLEP 2012 and the
relevant requirements of the RDCP 2013.

The proposal is consistent with the specific objectives of the R3 zone in that the proposed
activity and built form will provide for the housing needs of the community whilst enhancing
the aesthetic character and protecting the amenity of the local residents.

The scale and design of the proposal is considered to be suitable for the location and is
compatible with the desired future character of the locality.

The proposed development maintains reasonable view sharing for neighbours, as
assessed against the planning principle established in Tenacity Consulting v Warringah
[2004] NSWLEC 140.
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Appendix 1: Applicant’s written request seeking to justify the contravention of the
development standard

RANDWICK LEP 2012 - CLAUSE 4.6 EXCEPTION TO DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS

This Clause 4.6 variation request has been prepared to accompany the development
application for the alterations and additions to the existing dwelling house at 91 Beach
Street, Coogee.

Clause 4.6 of the Randwick LEP 2012 allows the consent authority to grant consent for
development even though the development contravenes a development standard imposed
by the LEP. The clause aims to provide an appropriate degree of flexibility in applying certain
development standards.

This Clause 4.6 variation request takes into account the relevant aspects of the Land and
Environment Court judgement in /nitial Action Pty Ltd v Woollahra Council [2017] NSWLEC
1734, as revised by the NSW Court of Appeal in RebelMH Neutral Bay Pty Limited v North
Sydney Council [2019] NSWCA 130.

Clause 4.6 Exceptions to development standards

(1) The objectives of this clause are as follows:
(a) to provide an appropriate degree of flexibility in applying certain development
standards to particular development,
(b) to achieve better outcomes for and from development by allowing flexibility in
particular circumstances.
(2) Development consent may, subject to this clause, be granted for development even
though the development would contravene a development standard imposed by this or any
other environmental planning instrument. However, this clause does not apply to a
development standard that is expressly excluded from the operation of this clause.
(3) Development consent must not be granted for development that contravenes a
development standard unless the consent authority has considered a written request from the
applicant that seeks fto justify the contravention of the development standard by
demonstrating:
(a) that compliance with the development standard is unreasonable or unnecessary in
the circumstances of the case, and
(b) that there are sufficient environmental planning grounds to justify contravening the
development standard.
(4) Development consent must not be granted for development that contravenes a
development standard unless:
(a)the consent authority is satisfied that:
(i) the applicant's written request has adequately addressed the matters required to
be demonstrated by subclause (3), and
(i) the proposed development will be in the public interest because it is consistent
with the objectives of the particular standard and the objectives for development
within the zone in which the development is proposed to be carried out, and
(b) the concurrence of the Director-General has been obtained.
(5) In deciding whether to grant concurrence, the Director-General must consider:
(a) whether contravention of the development standard raises any matter of significance
for State or regional environmental planning, and
(b) the public benefit of maintaining the development standard, and
(c) any other matters required to be taken into consideration by the Director-General
before granting concurrence.
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Development Standard to be Varied

The proposal seeks a variation to the development standard contained within Clause 4.4 of
the Randwick LEP 2012 - maximum FSR of 0.65:1 that applies under Clause 4.4(2A).

The proposed maximum FSR of 0.81:1 represents a variation of 0.16:1 from the numerical
FSR standard in the LEP.

However, it is noted from the FSR map below that an FSR of 0.75:1 applies to the site. Such
FSR applies to residential flat buildings and multi-dwelling housing forms which are

permissible in the R3 Medium Density Residential zone. The proposed FSR of 0.81:1 is not
significantly above the standard that applies to medium density housing forms which would

have greater intensity of usage.
%
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Figure 1: Floor Space Ratio Map

Justification for Contravention of the Development Standard

This written request is considered to justify the contravention of the development standard
and addresses the matters required to be demonstrated by Clause 4.6(3), of which there are
two aspects. Both aspects are addressed below:

(a) that compliance with the development standard is unreasonable or unnecessary in the
circumstances of the case

Assessment: It is considered that strict compliance with the development standard for FSR
on the site is unreasonable and unnecessary in the circumstances for the following reasons:

The variation is justified on the following basis:

Technical nature of the variation

A significant proportion of the GFA (97sqm) is contained within the lower ground floor area.
Such areas have ceiling heights less than 2.4m (generally 2.1-2.15m) and are non-habitable
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in nature, being a storeroom, laundry, cellar, stair and WC. When such areas are excluded,
the FSR is 0.6:1, which is compliant with the 0.65:1 standard (whilst also being well below
the 0.75:1 FSR standard that applies to residential flat buildings and other medium-density
forms of development that are permitted on this site). It is noted that these components are
above existing ground level. However, they are concealed from the street view due to the
sloping nature of the site from the west down to the east. The rooms are also not evident
when viewed from any surrounding property due to the differences in topography between
the subject site and adjoining properties. The following lower ground floor excerpt shows the
subterranean nature of some of the rooms as well as the sub-standard ceiling heights,
except for the games room, which has a ceiling height of 2.4m

——————

77 1

Figure 2: Limited and isolated nature of the 1*-floor addition, which contributes to the variation

The additional FSR that is sought, which contributes to the variation (when the above-
mentioned lower ground areas are included), is provided discreetly. The 1%-floor plan
indicates the centralised and isolated location of the additions whilst the majority of the
additional GFA is contained within the existing roof volume, as evident from the floor plan
excerpt of the upper level below:
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Figure 3: Excerpt of the upper-level floor plan, which shows that a substantial proportion of the FSR is

contained within the roof space whilst the limited footprint and substantial setbacks from adjoining
properties are also evident

Outperformance of side and rear setbacks associated with the built form responsible
for the variation

The substantial setback of the additions is well beyond that required, as evident on the 15-
floor plan. This confirms the sensitive siting of the additions and the lack of visual impact
generated by the variation.

Absence of adverse or unreasonable shadow impacts associated with the excess FSR

The substantial setbacks and compliance with the height limit also ensure that the variation
generates no adverse shadow impacts. The proposed additional shadows do not affect solar
access to the primary east-facing living areas or private open space of the adjoining
southern neighbouring dwelling at 93 Beach Street.

Absence of adverse or unreasonable privacy impacts associated with the excess FSR

The additional FSR does not generate any unreasonable overlooking impacts, noting that
the new 1%t floor contains a passive bedroom. The proposed bedroom and associated east-
facing deck will not generate any adverse overlooking impacts, noting the extensive
separation distances to neighbouring properties to the north, east and south. It should be
noted that established dense vegetation exists along with the eastern and southern
setbacks, preventing any overlooking impacts. The siting of the addition and its associated
balcony has also been carefully designed to avoid any adverse or unreasonable overlooking
impacts to the neighbouring northern dwelling at 89 Beach Street. The neighbouring
northern property is elevated above the subject site and contains extensive south-facing
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living room windows and an unscreened private open space terrace that looks out and over
the subject site. The north-facing window to the new bedroom has been designed to have
fixed opaque glazing to avoid mutual overlooking impacts. A planter has also been provided

to the small balcony off the new bedroom to provide for mutual privacy whilst
as discussed further below.

retaining views,

\
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Figure 4: Sightline diagram showing the extensive 15.25m distance of separation from the

small deck off the

bedroom to the elevated private open space terrace to the north whilst the established vegetation along the

eastern/rear and southern/side setback is also evident
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Demonstration that the additional FSR is not responsible for any unreasonable view
impacts

The additional FSR is not considered to generate any unreasonable view impacts to any
surrounding property. The northern neighbours at 89 Beach Street permitted access to their
property to allow for an understanding of the potential view impacts of the additional
bedroom. Photographs were permitted to be taken, and it is demonstrated in the following
view analysis that views are fully retained from the elevated private open space terrace and
living room window areas. It is acknowledged that there will be a minor loss of view from a
portion of the study. However, the siting of the bedroom addition has been amended to
minimise potential view impacts. The addition was originally sited further east. However, the
new upper level has been redesigned to relocate the bathroom and ensuite to be largely
within the roof volume, whilst the extent of the bedroom which protrudes east of the existing
roof has also been reduced. The northern elevation shows that the height of the addition is
compliant, noting the existing ground level of the basement (RL32.98) and the new ridge
(RL42.29) generates a height of 9.3m, being 200mm below the 9.5m height limit. It is also
noted that such views are across a side boundary and that the siting of the additions have
been confined to be centred within site rather than over the existing rear addition on the site.
The views from the northern neighbour are enjoyed over components of the built form well
below the height limit towards the eastern end of the subject site. No increase in height is
sought in this location which retains iconic views from the primary living and private open
space areas at 89 Beach Street. A privacy screen that was originally proposed to provide
mutual privacy has been replaced with a planter that provides for mutual privacy whilst
minimising view loss. It is also noted that the extent of the bedroom has been minimised and
is not excessive, noting it cannot be shifted any further west due to the location of the stair
also being fixed. On this basis, the proposal represents a skilful design, as demonstrated
below in the view image taken from the centre of the study at 89 Beach Street, with the
location of the photo (Photo 2) shown on the preceding image.
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Figure 5: Image taken from the centre of the study at 89 Beach Street whlch shows that the addition is sited
to retain water and land-water interface views over Coogee Bay to the south

Figure 6: View from the living room window with all water views being retained
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Figure 7: View from the outdoor terrace with all water views being retained

Absence of streetscape impacts

The modest scale of the additions responsible for the FSR variation, as well as the siting of
the built form partly within the roof volume as well as the siting of the addition behind the
front ridge, ensures that the FSR variation will not be responsible for any adverse
streetscape impacts along Beach Street. It is also noted that this part of Beach Street is
zoned R3 Medium Density Residential and permits residential flat buildings. On this basis,
the retention of the single storey presentation of the dwelling in the streetscape ensures that
the FSR variation would be indiscernible. The following streetscape images confirm the
modest and subtle nature of the additions in the streetscape, which ensures that the FSR
variation is not responsible for any adverse streetscape impacts:
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Figure 8: Western streetscape elevation to Beach Street which confirms the modest nature of the dwelling in
the streetscape with the built form responsible for the variation being sited behind the existing ridge

s
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Figure 9: 3D perspective which supports the elevation and comments above
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Consistency with the objectives of the FSR standard in the LEP
Objectives

A "b'llt

4.4(1)(a) to ensure that the size
and scale of development is
compatible with the desired
future character of the locality

The proposed FSR variation does not generate any incompatibility with the
desired future character of the locality, noting that the site lies within the R3
Medium Density zone. Such zone allows for 2-3 storey scaled residential flat
buildings and multi-dwelling housing development.

The retention of the single storey presentation of the dwelling in the Beach
Street streetscape ensures that the proposed FSR variation will maintain the
low scale form of the dwelling. The siting of the additions towards the centre of
the site suitably minimises the visual bulk and impacts of the dwelling, which
also assists in maintaining compatibility with the desired future character of the
locality.

It is also reiterated that a significant proportion of the GFA which contributes to
the FSR variation is discreetly located in the lower ground floor and are not
evident from the streetscape nor from surrounding properties. The 'above-
ground' components which are visible from surrounding areas are compliant
with the GFA requirements of the LEP.

On this basis, the proposed FSR variation is not considered to generate any
incompatibility with this objective.

4.4(1)(b) to ensure that
buildings are well articulated
and respond to environmental
and energy needs,

The additions on the new upper level which are responsible for this variation
request, have been designed to be partly sited within the existing roof volume
whilst the habitable bedroom component will enjoy sunlight, daylight and cross
ventilation. The design of the addition incorporates articulation, as shown by the
elevations and floor plans.

On this basis, this objective is achieved, notwithstanding the FSR variation.

4.4 (1)(c) to ensure that
development is compatible with
the scale and character of
contributory buildings in a
conservation area or near a
heritage item

The site is not heritage listed, is not in a conservation area and is not adjacent
to any heritage items.

4.4(1)(d) to ensure that
development does not
adversely impact on the
amenity of adjoining and
neighbouring land in terms of
visual bulk, loss of privacy,
overshadowing and views

The lack of external impacts to neighbouring properties has been outlined
above under the unreasonable and unnecessary assessment. It is reiterated
that the additional FSR does not generate any adverse amenity impacts in
relation to overshadowing, loss of view or privacy.

On this basis, the additional FSR does not generate any inconsistency with this
objective.

Consistency with the objectives

Objectives

of the R3 - Medium Density Residential
A nent

e To provide for the housing
needs of the community
within a medium-density
residential environment.

e To provide a variety of
housing types within a
medium-density residential
environment.

e To enable other land uses
that provide facilities or
services to meet the day to
day needs of residents.

The alterations and additions to the dwelling house enhance the amenity of the
dwelling house.

The proposed FSR variation is associated with an attractive and high quality
residential dwelling which remains compatible with the desired future character.

Importantly, the amenity of surrounding residents is protected, thereby ensuring
that the FSR variation does not cause any inconsistency with the zone
objectives.

On this basis, the zone objectives are satisfied, notwithstanding the FSR
variation.
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o To recognise the desirable
elements of the existing
streetscape and built form
or, in precincts undergoing
transition, that contribute to
the desired future character

of the area.

o To protect the amenity of
residents.

e To encourage housing
affordability.

e To enable small-scale
business uses in existing
commercial buildings.

Based on the above assessment, it is considered that strict compliance with the LEP FSR
standard is unreasonable and unnecessary in this instance.

(b) that there are sufficient environmental planning grounds to justify contravening the development
standard

Assessment: It is considered that there are sufficient environmental planning grounds to
justify varying the FSR development standard, which includes:

+ |t is considered that the location of lower ground floor non-habitable areas which are
responsible for the FSR variation constitutes an environmental planning ground.
These areas do not add to the streetscape presentation of the dwelling, nor do they
provide significant amenity to the dwelling due to their subterranean nature, having
little or no access to outlook, sunlight, daylight, ventilation and views. The limited
ceiling height of these areas, being 2.1-2.15m, also compromises their amenity and
limits these extensive areas to being non-habitable.

+ The retention of iconic views from the primary living and private open space areas to
the adjoining property at 89 Beach Street also contributes to the demonstration that
there are sufficient environmental planning grounds. It is acknowledged that there will
be minor view impacts from the centre of the study area, however, it is noted that the
layout of the study is such that the outlook is not towards the views.

e |t is considered that the absence of unreasonable privacy impacts also constitutes
environmental planning grounds. The additional FSR is associated with a passive
room being the main bedroom with ensuite and walk-in robe. The setback of the
bedroom windows and balcony are well beyond that, as evidenced by the substantial
distance to the adjoining northern neighbour. It is also reiterated that the established
high and dense screen of vegetation along the eastern and southern side avoids
privacy impacts to properties addressed to 93 Beach Street, 1 Moore Street and 34-
36 Arcadia Street.

¢ The absence of unreasonable shadow impacts to primary living or private open
space areas of adjoining properties is another environmental planning ground. In this
regard, it is confirmed that the additional FSR does not generate any adverse or
unreasonable shadow impacts to any surrounding neighbour, in particular the
adjoining property to the south at 93 Beach Street.

e The absence of visual bulk impacts to the proposed additional built form responsible
for the FSR variation is considered to constitute an environmental planning ground.
The additions are substantially separated from the primary living and private open
space areas of the adjoining dwelling to the north which is elevated above the subject
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dwelling. The retention of established dense screen planting along the eastern and
southern side setbacks ensures that the additional built form will be largely
imperceptible from the other adjoining properties addressed to 93 Beach Street 1
Moore Street, and 34-36 Arcadia Street.

e The modest streetscape outcome, being single-storey with a dormer window,
represents a subtle form of well below that anticipated by the control, i.e. a dwelling
house or residential flat building with a 2 to 3 storey scale. It is confirmed that the
FSR beyond that permitted by the standard are largely subterranean areas below
and behind the main components of the dwelling and do not add to the bulk of the
dwelling when viewed from the streetscape. Such modest form of development below
the scale anticipated in the R3 Medium Density zone is considered to constitute an
environmental planning ground.

e The variation does not generate any inconsistency with the desired future character
of the locality, whilst the variation also does not compromise the zone objectives.

Based on the above points, it is considered that there are sufficient environmental planning
grounds to permit the FSR in this instance.

Other Matters for Consideration

4(a)(ii) the proposed development will be in the public interest because it is consistent with the
objectives of the particular standard and the objectives for development within the zone in which the
development is proposed to be carried out

Assessment: The above assessment demonstrates that the proposed FSR satisfies the
height standard's objectives and the R3 - Medium Density Residential.

Furthermore, it is considered that the variation does not raise any matters of public interest
as there are no public views or detrimental streetscape outcomes associated with the FSR
variation.

Given that the proposal is consistent with the desired future character for the area nominated
by the specific controls in the LEP and DCP, and that there are no adverse or unreasonable
impacts to the broader community, it is considered that there are no public interest matters
which would prevent a variation to the FSR control.

(5) In deciding whether to grant concurrence, the Director-General must consider:
(a) whether contravention of the development standard raises any matter of significance for State or
regional environmental planning

Assessment: The proposed FSR variation allows for the orderly and economical use of land
as envisaged by the Environmental Planning and Assessment Act, 1979.

The proposed FSR allows for the achievement of a compatible building envelope without
creating a development with overbearing height, bulk or scale, and without compromising the
area's desired future character.

Therefore, the proposed FSR is consistent with the State and Regional Policies, particularly
urban consolidation principles, which seek to provide additional height and density near
transport and established services.

Page 37

D38/22



¢C/8EA

Randwick Local Planning Panel (Electronic) meeting

Concurrence

The Secretary's concurrence under clause 4.6(4) of the LEP has been delegated to the
Council by written notice dated February 21 2018, attached to the Planning Circular PS 18-
003 issued on February 21 2018. That concurrence may also be assumed by the Court
pursuant to $39(6) of the Land and Environment Court Act.

(b) the public benefit of maintaining the development standard

Assessment: There is no public benefit in maintaining the FSR standard, given the limited
amenity impacts associated with the development and the positive streetscape outcomes
that would arise from the subject site's redevelopment.

(c) any other matters required to be taken into consideration by the Director-General before granting
concurrence.

Assessment: There are not considered to be any additional matters to consider beyond
those discussed above.

Generally as to concurrence, for the reasons outlined above — and particularly having regard
to the site-specific nature of this clause 4.6 variation request — there is nothing about this
proposed FSR variation that raises any matter of significance for State or regional
environmental planning, nor is there any broad public benefit in maintaining the development
standard on this site. There are no other relevant matters requested to be taken into
consideration before granting concurrence.

Conclusion
For reasons mentioned herein, this Clause 4.6 variation is forwarded in support of the

development proposal at 91 Beach Street, Coogee. It is requested to be looked upon
favourably by the consent authority.
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Appendix 2;: DCP Compliance Table
3.1 Section C1: Low Density Residential
DCP .
Clause Controls Proposal Compliance
Classification Zoning = R3
2 Site planning
2.3 Site coverage
Up to 300 sgm = 60% Site = 455.6m? As per existing.
301 to 450 sgm = 55%
451 to 600 sqm = 50% No proposed
601 sgm or above = 45% changes to
existing site
coverage.
2.4 Landscaping and permeable surfaces
i) Up to 300 sgm = 20% Site = 455.6m? As per existing.
i) 301 to 450 sgm = 25%
iii) 451 to 600 sqm = 30% No proposed
iv) 601 sgm or above = 35% changes to
v)  Deep soil minimum width 900mm. existing deep
vi)  Maximise permeable surfaces to front soil landscaped
vii) Retain existing or replace mature native | area.
trees
viii) Minimum 1 canopy tree (8m mature).
Smaller (4m mature) If site restrictions
apply.
ix) Locating paved areas, underground
services away from root zones.
2.5 Private open space (POS)
Dwelling & Semi-Detached POS
Up to 300 sgm = 5m x 5m Site = 455.6m? As per existing.
301 to 450 sgm = 6m x 6m
45110 600 sgm =7m x 7m No proposed
601 sgm or above = 8m x 8m changes to
existing private
open space.
8 Building envelope
3.1 Floor space ratio LEP 2012 = 0.65:1 Site area = | Yes
455.6m?
Existing FSR =
0.74:1
Proposed FSR =
0.82:1
3.2 Building height
Maximum overall height LEP 2012 =9.5m Proposed =9.5m | Yes
i) Maximum external wall height = 7m | Proposed= No
(Minimum floor to ceiling height = 2.7m) 8.92m
i) Sloping sites = 8m
iii) Merit assessment if exceeded
3.3 Setbacks
3.31 Front setbacks Proposed upper | Yes
i) Average setbacks of adjoining (if none then | level additions
no less than 6m) Transition area then merit | are recessed
assessment. behind existing
i) Corner allotments: Secondary street | front facade.
frontage:
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DG Controls Proposal Compliance
Clause

- 900mm for allotments with primary
frontage width of less than 7m
- 1500mm for all other sites
iii) do not locate swimming pools, above-
ground rainwater tanks and outbuildings in
front
3.3.2 Side setbacks: Minimum for | Yes
Semi-Detached Dwellings: upper level =
e Frontage less than 6m = merit 1800mm
e Frontage b/w 6m and 8m = 900mm for all | Proposed =4.1m
levels
Dwellings:
e Frontage less than 9m = 900mm
e Frontage b/w 9m and 12m = 900mm (Gnd &
1st floor) 1500mm above
e Frontage over 12m = 1200mm (Gnd & 1°
floor), 1800mm above.
Refer to 6.3 and 7.4 for parking facilities and
outbuildings
333 Rear setbacks Minimum = | Yes
i)  Minimum 25% of allotment depth or 8m, | 6.81m
whichever lesser. Note: control does not | Proposed upper
apply to corner allotments. level = 8.67m
ii) Provide greater than aforementioned or
demonstrate not required, having regard to:
- Existing predominant rear setback line -
reasonable view sharing (public and
private)
- protect the privacy and solar access
iii) Garages, carports, outbuildings, swimming
or spa pools, above-ground water tanks,
and unroofed decks and terraces attached
to the dwelling may encroach upon the
required rear setback, in so far as they
comply with other relevant provisions.
iv) For irregularly shaped lots = merit
assessment on basis of:-
- Compatibility
- POS dimensions comply
- minimise solar access, privacy and view
sharing impacts
Refer to 6.3 and 7.4 for parking facilities and
outbuildings
Building design
4.1 General
Respond specifically to the site characteristics | The  proposed | Yes
and the surrounding natural and built context - | additions are
e articulated to enhance streetscape well integrated
« stepping building on sloping site, into the existing
e no side elevation greater than 12m dwelling design.
e encourage innovative design The  proposal
complements
the existing
architectural
expression of the
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DEiP Controls Proposal Compliance
Clause

dwelling house.
4.4 Roof Design and Features

Rooftop terraces The proportions | No, acceptable on

i) on stepped buildings only (not on | of the dormer | merit.
uppermost or main roof) window

i) above garages on sloping sites (where | complement the
garage is on low side) existing hipped

Dormers roof and do not

iii) Dormer windows don’t dominate dominate the

iv) Maximum 1500mm height, top is below roof | dwelling facade.
ridge; 500mm setback from side of roof,
face behind side elevation, above gutter of | The height is
roof. approximately

v) Multiple dormers consistent 1.9m.

vi) Suitable for existing

Celestial windows and skylights However, the

vii) Sympathetic to design of dwelling dormer siting is

Mechanical equipment compliant.

viii) Contained within roof form and not visible
from street and surrounding properties. The  proposed

dormer
facilitates an
upper level
addition that
maintains a
single storey
presentation to
the street.
4.5 Colours, Materials and Finishes

i)  Schedule of materials and finishes Schedule of | Yes

i)  Finishing is durable and non-reflective. colours,

iii) Minimise expanses of rendered masonry at | materials and
street frontages (except due to heritage | finishes have
consideration) been submitted,

iv) Articulate and create visual interest by using
combination of materials and finishes.

v) Suitable for the local climate to withstand
natural weathering, ageing and
deterioration.

vi) recycle and re-use sandstone
(See also section 8.3 foreshore area.)

5) Amenity
5.1 Solar access and overshadowing

Solar access to proposed development:

i) Portion of north-facing living room windows | A north-facing | Yes
must receive a minimum of 3 hrs direct | fixed opaque
sunlight between 8am and 4pm on 21 June | glazed window is

i) POS (passive recreational activities) | proposed to
receive a minimum of 3 hrs of direct sunlight | allow solar
between 8am and 4pm on 21 June. access and

daylight to the

new  bedroom
whilst  avoiding
privacy impacts.

Solar access to neighbouring development:

i) Portion of the north-facing living room | The shadow | Yes
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DG Controls Proposal Compliance
Clause

windows must receive a minimum of 3 hours | diagrams
of direct sunlight between 8am and 4pm on | demonstrate that
21 June. the majority of
iv) POS (passive recreational activities) | overshadowing
receive a minimum of 3 hrs of direct sunlight | falls over the roof
between 8am and 4pm on 21 June. of the adjoining
v) solar panels on neighbouring dwellings, | property to the
which are situated not less than 6m above | south at 93
ground level (existing), must retain a | Beach St. The
minimum of 3 hours of direct sunlight | additional
between 8am and 4pm on 21 June. If no | shadows are not
panels, direct sunlight must be retained to | cast on the
the northern, eastern and/or western roof | north-facing
planes (not <6m above ground) of | living area
neighbouring dwellings. windows or
vi) Variations may be acceptable subject to a | private open
merits assessment with regard to: space areas.
e Degree of meeting the FSR, height, | These areas are
setbacks and site coverage controls. overshadowed
e Orientation of the subject and adjoining | by existing
allotments and subdivision pattern of | development.
the urban block.
e Topography of the subject and adjoining
allotments.
e Location and level of the windows in
guestion.
¢ Shadows cast by existing buildings on
the neighbouring allotments.
5.2 Energy Efficiency and Natural Ventilation
i) Provide day light to internalised areas within | A BASIX | Yes
the dwelling (for example, hallway, stairwell, | Certificate is
walk-in-wardrobe and the like) and any | submitted with
poorly lit habitable rooms via measures | the application
such as: and confirms
e Skylights (ventilated) that the proposal
e Clerestory windows will comply with
e Fanlights above doorways the State
e Highlight windows in internal partition | Governments
walls water,  thermal
i) Where possible, provide natural lighting and | comfort and
ventilation to any internalised toilets, | €nergy efficiency
bathrooms and laundries requirements.
iii) living rooms contain windows and doors
opening to outdoor areas
Note: The sole reliance on skylight or clerestory
window for natural lighting and ventilation is not
acceptable
5.8 Visual Privacy
Windows
i) proposed habitable room windows must be | Proposed upper | Yes, refer to Key
located to minimise any direct viewing of | level bedroom is | Issues.
existing habitable room windows in adjacent | a passive use,
dwellings by one or more of the following | which minimises
measures: privacy impact of
- windows are offset or staggered proposed
- minimum 1600mm window sills windows.
- Install fixed and translucent glazing up
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Clause

to 1600mm minimum. W1.01 is north-
- Install fixed privacy screens to windows. | facing, which is
- Creating a recessed courtyard | hnominated as
(minimum 3m x 2m). translucent
i) orientate living and dining windows away | window.
from adjacent dwellings (that is orient to
front or rear or side courtyard) W1.02, W1.03
and W1.04 are
orientated to the
south and east
(rear), which
takes advantage
of the ocean
views to the
south-east.
The southern
outlook from
these windows
provide  views
towards the roof
of No. 93, rather
than the
windows and
private open
space of this
adjoining
property.
Refer to Key
Issues.
Balcony
iii) Upper floor balconies to street or rear yard | The  proposed | Yes, refer to Key
of the site (wrap around balcony to have a | rear balcony is | Issues.
narrow width at side) accessed from a
iv)minimise overlooking of POS via privacy | bedroom, which
screens (fixed, minimum of 1600mm high | is a passive use
and achieve minimum of 70% opaqueness | that minimises
(glass, timber or metal slats and louvers) privacy impact
V) Supplementary privacy devices: Screen | on adjoining
planting and planter boxes (Not sole privacy | properties. The
protection measure) 2.05m width of
vi)For sloping sites, step down any ground floor | the balcony
terraces and avoid large areas of elevated | limits gatherings
outdoor recreation space. on the balcony.
Refer to Key
Issues.
54 Acoustic Privacy
i) noise sources not located adjacent to | The rear balcony | Yes
adjoining dwellings bedroom windows is limited to a
Attached dual occupancies depth of 2.05m
i) Reduce noise transmission between | and is located off
dwellings by: a bedroom;
- Locate noise-generating areas and | restricting
quiet areas adjacent to each other. gatherings and
- Locate less sensitive areas adjacent to | likelihood of
the party wall to serve as noise buffer. | acoustic

Page 43

D38/22



¢C/8EA

Randwick Local Planning Panel (Electronic) meeting 14 July 2022
DG Controls Proposal Compliance
Clause

disturbance.
5.5 Safety and Security

i) dwellings main entry on front elevation | No changes. Yes
(unless narrow site)

i) Street numbering at front near entry.

iii) 1 habitable room window (glazed area min
2 square metres) overlooking the street or a
public place.

iv) Front fences, parking facilites and
landscaping does not to obstruct casual
surveillance (maintain safe access)

5.6 View Sharing

i) Reasonably maintain existing view corridors | Scale and siting | Yes
or vistas from the neighbouring dwellings, | of upper level
streets and public open space areas. addition

ii) retaining existing views from the living areas | maintains  view
are a priority over low use rooms sharing for

iii) retaining views for the public domain takes | neighbouring
priority over views for the private properties | dwellings.

iv) fence design and plant selection must
minimise obstruction of views Water views are

v) Adopt a balanced approach to privacy | retained for 89
protection and view sharing Beach  Street,

vi) Demonstrate any steps or measures | from their study,
adopted to mitigate potential view loss | living area and
impacts in the DA. private open
(certified height poles used) space.

The proposal
does not impact
views from the
public domain.

3.2 Section B7: Transport, Traffic, Parking and Access
R Controls Proposal Compliance
Clause
3.2 Vehicle Parking Rates

1. Space per dwelling house with up to 2 | 2 existing car | Yes
bedrooms spaces are

2. Spaces per dwelling house with 3 or more | provided in the
bedrooms existing garage

for the 5

Note: Tandem parking for 2 vehicles is allowed. | bedroom

dwelling.

3.3 Section B10: Foreshore Scenic Protection Area
Do Controls Proposal Compliance
Clause

i) Consider visual presentation to the | The proposed | Yes
surrounding public domain, including | addition
streets, lanes, parks, reserves, foreshore | presents as an
walkways and coastal areas. All elevations | attic storey
visible from the public domain must be | when viewed
articulated. from Beach
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i)

ii)

iv)
v)
Vi)

iX)

X)

Outbuildings and ancillary  structures
integrated with the dwelling design
(coherent architecture).

Colour scheme complement natural
elements in the coastal areas (light toned
neutral hues).

Must not use high reflective glass

Use durable materials suited to coast

Use appropriate plant species

vii) Provide deep soil areas around buildings
viii) Screen coping, swimming and spa pools

from view from the public domain.

Integrate rock outcrops, shelves and large
boulders into the landscape design

Any retaining walls within the foreshore area
(that is, encroaching upon the Foreshore
Building Line) must be constructed or clad
with sandstone.

Street, and has
been designed
to maintain
view  sharing
for
neighbouring
properties. The
development
complements
the scenic
qualities of the
foreshore area.

The proposed
colour scheme
is of a neutral
palette that
completes the
coastal area.

Responsible officer:

File Reference:

DA/688/2021

Eunice Huang, Environmental Planning Officer
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Attachment 1
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Development Consent Conditions =
(dwellings and dual occupancies) Randwick City
Council
a sense of community
Folder /DA No: DA/688/2021
Property: 91 Beach Street, COOGEE NSW 2034
Proposal: First floor addition at rear of existing dwelling and modification to
internal layout at ground and basement levels. (Variation to FSR)
Recommendation: Approval
Development Consent Conditions
GENERAL CONDITIONS
The development must be carried out in accordance with the following conditions of consent.
These conditions have been applied to satisfy the relevant requirements of the Environmental
Planning & Assessment Act 1979, Environmental Planning & Assessment Regulation 2000 and to
provide reasonable levels of environmental amenity.
Approved Plans & Supporting Documentation
1. The development must be implemented substantially in accordance with the plans and
supporting documentation listed below and endorsed with Council’s approved stamp, except
where amended by Council in red and/or by other conditions of this consent:
Plan Drawn by Dated
DA 02 Revision 02 Maryanne Taskovski Architect 20 May 2022
DA 03 Revision 03 Maryanne Taskovski Architect 20 May 2022
DA 04 Revision 02 Maryanne Taskovski Architect 20 May 2022
DA 05 Revision 02 Maryanne Taskovski Architect 20 May 2022
DA 10 Revision 03 Maryanne Taskovski Architect 23 May 2022
DA 11 Revision 04 Maryanne Taskovski Architect 23 May 2022
DA 12 Revision 03 Maryanne Taskovski Architect 23 May 2022
DA 13 Revision 03 Maryanne Taskovski Architect 23 May 2022
DA 20 Revision 02 Maryanne Taskovski Architect 23 May 2022
DA 21 Revision 02 Maryanne Taskovski Architect 23 May 2022
DA 22 Revision 02 Maryanne Taskovski Architect 23 May 2022
BASIX Certificate No. Dated
A426888_02 11 April 2022
REQUIREMENTS BEFORE A CONSTRUCTION CERTIFICATE CAN BE ISSUED
The following conditions of consent must be complied with before a ‘Construction Certificate’ is issued
by either Randwick City Council or an Accredited Certifier. All necessary information to demonstrate
compliance with the following conditions of consent must be included in the documentation for the
construction certificate.
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These conditions have been applied to satisfy the relevant requirements of the Environmental
Planning & Assessment Act 1979, Environmental Planning & Assessment Regulation 2000, Council’s
development consent conditions and to achieve reasonable levels of environmental amenity.

Consent Requirements
The requirements and amendments detailed in the ‘General Conditions’ must be complied
with and be included in the construction certificate plans and associated documentation.

External Colours, Materials & Finishes

The colours, materials and finishes of the external surfaces to the building are to be
compatible with the adjacent development to maintain the integrity and amenity of the building
and the streetscape.

Details of the proposed colours, materials and textures (i.e. a schedule and brochure/s or
sample board) are to be submitted to and approved by Council's Manager Development
Assessments prior to issuing a construction certificate for the development.

Section 7.12 Development Contributions

In accordance with Council’'s Development Contributions Plan effective from 21 April 2015,
based on the development cost of $487,575 the following applicable monetary levy must be
paid to Council: $4,875.75

The levy must be paid in cash, bank cheque or by credit card prior to a construction
certificate being issued for the proposed development. The development is subject to an
index to reflect quarterly variations in the Consumer Price Index (CPI) from the date of
Council’s determination to the date of payment. Please contact Council on telephone 9093
6999 or 1300 722 542 for the indexed contribution amount prior to payment.

To calculate the indexed levy, the following formula must be used:

IDC = ODC x CP2/CP1

Where:

IDC = the indexed development cost

ODC = the original development cost determined by the Council

CP2 = the Consumer Price Index, All Groups, Sydney, as published by the ABS in
respect of the quarter ending immediately prior to the date of payment

CP1 = the Consumer Price Index, All Groups, Sydney as published by the ABS in
respect of the quarter ending immediately prior to the date of imposition of the condition
requiring payment of the levy.

Council’'s Development Contribution Plans may be inspected at the Customer Service Centre,
Administrative Centre, 30 Frances Street, Randwick or at www.randwick.nsw.gov.au.

Compliance Fee

A development compliance and enforcement fee of $1,023.90 shall be paid to Council in
accordance with Council’'s adopted Fees & Charges Pricing Policy, prior to the issue of a
Construction Certificate for development.

Long Service Levy Payments

The required Long Service Levy payment, under the Building and Construction Industry Long
Service Payments Act 1986, must be forwarded to the Long Service Levy Corporation or the
Council, in accordance with Section 6.8 of the Environmental Planning & Assessment Act
1979.

At the time of this development consent, Long Service Levy payment is applicable on building
work having a value of $25,000 or more, at the rate of 0.35% of the cost of the works.
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Sydney Water Requirements
All building, plumbing and drainage work must be carried out in accordance with the
requirements of the Sydney Water Corporation.
The approved plans must be submitted to the Sydney Water Tap in™ online service, to
determine whether the development will affect Sydney Water’'s waste water and water mains,
stormwater drains and/or easements, and if any further requirements need to be met.
The Sydney Water Tap in™ online service replaces the Quick Check Agents as of 30
November 2015
The Tap in™ service provides 24/7 access to a range of services, including:
e Building plan approvals
e Connection and disconnection approvals
e Diagrams
e Trade waste approvals
e Pressure information
e Water meter installations
e Pressure boosting and pump approvals
e Change to an existing service or asset, e.g. relocating or moving an asset.
Sydney Water’s Tap in™ in online service is available at:
https://www.sydneywater.com.au/SW/plumbing-building-developing/building/sydney-water-
tap-in/index.htm
The Principal Certifier must ensure that the developer/owner has submitted the approved
plans to Sydney Water Tap in online service.
REQUIREMENTS TO BE INCLUDED IN THE CONSTRUCTION CERTIFICATE
The requirements contained in the following conditions of consent must be complied with and details
of compliance must be included in the construction certificate for the development.
These conditions have been applied to satisfy the relevant requirements of the Environmental
Planning & Assessment Act 1979, Environmental Planning & Assessment Regulation 2000, Councils
development consent conditions and to achieve reasonable levels of environmental amenity.
Compliance with the Building Code of Australia & Relevant Standards
In accordance with section 4.17 (11) of the Environmental Planning & Assessment Act 1979
and clause 98 of the Environmental Planning & Assessment Regulation 2000, it is a
prescribed condition that all building work must be carried out in accordance with the
provisions of the Building Code of Australia (BCA).
BASIX Requirements
In accordance with section 4.17 (11) of the Environmental Planning & Assessment Act 1979
and clause 97A of the Environmental Planning & Assessment Regulation 2000, the
requirements and commitments contained in the relevant BASIX Certificate must be complied
with.
The required commitments listed and identified in the BASIX Certificate must be included on
the construction certificate plans, specifications and associated documentation, to the
satisfaction of the Certifying Authority.
The design of the building must not be inconsistent with the development consent and any
proposed variations to the building to achieve the BASIX commitments may necessitate a
new development consent or amendment to the existing consent to be obtained, prior to a
construction certificate being issued.
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Stormwater Drainage

10. A surface water/stormwater drainage system must be provided in accordance with the
following requirements, to the satisfaction of the Certifier and details are to be included in the
construction certificate:-

a)

b)

<)

d)

e)

f)

Surface water/stormwater drainage systems must be provided in accordance with the
relevant provisions of the Building Code of Australia (Volume 2) and relevant
Standards;

The surface water/stormwater must be drained and discharged to the street gutter or,
subject to site suitability, the stormwater may be drained to a suitably designed
absorption pit;

Any absorption pits or soaker wells should be located not less than 3m from any
adjoining premises and the stormwater must not be directed to any adjoining premises
or cause a nuisance;

External paths and ground surfaces are to be constructed at appropriate levels and be
graded and drained away from the building and adjoining premises, so as not to result
in the entry of water into the building, or cause a nuisance or damage to the adjoining
premises;

Details of any proposed drainage systems or works to be carried out in the road,
footpath or nature strip must be submitted to and approved by Council before
commencing these works:

A certificate, from a suitably qualified person must be submitted to the Principal
Certifier and Council, prior to the issue of an Occupation Certificate, which confirms
that the stormwater drainage system has been provided in accordance with the
requirements of this consent, relevant standards and requirements.

REQUIREMENTS PRIOR TO THE COMMENCEMENT OF ANY WORKS

The following conditions of consent must be complied with prior to the commencement of any works
on the site. The necessary documentation and information must be provided to the Council or the
‘Principal Certifier’, as applicable.

These conditions have been applied to satisfy the relevant requirements of the Environmental
Planning & Assessment Act 1979, Environmental Planning & Assessment Regulation 2000 and to
provide reasonable levels of public health, safety and environmental amenity.

Certification and Building Inspection Requirements
11. Prior to the commencement of any building works, the following requirements must be
complied with:

a)

b)

<)

a Construction Certificate must be obtained from the Council or an accredited certifier,
in accordance with the provisions of the Environmental Planning & Assessment Act
1979.

A copy of the construction certificate, the approved development consent plans and
consent conditions must be kept on the site at all times and be made available to the
Council officers and all building contractors for assessment.

a Principal Certifier must be appointed to carry out the necessary building inspections
and to issue an occupation certificate; and

a principal contractor must be appointed for the building work, or in relation to
residential building work, an owner-builder permit may be obtained in accordance with
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the requirements of the Home Building Act 1989, and the Principal Certifier and
Council are to be notified accordingly; and

d) the principal contractor must be advised of the required critical stage inspections and
other inspections to be carried out, as specified by the Principal Certifier; and
e) at least two days’ notice must be given to the Council, in writing, prior to commencing
any works.

Home Building Act 1989

12. In accordance with section 4.17 (11) of the Environmental Planning & Assessment Act 1979
and clause 98 of the Environmental Planning & Assessment Regulation 2000, the relevant
requirements of the Home Building Act 1989 must be complied with.
Details of the Licensed Building Contractor and a copy of the relevant Certificate of Home
Warranty Insurance or a copy of the Owner-Builder Permit (as applicable) must be provided
to the Principal Certifier and Council.
Construction Site Management Plan

13. A Construction Site Management Plan must be developed and implemented prior to the
commencement of any works. The construction site management plan must include the
following measures, as applicable to the type of development:
. location and construction of protective site fencing / hoardings;
. location of site storage areas/sheds/equipment;
. location of building materials for construction;
. provisions for public safety;
. dust control measures;
. details of proposed sediment and erosion control measures;
. site access location and construction
. details of methods of disposal of demolition materials;
. protective measures for tree preservation;
. location and size of waste containers/bulk bins;
. provisions for temporary stormwater drainage;
. construction noise and vibration management;
. construction traffic management details;
. provisions for temporary sanitary facilities.
The site management measures must be implemented prior to the commencement of any site
works and be maintained throughout the works, to the satisfaction of Council.
A copy of the Construction Site Management Plan must be provided to the Principal Certifier
and Council prior to commencing site works. A copy must also be maintained on site and be
made available to Council officers upon request.
Demolition Work

14. Demolition Work must be carried out in accordance with Australian Standard AS2601-2001,
Demolition of Structures and relevant work health and safety requirements.
A Demolition Work Plan must be prepared for the demolition works which should be
submitted to the Principal Certifier, not less than two (2) working days before commencing
any demolition work. A copy of the Demolition Work Plan must be maintained on site and be
made available to Council officers upon request.
If the work involves asbestos products or materials, a copy of the Demolition Work Plan must
also be provided to Council not less than 2 days before commencing those works.
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15.

16.

Demolition & Construction Waste Plan
A Demolition and Construction Waste Management Plan (WMP) must be development and
implemented for the development.

The Waste Management Plan must provide details of the type and quantities of demolition
and construction waste materials, proposed re-use and recycling of materials, methods of
disposal and details of recycling outlets and land fill sites.

Where practicable waste materials must be re-used or recycled, rather than disposed and
further details of Council's requirements including relevant guidelines and pro-forma WMP
forms can be obtained from Council's Customer Service Centre or by telephoning Council on
1300 722 542.

Details and receipts verifying the recycling and disposal of materials must be kept on site at
all times and presented to Council officers upon request.

Public Utilities

A Public Utility Impact Assessment must be carried out to identify all public utility services
located on the site, roadway, nature strip, footpath, public reserve or any public areas
associated with and/or adjacent to the building works.

Documentary evidence from the relevant public utility authorities confirming that their
requirements have been or are able to be satisfied, must be submitted to the Principal
Certifier prior to the commencement of any works.

The owner/builder must make the necessary arrangements and meet the full cost for
telecommunication companies, gas providers, Energy Australia, Sydney Water and other
authorities to adjust, repair or relocate their services as required.

REQUIREMENTS DURING CONSTRUCTION & SITE WORK
The following conditions of consent must be complied with during the demolition, excavation and
construction of the development.

These conditions have been applied to satisfy the relevant requirements of the Environmental
Planning & Assessment Act 1979, Environmental Planning & Assessment Regulation 2000 and to
provide reasonable levels of public health, safety and environmental amenity during construction.

17.

18.

19.

Inspections during Construction

Building works are required to be inspected by the Principal Certifier, in accordance with
section 6.5 of the Environmental Planning & Assessment Act 1979 and clause 162A of the
Environmental Planning & Assessment Regulation 2000, to monitor compliance with the
relevant standards of construction, Council’'s development consent and the construction
certificate.

Site Sighage
A sign must be erected and maintained in a prominent position on the site for the duration of
the works, which contains the following details:

. name, address, contractor licence number and telephone number of the principal
contractor, including a telephone number at which the person may be contacted outside
working hours, or owner-builder permit details (as applicable)

. name, address and telephone number of the Principal Certifier,

. a statement stating that “unauthorised entry to the work site is prohibited”.

Restriction on Working Hours
Building, demolition and associated site works must be carried out in accordance with the
following requirements:
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Activity Permitted working hours
All building, demolition and site work, e Monday to Friday - 7.00am to 5.00pm
including site deliveries (except as detailed e Saturday - 8.00am to 5.00pm
below) « Sunday & public holidays - No work

permitted
Excavating or sawing of rock, use of jack- e Monday to Friday - 8.00am to 5.00pm
hammers, pile-drivers, vibratory ¢ Saturday - No work permitted
rollers/compactors or the like « Sunday & public holidays - No work

permitted

An application to vary the abovementioned hours may be submitted to Council’s Manager
Health, Building & Regulatory Services for consideration and approval to vary the specified
hours may be granted in exceptional circumstances and for limited occasions (e.g. for public
safety, traffic management or road safety reasons). Any applications are to be made on the
standard application form and include payment of the relevant fees and supporting
information. Applications must be made at least 10 days prior to the date of the proposed
work and the prior written approval of Council must be obtained to vary the standard
permitted working hours.

Removal of Asbestos Materials

20. Any work involving the demolition, storage or disposal of asbestos products and materials
must be carried out in accordance with the following requirements:

. Occupational Health & Safety legislation and WorkCover NSW requirements

. Randwick City Council’s Asbestos Policy

. A WorkCover licensed demolition or asbestos removal contractor must undertake
removal of more than 10m? of bonded asbestos (or as otherwise specified by
WorkCover or relevant legislation). Removal of friable asbestos material must only be
undertaken by contractor that holds a current friable asbestos removal licence. A copy
of the relevant licence must be provided to the Principal Certifier.

. On sites involving the removal of asbestos, a sign must be clearly displayed in a
prominent visible position at the front of the site, containing the words ‘DANGER
ASBESTOS REMOVAL IN PROGRESS’ and include details of the licensed contractor.

. Asbestos waste must be stored, transported and disposed of in compliance with the
Protection of the Environment Operations Act 1997 and the Protection of the
Environment Operations (Waste) Regulation 2005. Details of the landfill site (which
must be lawfully able to receive asbestos materials) must be provided to the Principal
Certifier.

. A Clearance Certificate or Statement, prepared by a suitably qualified person (i.e. an
occupational hygienist, licensed asbestos assessor or other competent person), must
be provided to Council and the Principal Certifier upon completion of the asbestos
related works which confirms that the asbestos material have been removed
appropriately and the relevant conditions of consent have been satisfied.

A copy of Council’s Asbestos Policy is available on Council's web site at
www.randwick.nsw.gov.au in the Building & Development Section or a copy can be
obtained from Council’s Customer Service Centre.

Excavations, Back-filling & Retaining Walls

21. All excavations and backfilling associated with the erection or demolition of a building must be
executed safely in accordance with appropriate professional standards and excavations must
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22.

23.

24.

25.

be properly guarded and supported to prevent them from being dangerous to life, property or
buildings.

Retaining walls, shoring or piling must be provided to support land which is excavated in
association with the erection or demolition of a building, to prevent the movement of soil and
to support the adjacent land and buildings, if the soil conditions require it. Adequate
provisions are also to be made for drainage.

Details of proposed retaining walls, shoring, piling or other measures are to be submitted to
and approved by the Principal Certifier.

Support of Adjoining Land

In accordance with section 4.17 (11) of the Environmental Planning & Assessment Act 1979
and clause 98 E of the Environmental Planning & Assessment Regulation 2000, it is a
prescribed condition that the adjoining land and buildings located upon the adjoining land
must be adequately supported at all times.

Prior to undertaking any demolition, excavation or building work in the following
circumstances, a report must be obtained from a professional engineer which details the
methods of support for the dwelling or associated structure on the adjoining land, to the
satisfaction of the Principal Certifier:

. when undertaking excavation or building work within the zone of influence of the
footings of a dwelling or associated structure that is located on the adjoining land;

. when undertaking demolition work to a wall of a dwelling that is built to a common or
shared boundary (e.g. semi-detached or terrace dwelling);

. when constructing a wall to a dwelling or associated structure that is located within
900mm of a dwelling located on the adjoining land;

. as may be required by the Principal Certifier.

The demolition, excavation and building work and the provision of support to the dwelling or
associated structure on the adjoining land, must also be carried out in accordance with the
abovementioned report, to the satisfaction of the Principal Certifier.

Sediment & Erosion Control

Sediment and erosion control measures, must be implemented throughout the site works in
accordance with the manual for Managing Urban Stormwater — Soils and Construction,
published by Landcom.

Details of the sediment and erosion control measures to be implemented on the site must be
included in with the Construction Management Plan and be provided to the Principal Certifier
and Council. A copy must also be maintained on site and be made available to Council
officers upon request.

Public Safety & Site Management
Public safety and convenience must be maintained at all times during demolition, excavation
and construction works and the following requirements must be complied with:

a) Public access to the building site and materials must be restricted by existing boundary
fencing or temporary site fencing having a minimum height of 1.5m, to Council’s
satisfaction.

Temporary site fences are required to be constructed of cyclone wire fencing material
and be structurally adequate, safe and constructed in a professional manner. The use
of poor quality materials or steel reinforcement mesh as fencing is not permissible.

b) Building materials, sand, soil, waste materials, construction equipment or other articles
must not be placed upon the footpath, roadway or nature strip at any time.
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c)

d)

e)

f)

9)

h)

The road, footpath, vehicular crossing and nature strip must be maintained in a good,
safe, clean condition and free from any excavations, obstructions, trip hazards, goods,
materials, soils or debris at all times. Any damage caused to the road, footway,
vehicular crossing, nature strip or any public place must be repaired immediately to the
satisfaction of Council.

All building and site activities (including storage or placement of materials or waste and
concrete mixing/pouring/pumping activities) must not cause or be likely to cause
‘pollution’ of any waters, including any stormwater drainage systems, street gutters or
roadways.

Note: It is an offence under the Protection of the Environment Operations Act 1997 to
cause or be likely to cause ‘pollution of waters’, which may result in significant
penalties and fines.

Access gates and doorways within site fencing, hoardings and temporary site buildings
or amenities must not open out into the road or footway.

Site fencing, building materials, bulk bins/waste containers and other articles must not
be located upon the footpath, roadway or nature strip at any time without the prior
written approval of the Council. Applications to place a waste container in a public place
can be made to Council’'s Health, Building and Regulatory Services department.

Adequate provisions must be made to ensure pedestrian safety and traffic flow during
the site works and traffic control measures are to be implemented in accordance with
the relevant provisions of the Roads and Traffic Manual “Traffic Control at Work Sites”
(Version 4), to the satisfaction of Council.

A Road / Asset Opening Permit must be obtained from Council prior to carrying out any
works within or upon a road, footpath, nature strip or in any public place, in accordance
with section 138 of the Roads Act 1993 and all of the conditions and requirements
contained in the Road / Asset Opening Permit must be complied with. Please contact
Council's Road/Asset Openings officer on 9093 6691 for further details.

Temporary toilet facilities are to be provided, at or in the vicinity of the work site
throughout the course of demolition and construction, to the satisfaction of WorkCover
NSW and the toilet facilities must be connected to a public sewer or other sewage
management facility approved by Council.

Site Signage
26. A sign must be erected and maintained in a prominent position on the site for the duration of
the works, which contains the following details:

name, address, contractor licence number and telephone number of the principal
contractor, including a telephone number at which the person may be contacted
outside working hours, or owner-builder permit details (as applicable)

name, address and telephone number of the Principal Certifier,

a statement stating that “unauthorised entry to the work site is prohibited”.

Building Encroachments
27. There must be no encroachment of any structures or building work onto Council’s road
reserve, footway, nature strip or public place.

REQUIREMENTS PRIOR TO THE ISSUE OF AN OCCUPATION CERTIFICATE
The following conditions of consent must be complied with prior to the ‘Principal Certifier’ issuing an
‘Occupation Cetrtificate’.
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These conditions have been applied to satisfy the relevant requirements of the Environmental
Planning & Assessment Act 1979, Environmental Planning & Assessment Regulation 2000, Council’s
development consent and to maintain reasonable levels of public health, safety and amenity.

Occupation Certificate Requirements

28. An Occupation Certificate must be obtained from the Principal Certifier prior to any occupation
of the building work encompassed in this development consent (including alterations and
additions to existing buildings), in accordance with the relevant provisions of the
Environmental Planning & Assessment Act 1979.

BASIX Requirements & Certification

29. In accordance with Clause 154B of the Environmental Planning & Assessment Regulation
2000, a Certifier must not issue an Occupation Certificate for this development, unless it is
satisfied that any relevant BASIX commitments and requirements have been satisfied.

Relevant documentary evidence of compliance with the BASIX commitments is to be
forwarded to the Principal Certifier and Council upon issuing an Occupation Certificate.

Structural Certification

30. A Certificate must be obtained from a professional engineer, which certifies that the building
works satisfy the relevant structural requirements of the Building Code of Australia and
approved design documentation, to the satisfaction of the Principal Certifying Authority. A
copy of which is to be provided to Council with the Occupation Certificate.

OPERATIONAL CONDITIONS
The following operational conditions must be complied with at all times, throughout the use and
operation of the development.

These conditions have been applied to satisfy the relevant requirements of the Environmental
Planning & Assessment Act 1979, Environmental Planning & Assessment Regulation 2000, Council’s
development consent and to maintain reasonable levels of public health and environmental amenity.

External Lighting
31. External lighting to the premises must be designed and located so as to minimise light-spill
beyond the property boundary or cause a public nuisance.

Waste Management
32. Adequate provisions are to be made within the premises for the storage and removal of waste
and recyclable materials, to the satisfaction of Council.

Plant & Equipment — Noise Levels
33. The operation of all plant and equipment on the premises shall not give rise to an ‘offensive
noise’ as defined in the Protection of the Environment Operations Act 1997 and Regulations.

In this regard, the operation of the plant and equipment shall not give rise to an LAeq, 15 min
sound pressure level at any affected premises that exceeds the background LA90, 15 min
noise level, measured in the absence of the noise source/s under consideration by more than
5dB(A) in accordance with relevant NSW Environment Protection Authority (EPA) Noise
Control Guidelines.

GENERAL ADVISORY NOTES

The following information is provided for your assistance to ensure compliance with the Environmental
Planning & Assessment Act 1979, Environmental Planning & Assessment Regulation 2000, or other
relevant legislation and requirements. This information does not form part of the conditions of
development consent pursuant to Section 4.17 of the Act.
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Al

A2

A3

A4

A5

A6

A7

A8

The requirements and provisions of the Environmental Planning & Assessment Act 1979 and
Environmental Planning & Assessment Regulation 2000, must be fully complied with at all
times.

Failure to comply with these requirements is an offence, which renders the responsible
person liable to a maximum penalty of $1.1 million. Alternatively, Council may issue a penalty
infringement notice (for up to $3,000) for each offence. Council may also issue notices and
orders to demolish unauthorised or non-complying building work, or to comply with the
requirements of Council’s development consent.

In accordance with the requirements of the Environmental Planning & Assessment Act 1979,
building works, including associated demolition and excavation works (as applicable) must not
be commenced until:

] A Construction Certificate has been obtained from an Accredited Certifier or Council,

L] An Accredited Certifier or Council has been appointed as the Principal Certifier for the
development,

] Council and the Principal Certifier have been given at least 2 days’ notice (in writing)
prior to commencing any works.

Council can issue your Construction Certificate and be your Principal Certifier for the
development, to undertake inspections and ensure compliance with the development consent
and relevant building regulations. For further details contact Council on 9093 6944.

This determination does not include an assessment of the proposed works under the Building
Code of Australia (BCA) and other relevant Standards. All new building work (including
alterations and additions) must comply with the BCA and relevant Standards and you are
advised to liaise with your architect, engineer and building consultant prior to lodgement of
your construction certificate.

Any proposed amendments to the design and construction of the building may require a new
development application or a section 4.55 amendment to the existing consent to be obtained
from Council, before carrying out such works

A Local Approval application must be submitted to and be approved by Council prior to
commencing any of the following activities on a footpath, road, nature strip or in any public
place:-

L] Install or erect any site fencing, hoardings or site structures
L] Operate a crane or hoist goods or materials over a footpath or road
L] Placement of a waste skip or any other container or article.

For further information please contact Council on 9093 6971.

Specific details of the location of the building/s should be provided in the Construction
Certificate to demonstrate that the proposed building work will not encroach onto the adjoining
properties, Council’s road reserve or any public place.

This consent does not authorise any trespass or encroachment upon any adjoining or
supported land or building whether private or public. Where any underpinning, shoring, soil
anchoring (temporary or permanent) or the like is proposed to be carried out upon any
adjoining or supported land, the land owner or principal contractor must obtain:

L] the consent of the owners of such adjoining or supported land to trespass or encroach,
or

] an access order under the Access to Neighbouring Land Act 2000, or

L] an easement under section 88K of the Conveyancing Act 1919, or

L] an easement under section 40 of the Land & Environment Court Act 1979, as
appropriate.

Attachment 1 - RLPP Dev Consent Conditions (dwellings dual occ) - DA/688/2021 - 91 Beach Street,

COOGEE
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Attachment 1

A9

Al10

All

Section 177 of the Conveyancing Act 1919 creates a statutory duty of care in relation to
support of land. Accordingly, a person has a duty of care not to do anything on or in relation
to land being developed (the supporting land) that removes the support provided by the
supporting land to any other adjoining land (the supported land).

The finished ground levels external to the building must be consistent with the development
consent and are not to be raised, other than for the provision of approved paving or the like
on the ground

Prior to commencing any works, the owner/builder should contact Dial Before You Dig on
1100 or www.dialbeforeyoudig.com.au and relevant Service Authorities, for information on
potential underground pipes and cables within the vicinity of the development site.

An application must be submitted to an approved by Council prior to the installation and
operation of any proposed greywater or wastewater treatment systems, in accordance with
the Local Government Act 1993.

Greywater/Wastewater treatment systems must comply with the relevant requirements and
guidelines produced by NSW Health, NSW Office of Environment and Heritage and other
relevant regulatory requirements.

Attachment 1 - RLPP Dev Consent Conditions (dwellings dual occ) - DA/688/2021 - 91 Beach Street,

COOGEE
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Development Application Report No. D39/22

Subject: 70 Coogee Bay Road, Randwick (DA/451/2021)

Proposal: Section 8.2 review of determination for alterations and additions to the

existing building including a new upper floor level, and conversion of the
use of the development from a Residential Flat Building to an attached
dual occupancy including strata subdivision (variation to FSR & height of
building standards).

Ward: East Ward

Applicant: Ms. M Kilbane

Owner: Ms. M Kilbane

Cost of works: $1,287,000.00

Reason for referral: Development that contravenes the building height development standard

by more than 10%.

Recommendation

A.

Attac

1.8

That the RLPP is satisfied that the matters detailed in clause 4.6(4) of Randwick Local
Environmental Plan 2012 have been adequately addressed and that consent may be granted
to the development application, which contravenes the contravenes the height of buildings
development standard in Clause 4.3 and the Floor Space Ratio development standard in
Clause 4.4 of Randwick Local Environmental Plan 2012. The concurrence of the Secretary
of Planning, Industry and Environment may be assumed.

That the RLPP’s original determination of Development Application No. DA/451/2021 dated
14 April 2022 for alterations and additions to the existing building including a new upper floor
level, and conversion of the use of the development from a Residential Flat Building to an
attached dual occupancy including strata subdivision at 70 Coogee Bay Road, Randwick, be
rescinded.

That the RLPP grant consent under Sections 4.16 and 4.17 of the Environmental Planning
and Assessment Act 1979, as amended, to Development Application No. DA/451/2021 for
alterations and additions to the existing building including a new upper floor level, and
conversion of the use of the development from a Residential Flat Building to an attached dual
occupancy including strata subdivision (variation to FSR & height of building standards), at
No. 70 Coogee Bay Road, Randwick, subject to the development consent conditions
attached to the assessment report.

hment/s:

RLPP Draft Development Consent - DA.451.2021(8.2 Review) - 70 Coogee Bay Road,
RANDWICK NSW 2031 - DEV - Randwick City Council (D04609198)
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Subject Site

Submissions received

North

Locality Plan

1. Executive summary

The application is referred to the Randwick Local Planning Panel (RLPP) as the development
contravenes the development standard for height of buildings by more than 10% and relates to a
review of a determination made by the RLPP in April 2022.

The proposal seeks development consent for alterations and additions to the existing building
including a new upper floor level, and conversion of the use of the development from a Residential
Flat Building to an attached dual occupancy, including strata subdivision. The application also
proposes a variation to FSR & height of building standards.

The application was previously referred to the RLPP and refused on the 14t of April 2022 for the
following reason:

The Panel was of the view that any Third Floor addition should be setback behind the existing roof
ridge (by the deletion of bedroom 3 and adjoining bathroom), so that the southern wall of the
development more closely aligns with the top floor extension of 72 Coogee Bay Road. Any Third
Floor addition needs to be further simplified in terms of its architectural form and detailing, including
the roof form and fenestration. The reduction in size and height of the third floor would reduce the
extent of exceedance of height and floor space standards.
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In response, the applicant lodged a Section 8.2 review of determination on the 12t of May 2022
and made the following plan amendments to address the Panel’s reasons for refusal:

¢ Bedroom 3 has been deleted from the third floor and the bathroom relocated to reduce the
gross floor area by 11.21m?2 and the proposed FSR from 0.96:1 (7.8% variation) to 0.92:1
(3.09% variation). The amendment has positioned the third floor addition predominantly
behind the existing roof ridge and also resulted in the closer alignment of the southern
elevation wall with the 72 Coogee Bay Road upper floor extension.

e The roof form facing the Coogee Bay Road frontage has been amended from a flat parapet
style to a more traditional pitched form.

e The window facing the Coogee Bay Road frontage has also been amended to reflect a
simpler traditional opening style.

The original proposal was natified in accordance with Council’s Community Participation Plan and
two (2) submissions by way of unique objection were received with the key issues related to the
rear setback, streetscape presentation to Coogee Bay Road, acoustic impacts from the rear decks
and proximity of drainage pits to side boundary. These matters were addressed by plan revisions
prior to the application being referred for Panel consideration at the previous determination meeting.
The amended plans submitted under the subject Section 8.2 review were notified in accordance
with Council’'s Community Participation Plan and in response no submissions were received during
the notification period.

The key issues associated with the proposal relate to non-compliance with the maximum building
height and floor space ratio development standards, and the external wall height control. The
applicant has submitted written requests to vary the standards, which are considered to be well-
founded. The variations are assessed as being in the public interest given the development is
consistent with the objectives of the standards and the R3 Medium Density Residential zone. The
additional height and FSR is attributed to the upper level addition, which has been setback from the
rear building alignment and will present as a two (2) storey structure from the Coogee Bay Road
streetscape perspective.

The proposal is recommended for approval subject to non-standard conditions that require a
decrease to the external wall height of the eastern wall and privacy measures on side windows.

2. Site Description and Locality

The subject site is known as 70 Coogee Bay Road, Coogee and has a legal description of Lot C in
Deposited Plan 436028. The site is rectangular in shape and has a total area of 285.58m2. The site
has a dual street frontage to the front and rear and is located on the northern side of Coogee Bay
Road and the southern side of Queen Street. Pedestrian access is gained via the 7.495m frontage
to Coogee Bay Road. Vehicular and pedestrian access is gained via the 7.285m frontage to Queen
Street. The site experiences a fall of approximately 7.22m from the front southern boundary down
towards the rear northern boundary, with an average slope of approximately 18.6%.

The site is zoned R3 - Medium Density Residential and is currently occupied by an existing three
(3) storey Residential Flat Building (RFB) containing 3 dwellings. The property is surrounded by
residential properties to the north, south, east and west, with Coogee Beach located further to the
east of the site. The existing streetscape along the northern side of Coogee Bay Road is
predominantly characterised by older style semi-detached dwellings of two (2) and three (3) storeys
(viewed as one (1) or two (2) storeys as viewed from Coogee Bay Road). The northern streetscape
also includes RFBs of three (3) and four (4) storeys. The southern side of Coogee Bay Road is
predominantly characterised by older multi-storey RFBs of up to five (5) storeys. Opposite the
northern Queen Street side of the site are primarily low-density developments comprising of dwelling
houses and semi-detached dwellings.

Refer to Figure’s 1 and 2 below illustrating the existing site conditions.
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3. Relevant history

The land has been used for residential accomodation for an extended period of time. A search of
Council’s records did not reveal any recent or relevant development applications for the subject site.

Subject Development Application
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Development Application DA/451/2021 was lodged with Council on 29 July 2021 and refused by
the Randwick Local Planning Panel on the 14t of April 2022. A Section 8.2 review of determination
was lodged with Council on the 12t of May 2022, with further plan ammendments made to address
the reasons for refusal provided by the panel.

4, Proposal

The proposal seeks a Section 8.2 review of determination for alterations and additions to the existing
building including a new upper floor level, and conversion of the use of the development from a
Residential Flat Building to an attached dual occupancy. The application comprises of the following
detailed works:

e Site works
o Partial demolition of the existing building;
o Associated landscaping and earthworks, including the provision of planter boxes
onlevels 1, 2 and 3.

e Ground Floor Level
o New internal walls and reconfiguration;
o Extension of the western party wall to create a partially enclosed terrace area;
o New window and door openings along the eastern elevation;

e First Floor Level
o New internal access stair;
o New internal walls and reconfiguration;
o Extension of balcony to the north and west;
o Extension of western party wall to partially enclose balcony;
e Second Floor Level
o New internal access stair;
New internal walls and reconfiguration;
Extension of balcony to the north and east;
Extension of party wall and eastern external wall to partially enclose balcony;
New pedestrian gate and pathway fronting Coogee Bay Road;
Existing window replaced with French doors to the south;
New window openings along the eastern elevation;

O 0O O O O O

e Construction of a new Third Floor Level
o Two new bedrooms and bathrooms (Third bedroom deleted and southern street
elevation redesigned to provide increased setback behind existing roof ridge line
under subject 8.2 review).

Each of the proposed dwellings within the dual occupancy are located over two (2) levels and
comprise the following:

e Unit 1 (accessed from Queen Street)

- Open-plan living, dining and kitchen area, plant room, and terrace area;

- Double garage with loft study / storage area above;

- Three (3) bedrooms and ensuites, one (1) walk-in robe, and balcony to the north.
e Unit 2 (accessed from Coogee Bay Road)

- Open-plan living, dining and kitchen area, study/media room, laundry, linen room,

one (1) bathroom, and balcony to the north;
- Two (2) bedrooms and bathrooms.

The application also seeks consent for the strata subdivision of the attached dual occupancy.
5. Reasons for review

The applicant has provided the following reasons for requesting the review:-
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e The original application was refused by Randwick Local Planning Panel on the 14" of April
2022, without the opportunity for the applicant to present to the Panel or respond to the
Panel’s concerns through the provision of amended plans.

e Post determination meetings were held with Council Staff in the aim of amending the
proposed design to address the concerns of the Randwick Local Planning Panel related to
the relationship of the upper floor addition with the existing building and neighbouring
properties from the Coogee Bay Road perspective, along with the upper floor addition being
deemed excessive in terms of visual prominence from the streetscape and the extent of the
proposed Floor Space Ratio (FSR) variation.

6. Statutory requirements under Division 8.2

Division 8.2 of the Environmental Planning and Assessment Act 1979, as amended, enables an
applicant to request a Review of: a Determination of a Development Application; or an application
for the modification of a development consent.

Council may accept amendments to the original development proposal if the proposed amendments
result in substantially the same development as that originally described in the development
application. Council may review the Determination, and as a consequence of the review, may
confirm or change the Determination.

Substantially the same development

The amendments to the previously proposed upper floor addition include an increased street
setback through the deletion a bedroom and the relocation of an ensuite bathroom, changes to the
roof form and the style of a street facing window. These changes to address the Randwick Local
Planning Panel’s reason for refusal are not considered to substantially alter the proposed upper
floor addition (solely related to Coogee Bay Road frontage) or the wider scope of alterations
proposed to facilitate a dual occupancy development under the original assessment. In addition, the
proposed amendments are a reduction of the previously proposed building envelope that will
improve the relationship of the development with the immediate streetscape and results in a built
form outcome that minimises environmental impacts to surrounding development. Accordingly, the
amendments proposed in the subject Section 8.2 review of determination are considered to result
in the substantially the same development.

7. Notification

The owners of adjoining and likely affected neighbouring properties were notified of the Section 8.2
review of determination in accordance with the Randwick Community Participation Plan. In
response, no submissions were received as a result of the notification process.

8. Relevant Environment Planning Instruments
8.1. SEPP (Housing) 2021

The subject site and existing RFB is currently under single ownership and the existing building has
not been strata subdivided, managed by a social housing provider accommodation or housing for
seniors or people with a disability. As such, consideration was given to whether Part 3 retention of
existing affordable rental housing is applicable to determine whether the proposal will result in a
reduction in affordable rental housing, and if a monetary contribution must be considered to
substitute any loss pursuant to Section 48 of the Housing SEPP.

The Housing SEPP defines a low-rental dwelling as follows:

“low-rental dwelling means a dwelling that was let at a rental not exceeding the median rental
level at any time during the relevant period, as specified in the Rent and Sales Report, in relation to
a dwelling of the same type, having the same number of bedrooms and located in the same local
government area.”
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The relevant period is defined as “the period commencing 5 years before the day on which the
development application involving the building is lodged and ending on that day.”

The Applicant submitted details of the rents received in the 5 year period prior to the lodgement of
the application, being from July 2016 through to 30 June 2021, by way of a copy of the legal
Residential Tenancy Agreements.

Based on Council’s records and the documentaiton provided, the existing three (3) units comprise
the following:

e Unit 1 - Two (2) bedrooms;

e Unit 2 — One (1) bedroom (however, the owner advised that in contradiction to Council’s
records the main bedroom has been divided into two (2) rooms and has been let on the
basis of a two (2) bedroom unit; and

e Unit 3—Two (2) bedrooms.

In the previous assessment, a review was undertaken that determined the rental income received
from these units (approx. $650 to $802 per week for 2 Bed unit) was predominantly above the
median rental price of units (approx. $550 to $660 per week for 2 Bed unit) within the wider
Randwick LGA. In this instance, it is considered that the existing units would not be classified as
low rental dwellings and there is unlikely to be a reduction in affordable housing on the land.
Accordingly, no contributions are applicable under the Housing SEPP 2021.

8.2. Randwick Local Environmental Plan 2012 (LEP)
The site is zoned R3 Medium Density Residential under Randwick Local Environmental Plan 2012
and the proposal is permissible with consent.

The proposal is consistent with the specific objectives of the zone in that the proposed activity and
built form will provide for the housing needs of the community, will not be inconsistent with the
existing streetscape and subject to the recommended conditions will not result in any unreasonable
amenity impacts upon surrounding residents.

The following development standards in the RLEP 2012 apply to the proposal:

Clause Development Proposal Compliance
Standard (Yes/No)

Cl 4.4: Floor space ratio (max) 0.9:1 or 0.92:1 or No
257.022m?2 264.96m?
of GFA of GFA

Cl 4.3: Building height (max) 12m 13.64m No

Cl 4.1: Lot Size (min) N/A N/A N/A — Strata

Subdivision
9. Clause 4.6 exception to a development standard

The proposal seeks to vary the following development standards contained within the Randwick
Local Environmental Plan 2012 (RLEP 2012):

Clause Development Proposed Proposed
Proposal o o
Standard variation variation
(%0)
Cl4.4: Cl4.4: 0.9:1 0.92.1  or 3.09%
Floor space ratio (max) Floor space 264.96m?2 of (7.938m?)
ratio (max) GFA
Cl4.3: Cl4.3: 12m 13.64m 13.67%
Building height (max) Building height (1.64m)
(max)

Clause 4.6 of RLEP 2012: Exception to a Development Standard relevantly states:
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3. Development consent must not be granted for development that contravenes a
development standard unless the consent authority has considered a written request from
the applicant that seeks to justify the contravention of the development standard by
demonstrating:

(a) that compliance with the development standard is unreasonable or unnecessary in
the circumstances of the case, and

(b) that there are sufficient environmental planning grounds to justify contravening the
development standard.

4. Development consent must not be granted for development that contravenes a
development standard unless:
(a) the consent authority is satisfied that:
® the applicant’s written request has adequately addressed the matters
required to be demonstrated by subclause (3), and
(i)  the proposed development will be in the public interest because it is
consistent with the objectives of the particular standard and the objectives
for development within the zone in which the development is proposed to
be carried out, and
(b) the concurrence of the Secretary has been obtained.

In Initial Action Pty Ltd v Woollahra Municipal Council [2018] NSWLEC 118, Preston CJ summarised
the matters in Clause 4.6 (4) that must be addressed before consent can be granted to a
development that contravenes a development standard.

1.

The applicant’s written request has adequately demonstrated that compliance with the
development standard is unreasonable or unnecessary in the circumstances of the case

Chief Justice Preston in Initial Action Pty Ltd v Woollahra Municipal Council [2018] NSWLEC
118 reinforces his previous decision In Wehbe v Pittwater Council [2007] NSWLEC 827 where
he identified five commonly invoked ways of establishing that compliance with a development
standard is unreasonable or unnecessary in the circumstances of the case. The most common
is to demonstrate that the objectives of the development standard are achieved
notwithstanding non-compliance with the standard.

The applicant’s written request has adequately demonstrated that there are sufficient
environmental planning grounds to justify contravening the development standard.

Chief Justice Preston in Initial Action Pty Ltd v Woollahra Municipal Council [2018]
NSWLEC 118 reinforces the previous decision in Four2Five Pty Ltd v Ashfield
Council [2015] NSWLEC 90 regarding how to determine whether ‘the applicant's written
reguest has adequately demonstrated that there are sufficient environmental planning grounds
to justify contravening the development standard’.

The grounds relied on by the applicant in their written request must be “environmental planning
grounds” by their nature. Chief Justice Preston at [23] notes the adjectival phrase
“environmental planning” is not defined, but would refer to grounds that relate to the subject
matter, scope and purpose of the EPA Act, including the objects in s1.3 of the EPA Act.

Chief Justice Preston at [24] notes that there here are two respects in which the written request
needs to be “sufficient”.

1. The written request must focus on the aspect or element of the development that
contravenes the development standard, not the development as a whole (i.e. The
written request must justify the contravention of the development standard, not simply
promote the benefits of carrying out the development as a whole); and

2. The written request must demonstrate that there are sufficient environmental planning
grounds to justify contravening the development standard. In Four2Five Pty Ltd v
Ashfield Council [2015] NSWLEC 90 at [31] Judge Pain confirmed that the term
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‘sufficient’ did not suggest a low bar, rather on the contrary, the written report must
address sufficient environmental planning grounds to satisfy the consent authority.

The proposed development will be in the public interest because it is consistent with the
objectives of the particular standard and the objectives for development within the zone in
which the development is proposed to be carried out.

Chief Justice Preston in Initial Action Pty Ltd v Woollahra Municipal Council [2018] NSWLEC
118 at [27] notes that the matter in cl 4.6(4)(a)(ii), with which the consent authority must be
satisfied, is not merely that the proposed development will be in the public interest but that it
will be in the public interest because it is consistent with the objectives of the development
standard and the objectives for development of the zone in which the development is proposed
to be carried out.

It is the proposed development’s consistency with the objectives of the development standard
and the objectives of the zone that make the proposed development in the public interest.

If the proposed development is inconsistent with either the objectives of the development
standard or the objectives of the zone or both, the consent authority, cannot be satisfied that
the development will be in the public interest for the purposes of cl 4.6(4)(a)(ii).

The concurrence of the Secretary has been obtained.

Chief Justice Preston in Initial Action Pty Ltd v Woollahra Municipal Council [2018] NSWLEC
118 at [28] notes that the other precondition in cl 4.6(4) that must be satisfied before consent
can be granted is whether the concurrence of the Secretary has been obtained (cl 4.6(4)(b)).
In accordance with Clause 4.6 (5), in deciding whether to grant concurrence, the Secretary
must consider:

(a) whether contravention of the development standard raises any matter of significance

for state or regional environmental planning, and
(b) the public benefit of maintaining the development standard

Under clause 64 of the Environmental Planning and Assessment Regulation 2000, the
Secretary has given written notice dated 21 February 2018, attached to the Planning Circular
PS 18-003 issued on 21 February 2018, to each consent authority, that it may assume the
Secretary’s concurrence for exceptions to development standards in respect of applications
made under cl 4.6 (subject to the conditions in the table in the notice).

The approach to determining a clause 4.6 request as summarised by Preston CJ in Initial Action
Pty Ltd v Woollahra Municipal Council [2018] NSWLEC 118, has been used in the following
assessment of whether the matters in Clause 4.6(4) have been satisfied for each contravention of
a development standard.

9.1.

Exception to the Floor Space Ratio (FSR) development standard (Cl 4.4)

The applicant’s written justification for the departure from the FSR standard is contained in
Appendix 2.

1.

Has the applicant’s written request adequately demonstrated that compliance with the
development standard is unreasonable or unnecessary in the circumstances of the
case?

The applicant’s written request seeks to justify the contravention of the FSR development
standard by demonstrating that compliance is unreasonable or unnecessary in the
circumstances of the case because the relevant objectives of the standard are still achieved
regardless of the non-compliance.

The objectives of the FSR standard are set out in Clause 4.4 (1) of RLEP 2012. The applicant
has addressed each of the objectives as follows:

(a) to ensure that the size and scale of development is compatible with the desired future
character of the locality
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The applicant’s written justification argues that this objective is achieved as the desired
character is somewhat established by the development at 68 Coogee Bay Road and 80
Queen Street which are relatively newer approvals in 2014 and 2015. The bulk and scale
of the proposal development would be consistent with the adjoining development at No. 68.

Additionally, as a part of the Section 8.2 review the upper level that constitutes the variation,
has been designed to complement and conserve the appearance and character of the
existing semi-detached building on Coogee Bay Road, with an increased upper floor
setback provided behind the existing roof ridge line and the incorporation of a traditional
style roof form and window openings. The proposed wall height and roof form have also
been designed to predominantly reference the levels and street alignment of the upper floor
addition approved at 72 Coogee Bay Road.

(b) to ensure that buildings are well articulated and respond to environmental and energy
needs

The applicant’s written justification demonstrates that this objective is satisfied by noting
that the proposed additions are designed to integrate with the existing development,
however with the design of the new third floor addition more recessive to the dual
streetscape and incorporating additional onsite landscaping to soften the visual
appearance of the built form.

The proposal also includes measures to reduce resource consumption. The BASIX
certificate (submitted by the applicant) shows that the development meets the relevant
water and energy saving targets.

(c) to ensure that development is compatible with the scale and character of contributory
buildings in a conservation area or near a heritage item,

The development is not within a conservation area. The Applicant notes that there are
heritage items within the surrounding immediate area, however the proposal shall not
compromise the heritage significance of these items.

(d) to ensure that development does not adversely impact on the amenity of adjoining and
neighbouring land in terms of visual bulk, loss of privacy, overshadowing and views.

The applicant’s written justification demonstrates that this objective is satisfied by noting
that the proposal shall not give rise to privacy, overshadowing, view loss or visual bulk
impacts.

Assessing officer's comment:

While it is acknowledged that the proposed FSR results in a variation to the development
standard, the extent of variation is in relation to the GFA of the existing development and the
change of use of the existing building to provide a lower density development with a reduced
number of bedrooms and better amenity. The additional GFA and variation can be solely
attributed to the proposed upper floor level of the development, noting that the existing building
complies with the 0.9:1 standard. The proposed upper floor addition has been minimised and
reduced in the Section 8.2 review to a level that accommodates reasonably sized bedrooms
and bathrooms with good amenity, with the proposed areas not considered to be excessive
and resulting in a reduced variation of 7.938m?2 (3.09%). It is considered any further reduction
to the size of the rooms would detrimentally impact upon the internal amenity of the dwelling
and affect the accessibility of the stairwell. As a part of the Section 8.2 review the applicant has
removed the third bedroom and relocated the bathroom to align the upper floor addition
predominantly behind the existing roof ridge line and better reference the alignment of the
street setback provided by the approved development at No. 72 Coogee Bay Road.

Furthermore, the surrounding developments are of a similar level of bulk and scale, and the
proposal shall maintain a built form that is not inconsistent with the existing streetscape or the
character of the area, with regard to the streetscape of Coogee Bay Road in which the
development will present as a partial two (2) storey dwelling through the retention of the existing
roof ridge line. The proposed alterations and additions shall improve the visual impact of the
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development as viewed from the adjoining properties and public domain, by enhancing and
articulating the front and rear facades, along with the incorporation of additional on-grade
landscaping and planter beds on structure. The BASIX certificate (submitted by the applicant)
shows that the development meets the relevant water and energy saving targets.

It is noted that there are several heritage items within the vicinity of the site, however the
existing heritage buildings are located a significant distance from the subject site, with the
closest item on the corner of Carrington Road and Queen Street being in excess of 35m from
the proposed development. It is considered that the proposed development would not
detrimentally impact upon the heritage significance of the surrounding heritage properties.
Notwithstanding, in order to provide a consistent streetscape outcome, the proposed roof form
and window opening of the new third storey has been amended in the Section 8.2 review to
incorporate a more traditional style.

Due to the recessed nature of the proposed addition which is setback from the rear building
alignment, and the absence of windows on the side elevations of the adjoining properties, it is
considered that the proposal shall not be visually obtrusive as viewed from the adjoining
properties nor results in any unreasonable impacts with regards to view loss, privacy and solar
access.

In conclusion, the applicant’s written request has adequately demonstrated that compliance
with the floor space ratio development standard is unreasonable or unnecessary in the
circumstances of the case.

Has the applicant’s written request adequately demonstrated that there are sufficient
environmental planning grounds to justify contravening the development standard?

The applicant’s written request seeks to demonstrate that there are sufficient environmental
planning grounds to justify contravening the FSR development standard as follows:

e The proposal is consistent with the objectives of the standard and the R3 zone.

e The proposed variation provides a development that adds to the housing mix and
diversity of the area.

e The cumulative impact of the non-compliance is acceptable in consideration of the
local approvals within the surrounding area which sets a precedent for variation to the
standard.

e The proposed building envelope would not be inconsistent with the attached
development at 68 Coogee Bay Road.

e The non-compliance will not contribute to adverse impacts upon adjoining properties
with regards to residential amenity.

e The proposal will improve the amenity, functionality and floor layout of the dwellings
and result in an environmental benefit.

Assessing officer's comment:

The proposed development is constrained by the existing building on site, which shall be
largely retained, and the existing GFA. The change of use shall facilitate a form of low density
development within the medium density zone, ensuring a variety of housing types are provided
within the R3 zone. The proposed additions and resultant GFA will provide better amenity for
occupants by creating open-plan and flexible living, kitchen and dining areas, and facilitate a
reduced number of bedrooms compared to existing to create (1x) 3-bedroom dwelling and (1x)
2-bedroom dwelling, which will positively contribute to the housing stock in the area. The
resultant bulk and scale is not considered to be excessive in consideration of the surrounding
context of the attached and neighbouring property, and the proposed additions are sympathetic
to the existing building. Furthermore, the proposal involves the upgrading of the existing
facades, improving the streetscape presentation of the development, and enhancing the visual
impact from the public domain. The proposed upper addition shall not result in excessive built
form as viewed from Coogee Bay Road, and due to the rear and side setbacks will not be
visually obtrusive as viewed from Queen Street. In conclusion, the applicant’s written request
has adequately demonstrated that there are sufficient environmental planning grounds to justify
contravening the development standard.
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Will the proposed development be in the public interest because it is consistent with the
objectives of the particular standard and the objectives for development within the zone
in which the development is proposed to be carried out?

In the aim of determining whether the proposal will be in the public interest, an assessment
against the objectives of the Floor Space Ratio standard and R3 zone has undertaken as a
part of the assessment.

As discussed in Section 6.2 of the report, the proposal is considered consistent with the
objectives of the R3 zone, and as outlined above, the proposed development is also found to
be consistent with the objectives of clause 4.4 Floor Space Ratio and therefore the
development will be in the public interest.

Has the concurrence of the Secretary been obtained?

In assuming the concurrence of the Secretary of the Department of Planning and Environment
the matters in Clause 4.6(5) have been considered:

Does contravention of the development standard raise any matter of significance for state or
regional environmental planning?

The proposed development and variation from the development standard does not raise any
matters of significance for state or regional environmental planning.

Is there public benefit from maintaining the development standard?

Variation of the maximum floor space ratio standard will allow for the orderly use of the site
and there is a no public benefit in maintaining the development standard in this instance.

Conclusion

Based upon the above assessment, it is considered that the requirements of Clause 4.6(4) have
been satisfied and that development consent may be granted for development that contravenes the
FSR development standard.

9.2.

Exception to the Building Height development standard (Clause 4.3)

The applicant’s written justification for the departure from the height of buildings standard is
contained in Appendix 2.

1.

Has the applicant’s written request adequately demonstrated that compliance with the
development standard is unreasonable or unnecessary in the circumstances of the
case?

The applicant’'s written request seeks to justify the contravention of the Building Height
development standard by demonstrating that compliance is unreasonable or unnecessary in
the circumstances of the case because the proposed height would be consistent with the
adjoining development and the relevant objectives of the standard are still achieved regardless
of the non-compliance.

The objectives of the Building Height development standard are set out in Clause 4.3 (1) of
RLEP 2012. The applicant has addressed each of the objectives as follows:

(a) to ensure that the size and scale of development is compatible with the desired future
character of the locality

The applicant’s written justification demonstrates that this objective is satisfied by noting
that the proposed bulk and scale of the third floor addition has been minimised to prevent
visual obtrusion and shall be compatible with the existing surrounding developments.
Additionally, the upper level that constitutes the variation at the rear Queen Street elvation,
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has been designed to complement and conserve the appearance and character of the
existing semi-detached building on Coogee Bay Road.

(b) to ensure that development is compatible with the scale and character of contributory
buildings in a conservation area or near a heritage item,

The development is not within a conservation area. The Applicant notes that there are
heritage items within the surrounding immediate area, however the proposal shall not
compromise the heritage significance of the items.

(c) to ensure that development does not adversely impact on the amenity of adjoining and
neighbouring land in terms of visual bulk, loss of privacy, overshadowing and views.

The applicant’s written justification argues that this objective is satisfied by noting that the
proposed alterations and additions will not result in any adverse impacts in terms of visual
bulk, overshadowing, view loss or privacy.

Assessing officer's comment:

The proposed development seeks to construct a new upper level to the existing building in
order to improve the internal amenity of the dwelling with an open plan kitchen, living and dining
area on the lower level of Unit 2 and the relocation of the 2 bedroom to the floor above. The
subject site experiences a significant fall from south to north, with a drop of approximately 6.8m
from the Coogee Bay Road frontage down to the rear of the building fronting Queen Street.
The height variation is attributed to the proposed upper level addition, with the additional bulk
at the rear of the building where the land has been excavated to provide a lower ground floor
level due to the topography of the site exhibiting a greater fall within this portion of the property.

The previous application reduced the overall height of the development and increased the rear
and side upper floor setback to minimise the visual impact and reduce the bulk and scale of
the development. The proposed development shall present as two (2) storeys to Coogee Bay
Road and would not be inconsistent with the existing streetscape, which contains residential
developments of one (1) and two (2) storeys. Furthermore, the proposed 8.2 review plans have
sited the third floor addition predominantly behind the roof ridge line to further minimise the
visual impact from the street perspective. The applicant submitted a revised 3D analysis of the
likely visual bulk as viewed from Queen Street and Coogee Bay Road, which is illustrated in
Figure’s 3 and 4 below:

Figure 3 — 3D view of the proposal as viewed from Queen Street to the north.
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Figure 4 — 3D views of the proposal as viewed from Coogee Bay Road to the south (Note: The
applicant submitted further street perspectives that can be provided to the panel for review)

The above 3D drawings demonstrates that the proposed upper level would not be dissimilar in
bulk to the adjoining development at 68 and 72 Coogee Bay Road. Due to the front and rear
alignment of the development not encroaching substantially beyond the neighbouring
properties, it is considered that the proposal would not result in any unreasonable impacts upon
the adjoining properties with regards to visual impact, privacy, overshadowing or view loss.

In view of the above, it is considered that compliance with the maximum height development
standard is unreasonable or unnecessary in this instance as the height of the proposed
additions is responsive to surrounding development and largely a result of the topography of
the site. Furthermore, the proposal can achieve the objectives of the development standard
subject to conditions. In conclusion, the Applicant’s written request has demonstrated that the
proposed breach is unreasonable or unnecessary in the circumstance of the case.

2. Has the applicant’s written request adequately demonstrated that there are sufficient
environmental planning grounds to justify contravening the development standard?

The applicant’s written request seeks to demonstrate that there are sufficient environmental
planning grounds to justify contravening the Building Height development standard as follows:

e The proposal provides better amenity for occupants, by providing a high internal
amenity without unreasonably impacting surrounding properties.

e The proposed variation provides a development that adds to the housing mix and
diversity of the area.

e The cumulative impact of the non-compliance is acceptable in consideration of the
local approvals within the surrounding area, which sets a precedent for variation to the
standard.

e The proposed building envelope would not be inconsistent with the adjoining
development at 68 Coogee Bay Road.

e The non-compliance will not contribute to adverse impacts upon adjoining properties
with regards to residential amenity.

Assessing officer's comment:

As discussed above, the proposed height is largely a result of the topography of the site and
the existing lower ground floor level of the development, which is sited below natural ground
level. The proposed third floor addition has sited to reduce the bulk and scale from both street
perspectives. The proposed upper level shall improve the internal amenity for occupants,
without unreasonably impacting upon the amenity of the neighbouring properties. In
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consideration of the size and scale of the surrounding developments within the vicinity of the
subject site, the proposed non-complaint height is not considered to be unwarranted, and the
additional height can be accommodated on the site without resulting in adverse amenity
impacts.

In view of the above, it is considered that the applicant’s written request has demonstrated that
there are sufficient environmental planning grounds to justify contravening the development
standard.

3.  Willthe proposed development be in the public interest because it is consistent with the
objectives of the particular standard and the objectives for development within the zone
in which the development is proposed to be carried out?

In the aim of determining whether the proposal will be in the public interest, consideration is
given to the objectives of the Building Height standard and the R3 zone.

As discussed in Section 6.2 of the report, the proposal is considered to be consistent with the
objectives of the R3 zone, and as outlined above, the proposed development is also found to
be consistent with the objectives of clause 4.3 Height of Buildings and therefore the
development will be in the public interest.

4. Has the concurrence of the Secretary been obtained?

In assuming the concurrence of the Secretary of the Department of Planning and Environment
the matters in Clause 4.6(5) have been considered:

Does contravention of the development standard raise any matter of significance for state or
regional environmental planning?

The proposed development and variation from the development standard does not raise any
matters of significance for state or regional environmental planning.

Is there public benefit from maintaining the development standard?

Variation of the maximum height standard will allow for the orderly use of the site and there is
no public benefit in maintaining the development standard in this instance.

Conclusion

Based upon the above assessment, it is considered that the requirements of Clause 4.6(4) have
been satisfied and that development consent may be granted for development that contravenes the
height of buildings development standard.

10. Development control plans and policies

10.1. Randwick Comprehensive DCP 2013

The DCP provisions are structured into two components: objectives and controls. The objectives
provide the framework for assessment under each requirement and outline key outcomes that a
development is expected to achieve. The controls contain both numerical standards and qualitative
provisions. Any proposed variations from the controls may be considered only where the applicant
successfully demonstrates that an alternative solution could result in a more desirable planning and
urban design outcome.

As the proposed development is for the purpose of an attached dual occupancy, the provisions of
Part C1 of RDCP are applicable in this instance. The relevant provisions of the DCP are addressed
in the Key issues section of this report and Appendix 3.

11. Environmental Assessment

The site has been inspected and the application has been assessed having regard to Section 4.15
of the Environmental Planning and Assessment Act, 1979, as amended.
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Section 4.15 ‘Matters for
Consideration’

Comments

Section 4.15 (1)(a)(i) - | See discussion in sections 6 & 7 and key issues below.

Provisions of any

environmental planning

instrument

Section 4.15(2)(a)(ii) — | Nil.

Provisions of any draft

environmental planning

instrument

Section  4.15(1)(a)(ii) — | The proposal generally satisfies the objectives and controls of the

Provisions of any
development control plan

Randwick Comprehensive DCP 2013. See table in Appendix 3 and the
discussion in key issues below.

Section  4.15(1)(a)(iia) —
Provisions of any Planning
Agreement or draft Planning
Agreement

Not applicable.

Section  4.15(1)(@)(iv) -
Provisions of the regulations

The relevant clauses of the Regulations have been satisfied.

Section 4.15(1)(b) - The
likely impacts of the
development, including
environmental impacts on the
natural and built environment
and social and economic
impacts in the locality

The environmental impacts of the proposed development on the natural
and built environment have been addressed in this report.

The proposed development is consistent with the dominant character in
the locality.

The proposal will not result in detrimental social or economic impacts
on the locality.

Section 4.15(1)(c) - The
suitability of the site for the
development

The site is located in close proximity to local services and public
transport. The site has sufficient area to accommodate the proposed
land use and associated structures. Therefore, the site is considered
suitable for the proposed development.

Section 4.15(1)(d) - Any
submissions made in
accordance with the EP&A
Act or EP&A Regulation

No submissions were received in relation to the subject 8.2 review of
determination. The previous submissions received in relation to
previous application have been addressed by way of plan amendments.

Section 4.15(1)(e) - The
public interest

The proposal promotes the objectives of the zone and will not result in
any significant adverse environmental, social or economic impacts on
the locality. Accordingly, the proposal is considered to be in the public
interest.

11.1. Discussion of key issues

Heritage Conservation

As a part of the previous determination meeting the Panel raised concerns for the proposed
alterations and additions in relation to the Coogee Bay Road streetscape presentation. The reasons
for refusal raised concern with the architectural form and detailing, including the roof form and

fenestration.

The subejct site and surrounding properties are not identified as being heritage items nor within a
Heritage Conservation Area. Notwithstanding, it is appreciated that the existing facades along this
portion of Coogee Bay Road are largely intact and portray their original features. As such, the
Section 8.2 review was accompanied by plan ammendments that simplify the style of the upper
floor window opening and incorporate a pitched roof form that is sympathetic to the existing building
and neighbouring properties. The proposed design ammendments are considered to result in an
improved streetscape outcome from Coogee Bay Road.
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Clause 3.2 (External Wall Height) of Part C1, RDCP 2013

Clause 3.2 specifies a maximum wall height in order to control the bulk and scale of development,
complement the desirable streetscape outcome and achieve a suitable urban design outcome. As
the proposed development is for the purpose of a dual occupany, the provisions of Part C1 of RDCP
2013 are applicable, which stipulates a maximum external wall height of 8m for steeply sloping sites.
However, it is worth noting that the low density controls generally anticipate dual occupanies to be
single to double storey with an additional storey of sloping sites. Due to the retention and use of the
existing medium density building, being a Residential Flat Building, the proposed dual occupancy
is one above the other, resulting in a four (4) storey development which would be more aligned with
the medium density controls. The provisions of Part C2 of RDCP 2013 in relation to medium density
residential development would permit an external wall of 10.5m.

Notwithstanding, the proposed development shall have a maximum external wall height of 13.1m
as meaured from existing ground level, with a substaintial portion of the upper floor level sited above
both the 8m and 10.5m external wall height.

The objectives of clause 3.2 are as follows:

e To ensure development height establishes a suitable scale to the street and contributes to
its character.

e To ensure development height does not cause unreasonable impacts upon the
neighbouring dwellings in terms of overshadowing, view loss, privacy and visual amenity.

e To ensure the form and massing of development respect the topography of the site.

The non-compliant wall height is a result of the existing building and the proposed upper floor level.
The existing building does not comply with the 8m wall height and therefore any additions would be
sited above the 8m. Due to the significant slope of the site, which exhibits a fall of 7.22m from south
to north, achieving compliance with the maximum wall height of 10.5m would also be difficult, unless
it was in the form of habitable roof space.

Rather than provide the upper level as habitable roof space which would severly compromise the
internal amenity of the development, the Applicant has aimed to provide an upper level consistent
with the same visual bulk as habitable roof space by setting the upper level back from the rear and
side boundaries, along with the provision of a roof planter bed (for the rear portion of the
development). As such, the rear poriton of the development shall not be visually dominant in the
streetscape when viewed from Queen Street. Furthermore, the proposal shall appear as a two (2)
storey development as viewed from Coogee Bay Road which is not inconsistent with the existing
streetscape that provides a mixutre of single and two (2) storey developments. Notwithstanding, to
ensure a consistent streetscape presentation along Coogee Bay Road, the plans were amended as
a part of the Section 8.2 review to provide a pitched roof form that aligns the external wall height of
the eastern wall with the same level as the adjoining property to the east at No. 72, as demonstrated
in Figure 5 below. The proposed front setback of the upper floor has also been revised in subject
review to better align with the addition approved this neighbouring property for further consistency
in terms of maximum wall height.
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Figure 5 — Proposed wall height alignment with adjoining property.

The reduction of the eastern external wall and roof pitch would still enable the provision of a
minimum 2.4m floor to ceiling heights to maintain compliance with the BCA.

The adjoining development to the east at 72 Coogee Bay Road does not have any windows on the
western side elevation adjacent to the proposed development, and the proposal shall be sited
behind the rear building alignment of the neighbouring property. Additionally, the proposed
development shall maintain the rear building alignment of the adjoining property to the west at No.
68, which shares a common party wall with the proposal. As such it is considered that there would
be no unreasonable impacts upon the neighbouring dwellings in terms of overshadowing, view loss,
privacy and visual amenity.

The proposed development seeks to utilise the existing built form, with the key component of the
development being the new upper floor level. The Applicant has minimised the impact of the addition
by setting the upper level predominantly behind the existing roof ridge line to the south, and provides
a significant setback and roof top landscaping to the north (rear), ensuring that the proposed top
storey shall not be visually prominent as viewed from the public domain and streetscape. In this
regard, it is considered that the form and massing of development respects the topography of the
site.

In view of the above, the proposal is considered to be consistent with the objectives of the control
and can be supported in this instance.

12. Conclusion

That the Section 8.2 review of determination for alterations and additions to the existing building
including a new upper floor level, and conversion of the use of the development from a Residential
Flat Building to an attached dual occupancy including strata subdivision (Variation to FSR & Height)
be approved (subject to conditions) for the following reasons:

e The proposal is consistent with the relevant objectives contained within the RLEP 2012 and
the relevant requirements of the RDCP 2013

e The proposal is consistent with the specific objectives of the R3 zone in that the proposed
activity and built form will provide for the housing needs of the community, will not be
inconsistent with the existing streetscape and subject to the recommended conditions will
not result in any unreasonable amenity impacts upon surrounding residents.

e The scale and design of the proposal is considered to be suitable for the location and is
compatible with the desired future character of the locality.
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e The proposed development shall not result in any unreasonable impacts upon the
residential amenity of the surrounding properties.
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Appendix 1: Referrals

1.

Internal referral comments:
1.1. Development Engineer

Noting that the proposed design amendments to the upper floor addition and the reduction of
GFA, would not constitute any alterations to engineering matters. It is considered that the below
comments provided by Council’'s engineer would remain applicable to the subject review of
determination and are outlined as follows:

An application has been received for major alterations and additions at the above site to convert
the existing 3 unit building, fronting Coogee Bay Road, into a duplex with 3 bedrooms for each
of the 2 remaining units. The application also includes Strata Subdivision.

This report is based on the following plans and documentation:
e Architectural Plans by Mary Ellen Hudson including draft Strata Plans and dated
26.07.2021;
e Statement of Environmental Effects by Two Trees & Co P/L dated July 2021,
e Detail & Level Survey by J B Stephen Surveying Services.

Comments for Consideration by Planning Officer

The proposal seeks to remove the eastern side boundary stairs which provide access to the
lower level of the building from Coogee Bay Rd. This proposal, if approved, will then provide
the lower level unit (Unit 1) with sole access from the Queen Street frontage and the upper
level unit (Unit 2) with sole access from Coogee Bay Rd. The Planning Officer is to consider
that with Unit 1 (lower level unit) having sole frontage to Queen Street what address should be
allocated to the Unit for postal deliveries, emergency services etc as access from Coogee Bay
Rd is to be totally removed.

The site currently has a 2 car garage located at the rear of the site which has access from
Queen Street. It is unclear how the parking spaces are currently allocated amongst the existing
3 units however the application proposes to allocate Unit 1 ( lower level unit) the 2 car garage
which seems acceptable in its proposed form.

Undergrounding of power lines to site
At the ordinary Council meeting on the 27" May 2014 it was resolved that;

Should a mains power distribution pole be located on the same side of the street and
within 15m of the development site, the applicant must meet the full cost for Ausgrid
to relocate the existing overhead power feed from the distribution pole in the street to
the development site via an underground UGOH connection.

The subject is located within 15m of a power pole on the same side of the street hence the
above clause is applicable.

It is noted that the proposed works are located towards the rear and there are no alterations or
additions proposed at the front of the dwelling where the existing electricity supply connects. It
is therefore considered a nexus cannot be established between the council resolution and the
proposed works and subsequently the condition has not been recommended in this instance.

Landscape Comments
There are no existing trees, covered by Part B5 (Preservation of Trees and Vegetation) in
Council's DCP 2013, that will be affected by this proposal.
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Appendix 2: Applicant’s written request seeking to justify the contravention of the
development standard

Clause 4.6 Variation in relation to Clause 4.3 (Height of Buildings) and Clause 4.4 (Floor Space
Ratio) of RLEP 2012

CLAUSE 4.6 VARIATION REQUEST

CLAUSE 4.1 HEIGHT OF BUILDINGS AND
CLAUSE 4.4 MAXIMUM FLOOR SPACE RATIO
RaNDwWICK LEP 2012

70 CooGEE BAY RoaD, COOGEE

PROPOSED ALTERATIONS AND ADDITIONS
AND CHANGE OF USE 7O (ATTACHED)
DuaL OCCUPANCY

JUNE 2022 REVISED ARCHITECTURAL
SCHEME - SECTION 8.2 REVIEW

PREPARED BY

Two Trees & Co. Pty Ltd @ 2022

Raproductien af all or part of this document fs prohibited without prior permssion
DiSCLAIMER

Whila every reasonable effort has bean made 1o ensuwe this docurment is coract at the tene of printing,
Twe Trees & Co. Pty Ltd disclaim any and all liakility to any person in respect of anything or consequencas
of anything done o amitted to be done in refance or upon the whole or any part of this documerrt.
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1. INTRODUCTION

This variation request has been pregared to demonstrate that the propesed degarture from the
applicable height of buildirgs [HOB) and foor space ratio (FER) can be supported by Council
and the Lacal Planning Panel in accordance with Randwick Local Erdronmental Plan {RLEF]
2012 Clause 4.4 - Exeeptions 1o Development Standesds.

The cbjectives of Clause 4.8 of RLEP 2012 are:

fa) To provide an appropriate degree of flexibility in apphving certain development
standards to particular development,

B} To achieve better outcomes for and from development by allowing flexibility in
particular circumstances

ey 4512021 (PAN-125455) Tor 70 Coogee Bay Rd Ranchwick was refused by the Randwick
Local Planning panel an 14 April 2022, This variation has been vpdated (June 2022 to take
account af a revised architectural scheme prepared in response to the Local Flanning Panel's
concemns cantaingd in the minutes of the RLFP meeting 14 April 2022;

The Pane! was of the wiew that any Third Floor addition should be setback behind the
existing roaf rdge (by the deletion of bedroom 3 and adjoining bathroom), so that the
southern wall of the develogment more closely aligns with the top floor extension of 72
Coogee Bay Road, Any Third Floar addition needs to be further simplified in terms of
% architectural farm and ¢ r.-.*a.‘hr.g_ |'."||7.|u|::||r|5 the roof farm and fenestration. The
riduction in size and height of the third feor would reduce the extent of exceedance of
hzight and flaor space standards,

The amended plans inchide the fallevang changes:

+  Baed 3 haz been deleted and the bBathreom meved to the side, se that the averall
additian has been reduced in size by 1721 2gm and thetouthern wall of the addition

mre closely aligns with the top Near addition of 72 Caoges Bay Rd.

*  The roof form has been changed to 2 traditional pitched roof to be mare in keeping
with the roof form of 72 Coages Bay Rd and the adjoining property,

#  The roafl hes been pitched toward Ceogee Bay Rd, with the pitch matching the

aisting resesf priteh,

*  The windaw {enestration to Coogee Bay Rd has been amended to reflect @ more
traditional apening.

The deletion of Bed 3 from the upper lewel wunit has reduced the GFA by 11.215gm, with a
reduction in FSR from 0961 o 09211,

The modification of the roof has resulted in na change to the numeric nan comgliance with the
mmaxirnurm HOB standerd, but has enhanced and imgroved urban design and streetscape
appearance cutcomas in accordance with the BLPP's cancerns.

This clause 4.4 request should be read in conjunction with the Staterment of Environmental
Effects {SEE) and the architectural drawings that accompany the D& Prepared by MEH
Architects. The SEE contains details of the site and surrounds including a photogranhic contest
that illustrates the ewsting character of the locality and the recent local approvals that
demanstrate desired future character of the locality.
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In aurnmary thie causs 4.6 reguest far vaigtion of the development standarcs demarstnaes
that, i thass cicwmstancas, thare ara suffclent andienmartal planning grownde te justdy tha
proposed Aon complanca with the masimem pemissibla FAR and HOB as evsdanced by thee

=  Complance of the proposed davelopment with the ohjactives of the Zone, BOE
and F5R standards which = tum demanstrates that the proposed development is in
the public irterest oe detailed st Secton 4.1;

*  Complsnce with the F58 and HOB stondand is urmepsssary in this instancs because
the propased development meets the objectives of the standards and the Zone
and cenpeguently the intenl of the andards are schiswad regardles of the on-
compliamce. This is demonstrated by the consstency ot the proposed additicna!
haight ard flaar space and resulting bBuilding envelape with the pracedent building
envelape al 60 Cooges Bay Road es illustestad in Figures 4-6 and as deladad st
Section 4.1.7 and Section &7}

#  The proposed development helps to achieve the stoted objectives of the srategc
planning framewark in refaton to provision of housing deversity, meeting the
cammunity housng raed for Lirgar malti-ganarational duplex style dwellings as
detailad sl Section 4.1.1;

+  Compliance with the FSR and HOE standard s unreasenable in this imstance
because the cumulative impact of the nonccompliarce with the standards is
accaptable &5 damonsirated in the aralysis of recant local approsals at Saction 4.2
and illustroted i Figue & ard Fegure 9 and Attachment & which Bstz the
proecedents for approsal of the proposed HOB and FE& nonscompliznoes inthe B3
Zone;

= Achicvament of the draft revised test for Clawse 4.4, natesthstanding the HOB and
F5R non-compliancas, and praviding better planning cutcomas for the ste and the
locality as detailed in Section 5;

*  The absence of any matters of Stete or regional sigrificance, detoiled ot Secton &

In light af cantributicn of the proposad development to the achieverment of the Zane, HOE and
F5E standard otg=ctves and the Stote Gowernment’s stated objectives i relation to housing
drveraity, there waulkd e na pubdic berefitin mamtainirgg the develapment standard.

T thas Basn o has bean demonsirated that e praposed desedepmant wll achicaa baitar
planneng, anvirenmantal, sacial and ecenomns: cutcomes i flaxibilty s prosded with regard 1o
tha FSR and HOB standard in the panicular circumstances of this case in which thasa variatezre

ana sought.

2. MATTERS TO BE CONSIDERED IN THIS CLAUSE
4.6 REQUEST

The abjectives af Clause 4.4 af BLEP X112 are

fal To prosde an agproprate degree ol fembility &/ applving cestain developmant
standards to parficular develapment,

ikl Tz achieve better cufcomes for snd from devsfopment &y alowing dexibildy in
particufar ciroumstances.
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The subject site iz zoned R3 Medium Density Residential and i subject to 2 mapped maximum
floor space ratio of 0.9:1.

Figure 1: Floor Space Ratio Map (Source: Randwick LEP 2012)

The site area is 285.58m”. The proposed development comprizes a total GFA 2624.96 m?, which
constitutes an FSR of 0.92:1. This exceeds the development standard by 7.9 m®, which equates
to & non-compliance of 3%.

Pursuant to Clause 4.3 of RLEP 2012 the site iz subject to @ mapped pemmissible building
height" of 12 metras.

[ Theibtec
J, :\_ - =

Figure 2: Height of Buildings {Source: Randwick LEP 2012}
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Page 83

D39/22



Randwick Local Planning Panel (Electronic) meeting 14 July 2022

¢c/eed

A variation of the maximum HOB development standard is proposed that egquatss to 1.564 m or
14 % veriation of the maximum 12 metre standard as detailed in Table 1.

Where the variation of a development standard exceeds 10%, the DA must be determined by
the Local Planning Panel. Clause £.5 (2) provides that:

Development consent may, subject to this clause, be granted for development even
though the development would contravens a development standard imposed by thiz or
any othar snvironmental planning instrument. However, this clauzs does not apply to &
development standard that is expressly excluded from the operation of this clause.

It iz noted that the FSR and HOB controls are not expressly excluded from the cperation of this
clause. The revized zcheme raeduces the FSR excesdance such that it iz less than 10% and doses
not need to be approved by the LPP. Motwithstanding, this clause 4.6 request considers to the
two varigtions together az the proposed scale and height of the building are integrated and
dezignad to meset the highest standard: of urban dasign.

This Clause £.6 reguest iz prepared in accordance with the specific requirementz of Clause 4.6
(2) and Clause 2.4 (5) and therefore includes consideration of:

*»  Whether compliance with the development standard is unreasonable or
unnacassary in the circumstances of the case;

»  Whether thers are sufficient envirenmental planning grounds to justify contravening
the developmant standard:

*  Whether contravention of the dsvelopment standard rsizes any matter of
significance for State or regional environmental planning; and

* The public benefit of maintaining the development standard.

Clauze 4.5 (4] provides that consent must not be granted for development that contravenss a
development standard unlezs—

(2] The consent authority is satisfied that—

M The spplicant’s written request ha: adequstely addressed the matters required
to be demonsirsted by subclasuse (3), and

(i) The proposed development will be in the public interest because it is
consistant with the objectives of the particular standard and the objectives for
development within the zone in which the development is proposed to be
carried out, and

{b) The concurrence of the Planning Secretary has been obtainad.

In accordance with planning circular PS 20-002 {3 May 2020 the Secretary's concumrence can be
assumed where & decizion iz made by an Independent Hearing and Aszessment Pansl such as
the Ramdwick Local Planming Panel where they are exercising the Council's functions as a
consent authority in accordance with the relevant notice. Concurrence can only be azsumed if
the consent authority has first conzidersd (in relation to a clause 2.6 request):

*»  Whather contravention of the dsvelopment standard raises any matter of
significance for state or regionsl envirenmental planning; and
* The public benefit of maintaining the development standard.
Thiz reguest for variation of the standardz has zkko been prepared with reference to Varying
development standards: A Guide August 2011 published by the Department of Planning

Infrastructurs and Environment. This request considers the thres relavant sections of the Wehbe
Tive part test’ (Wehbe v Pittwater Council (2007) 156 LGERA 444
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This request for variation of the standards has also been pregared with reference o Varang
development standards: A Guide Auvgust 207 published by the Department of Flanning
Infrastructura and Ensironersant, This request considers tha thres ralevant sections of the Wahbe
Fiva part test’ feViehbe o Pittwater Council (007 156 LGERA 4468):

1.

The chjschves of the standard are achisvad notwithstanding noncomplisnce with
the standara;

The underlying ocbjective or purpose of the standard is not refevant o the
deveiopment and therefone compliance is tnnecessany;

Tha undedying object of purrpase wowld be defeatad or thwarted il compliance was
required and therafore compliance is vnreasonable (not melevant in this instancai;

Tha devalopreant standard bas Been victsally shandoned ar destrayad by the
cownci''s own actions in granding consents departing from the standard ang hence
compliznca with tha standard 5 unnacassany and wvareasanahiie;

The complance with developrment standard s urreasonatele or inapproprate coe
to existing wse of land and cwment enwironmenta) character of the particular parcel
of fend, That is, the pamicwlar parcel of lana should net have been Incided in the
zone (ol ralevant in this instance).

This clause 4.6 request for veristion of the BOE and FSR development standards demonstrates
that, in the crosrstances of this case, there are sufficient emeronmental planning grownds to
juizsify thie praposed nen complianoe with the maadrum permissible FSR and HOR &5 avidancea
by b

Compliance of the propased dewalopmant with the ohjectivas of tha Zone and,
HOB and FSR standards which in turn itself demonstrates that the proposed
develapaient is in the public imeresl a3 datadad at Section 4.1,

Congistancy of the proposed additenal height and floor space and resdisng bulk
and scale with tha auisting charactar ol the lacality and tha dasired future character
of the lacality, as demansirated by the approval precedent within Cocgere Bay Road
and Cueen Street (rafer Figures 4 -4 and Sections 4.1.2 and 4.2)

The ability of the proposed development 1o help achsave the steted objectives of
the strategic planning framewesk in relation 10 provigion of housing diversity
miepting the communities housing need as detailed a1 Section £.1.1;

Lack of ary adwerse cumulative impact assocsted with the HOB =and FiSR non-
compliance as demenstrated in the anabeis of recent local spprovals at Section 4.2;
Congistancy with the Council's histeric appScation of the HOB and F5R stendand
within the BRI Zone and Clausa £.6 In tha lecal area as dlustrated in Figurs 8 and
Figure ¥ and detailed in Attachment & which includes the precedent approvals in
the B3 Tome;

fghsgyemment of the dralt revieed 1281 for Clause 4.4, notwithetanding the HOE and
F52 non-compliance and providing bemer planning cutcomas for the site and the
locafty as detailed in Section 5;

The absence of any matters of State or regeonal signilicance, detaded at Seclion &.

On this basis, the proposed developmant will achisve posithve planning, environmantal, social
and eccnomic oulcomes, if lemkabiy is provided with regerd to the FS2 and HOB standard in
the particuler circumstances of the case inowhich this vanation sought.
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3. THE SITE AND THE PROPOSED VARIATION

This clausa 4.4 request accompanias a Develapment Application {04) sesfng consent for an
attached dual occupancy development incledng partial dermaclition of the axisting siracbure and
corstruction of teo attached dwellings in & dupbex formeticn, This clauss 4.8 request showld be
read in conjuncticn with the Statement of Eréronmental Effects (SEE} and the post esthibition
architecturad drawengs that accempary the DA prepared by MEH Architests that Susirane:

«  Partial demolition of the existing structure inclwding internal wals and Roons,;

¢ Congtruction of teo mits inclecing an addition at the upper thind floor of the

buslading:

1. Unit 1 accessed at grade from the rear Cwaan Street frontage of the site and
providing living ansas arientad fo the naeth at ground Floon, with assocatad
private cpan space, and three bedrooms and bathroom st the lirst Reoe. This
it fakes adwantage of the esmting two-car garage with frontage to Qu=en
Strest. Mo modification of the garage is proposad;

Z. Uit 2 accessed at grade from Cooges Bay Road with living areas oriented to
the north, with associated private open space at the second floor and three
bedrosrs andd bathroom in g third loor ackdition

Strata subdivisian of the twd units is slo sought as part af this DA,

The proposed development is permissids with consent in the B3 Medium Density Zone and is
genarally consistant with tha redavant davelopmant stardards and planning controls including
tha ralevant provissons of Randwick Locsd Envransmantal Plan 2072 {RLEF] with the exception of
an mxceedance of the maximum permissible floor spacs ratio and height of buildings contrals.

Tha Gross Floor Arga”™ {GFA) ard associated Floor Space ratio® [FER) cadoulated in accordance
with RLEF ara detadad in Table 1 and Table 2 accordingly GFA excludes loor space sdantfied
fon vertical circulation, mechanical plant and beasement storage.

Anke 1 Froposeal Feight of okl ing
Aot I Féln; Heigght Men Mo
L FLG in Metres Complisnce | Complance
Coogen Bay
Rosd 42840 34,540 425 ki, B/A
& 43625 FLR 134 1t 13.63%
raat

The HOB waration recues: relabes to the proposed additionzl 1.64 m of height, which
comprieas a 145% vanatien of the devalopment standand,

The ravisad scheme respands to the concama rased by the BLPP in relation e building haight
as hollows;
=  The upper level addition is now sethack Bahind tha axisting roof rickge

*  The scuthern wall of the develooment maore claosedy aligns with the top {loor mxtension
of 72 Coogee Bay Road

#  The third floor addition has been further simplified in teoms of ite architectunal foemn
and detaiing, including the roof lorm and fenestration:
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o The roof form has been medified and a traditional pitched roof is proposed.,
more in keeping with the roof form of the adjoining properties.

o The roof is proposed to be pitched toward Cooges Bay Rd, with the pitch
matching that of the existing recf.

o The proposed fenestration to Coocgee Bay Rd haz been medified and & more
traditional {rectangular) opening is proposed in this location.

These changes improve the environmental cutcomes of the proposzed development tough do
not reduce the gquantum of the non compliance with the HOB standard due to the nature of the
sita’s topography.

The incresse in the height of the proposed development iz relatively meodest when conzidered

in the context of the very steep topography of the site, the existing development adjacent and
the character of the locality.

Table 2 Froposed Floor Space Ratio

Gross Floor Area Existing (m?) Proposed [m®)
Tatal 2426 26496
Total F5R OB 0.92:1
- 78 m=
Mon-Compliance T%

The revised scheme responds to the concems raised by the RLPP in relation to FSR as follows.
The proposed development has been amended to reduce the additicnal floor space and now
comprises just 7.9 square metres more than permitted by the FS5R standard. The revised
schemes illustrates additional floor space at the upper level that iz mors appropriately designed
and lightweight, sympathetic to the existing building and the Coocgee Bay Road strestzcape.
The proposed additional upper floor is a similar height, bulk and scale to the recent upper lavel
addition to the building adjacent at 68 Cooges Bay Road.

4. JUSTIFICATION FOR THE VARIATION

Az held by the court in Wehbe v Pittwater Council [2007] NSWLECEZ7, development standards
are not an end in themselves but a means of achieving environmental and planning objectives.
Where the ocbjectives of the development standard are achieved, strict compliance with the

standard would be unnecsssary (it is achiewved anyway) and unreazcnable [no purpose would be
served).

4.1 CoMPLANCE WITH THE DEVELOPMENT STAMDARDS IS UNMECESSARY

Section 4.1.1 and £.1.2 demecnstrate that compliance with the FER and HOB standard is
unnacessary in this instance because the propozed development meets the cbjectives of the

standards and the Zone and conzequently the intent of the standards are achieved regardless
of the nen-compliance.

411 COMPLIANCE WITH THE ORJECTIVES OF THE R3 ZOME
The proposed development complies with the relevant objectives of the zone, which are to:

» To provide for the housing needs of the community within & medium density
residential environment.

CLaUSE 4.6 REQUEST FOR VARIATION OF THE HOB STANDARD — 70 COOGEE Bay ROAD RAaNDwix Z
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* To provide s variety of housing types within 8 medium density  residental
cnvironment.

«  Toanabde other land uses that provide facilities of sevicas to meat tha day to day
reeds of residents.

Tor racagaise the deairabrle alerants of the existing streetscape and built form or,
in precincts undergaing Wransition, dhad coniribube i the desirad luture charachar of
tha arga

«  Toprotect the armanity of regidents.
v Toencoursge housing affordabiing

*  Toenable small-soale businesss uses in existing commeroal buildings.

These objectiees requine 2 response to commonity housing reed that provides housing
civessity and affordabding, while respecting tha Built form charsaoter of the reighbowrhosd in
which davelsprant @ located, The mannes in which the prepased devalapment achisoes these
autcomas is addressed thematically folowing.

4111 MEETIRG THE HOUSING MESDS OF THE COmMMURMITY

Council undertook & housing prefarence survey as part of the Wsion J040 - Shaping Randwick’s
Furure community corsultation, OF the 214 housing sureeys “for those people who were
thinking off maning in the nest & pears, the majority ane kkaly o wary likely 10 move 1@ a
fremstanding house 576} or 8 semi-defachedftownhouse [S6%) 1% would' likedy or very ey
moe to a small aparimant block and 33358 wowld likely or wary likely move to @ dual occupancy

(e,
The majority of respondents (8% are Fkely to stay in the Eastern Suburbs These reswls
mirror the research findings by the City Fulures Besearch Centre (#0153} on housing prefenences
#n Graater Sydney which showed that paople generally prefer to remaln within thair local ares,
with B2 per cent of residents maving info & new home witkin 15 kilomeises of their former
residence.

The prapased development will meet the community’s housing needs and contribute ta the
devalopmeant of greatsr beaability in an LGA that b accessibla, safe and healihy with qualicy
publlic speces and stiractive Asghbouhoods snd cantres. It wll peovide Tar the mutli-
genarational housing needs af the csistmg owners and the loce! community through
contributszn of teo 3-badroom wits which are under-rapresented in the local dweling min This
waill i twr larges Tamilies 1o anpoy the banefits of g on the ste,

The Randwick Local Housng Strategy [(LHS] refies on anabsis of Randwick City's housing and
demographic conditiors and documents prvate dwelngs by nember of bedrooms batwren
200 ard 0TS whon 2 and 3 bedroom dwellings wesns the dominant dwalling typss, Despite this
daminarce in the howsing mia, the proporton of 3 bedreom dwellings {as 5 propartion of
Randwick City"s total dwefngs) deoreased during this time by 2.1%, while the number of 04
bed dwislngs increarad by 21% (1,700 chasllires)

I 34 thare was a kywar proporion of 3 bedrosn dwallings (24.9% compared o the avarage
for Greater Sydnay 32.1%), Comcurmandly there was a higher progartion of 01 and 2 bedraom
dwellings in Randwick City when compared t the average for the region [13% compared to
A% and MA% compared 1o 23.7% respactivaly],

Aeomperyg tha o af leiger dwelngs with 3 1 badrooers s demographic change and
housing affordabdisy factors that mean that children and grandchildren are spending langer in
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the family home before they leeve to oe=ate ther own households. The peoportion of
population aged 45 and alder s ewpected to mcrease, corsistent with the ageing population
trand ocourming across Australia,  Howswar, lor Rarckesck tha projections sko show a large
incragse in persons aged 5-14 and 1524 (30% and 29% increases respectively). This means the
demand for mult-gererationsl housmg will anly incress=.

a5 0
30,000
=1
4 o0
0
. P
15,000 - +Ti
13,200 P
=
4 000 I EI-
o |
14 16-H e ] B A5 5 BT P52 B
[ Fo=ul i o]
Semit ] MW Dleguaitivess1 of Plarsw ool b5 vwornmeig 2016

Frura 3 Propectad popufnies det i o Dy s 20106- 2035 (Rasdaick Lostal Housng Stratey]

The proposed development caters bo markest need and stated desire of the strategic planning
framawiark for a diversity of dwellings within the LG4A, While ntended to facilitate multi-
ganarational family living for the building’s ownen, the groposed dewelogment responds to
gocumented need for the replacemant of lost larger dwallings in medium dersity Faematl,
making better and more efficent use of limited B3 land within the LGA. The LHS found that "a
large mart of tha area zonad BRI Medium Density Residentiad |5 strata sul=diadad, limiting likely
development cutcomes.” The preposed devalopment represents a unigue opportanity b
redevelop an existing B3 site to achieve greater land-use efficiency that w8 be gained from the
ackditional upper keved ancl diractly from the FER and HOB vanation.

4.1.1.7  PROTOCTEG SMINITY, THE STROTSCAM AND Bunt Form

The proposed develapmant — and particulady the upper Hloor addition that corstitutes the HOB
and FSR waration - has been designed to comploment and consenas the appearance and
character of the emsting semi-datached Bailding on Coogee Bay Road.

The proposed development responds Lo the challenge of 'Better Flaced” the NEW Gowvernmant
Architeots design guide to use dasgn 1o achiave the aspiration wa have for place. The
proposed developrrent uses dessgn o oeatively symhesise the existng bailt faem with a
madem addtion and in doing so expressas deep understanding of design ideas, planning
issiies and peopla’s housing nesd

The bulk ared scale of the proposed dewalopment is similar 10 the building envelops of the
existirg devalopment adjacent at 58 Coogee Boy Boad as demonstrated in Figure 4 and Figure
=
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The proposed addition al 7.9 m?of floor space and 1.64 m of height are proposed to be located
at the rear of the existing upper lavel. From the public domain and the residences across the
street the existing street trees will screen views to the site comprahensively.

Given the revision of the proposed scheme, the additional bulk will be minimally visible from
Coocgee Bay Road from the foctpath outside the dwelling.

Fagure &: The southem (front) elevation is screened from view from the public domain by significant street trees

These views from the Cocges Bay Road foctpath will be enhanced through the rastoration and
upgrade of the existing ground level fagade and enhanced landscaping to the front sstback.
The rear upper leval addition will be unobtruzive when viewsd from the footpath outside the
site, as it has been designed as a lightweight modern structure of high material quality. In this
way also, the proposed addition will be readable as distinct from the existing semi-detached
dwelling and will demonstrate architecturally the growth and change in the neighbourhood in a
sympathetic and considered manner.

Views of the Queen Street fagade of the building will be similarly limited. In this location this is
due to the existing garage structures at the strest boundary and the topography. Views
towards the proposed addition will be available from some parts of the Queen Street footpath
opposite the development and minimally from the front yards and carports of detached
housing opposits.

While the scale and bulk of the proposed development iz similar to that existing at no. 68, it will
be differentiated from that addition through the use of simple, timeless, modern and
lightweight detailing and materials contrasting with the existing traditional masenry finishes
which are to be refurbished and enhanced.

Good design is characterised by the quality of spaces and places, their function, how they
integrate, and what they contributs to the broader environment, their users, inhabitants and
audiences. The proposed development will contribute to the built environment through good
design and enhanced views towards the site from the public domain on Queen Street.

CLAUSE 4.6 REQUEST FOR VARIATION OF THE HOB STANDARD — 70 COOGEE BAY ROAD RANDWICK 13
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Together with signficant landscepeng, the proposed developerent will present as lush green
tesTaoes that will sodten the built form and cornect the wawes and nesidant with nature.

Impartantly this clasign quality mears that the terraced and steagered sethacks will nat give rise
Lo opportunitss for cearkecking and preasy concams for neighbcurs o the proposed kewer
unit within the site, Simiardy the propossd developeret wil not give ris= 10 owarshadowing
impacts and damonstrated in the SEE and shadow dizgrams that accompany this Clause 4.6
FEsCqUErsd,

Ciyezall, the proposed sdditicn will complement and maich the esisting iraditional aemi-
detached FEFE built form = with restored ard upgraded framt ebzvation, plain face brick side
elevation and temacad swmogered and sathack landecaped rear alewvaton - that will help
mamtain consistancy within the exsting strestacapas, and result in & built Term that s
symipathetic to the character of the existing budding and the local area and protects the
amanity of residents adjacent and within tha sita itsell. In this way tha proposed davelopmant
recagileas the desitable slaments of the eesting strastscasa and bl form and proddas an
inbagrates ard syrpathatic madem addiien that conibutes 1o the desired future charscter of
tha anaa.

4.1.2 COMPLAMCE WATH THE DRAECTIVES OF THE STARDARDS

Mumerical standards ase oben a cweds reflecion of intert. Develooment may achiove the
undarleng purposa of a standard svan thowgh i coas nof strictly comply with the numerical
cortral. B is widely recognised that such vanatons can be numerically small or large. The
propoz=d development caomplies with the objectves of the F5R and HOE standards and these
are assessed thematically lollowing.

Tha objectvas of clausa 4.1 in ralation to HOB are:

fa) #0 @nsure that the sise and scale of devalopmant is compatible with the desired
future chavactar of the locality,

el to angure (hal developoent & compalibie with the scale and character of
cortritutory buildings in a conservation ares or neer a heritage itsm,

fc} to ansare that development doss not advarsaly impact on tha amenity of
adicining  and aeighbowing land in tesms of visosl bolk, foss of privecy,
overshadowing and wiews.

The objectives of clauss 4.9 in relation to PSR are:

[a] #o anzure fhat the sire and scale of development is compatible with the desired
futurg chavacter of the locality,

(B b0 ansure that buildings e well arlicolated and respond 1o emissameantal and
cnargy neads,
el to ersure thal developerant i compatible with the scale and charscter of

contributory buildings in a conservation ares or peer a heritage item,

fcfl £p ensare that developeeant deas not adversely dmpact an tha amenity of
adiining and neighbowing land in terms of visual bulk, foss of privecy,
overshadowing anad wews.

4.1.21  BULE &N SCALF
The desired future character is establshed by the recent residential dewelopment of a simiar

e n tha surrcunding straets, The apgeowal at &8 Cooges Bay Road {DAMSTIVANNS sats the
redayart Bulk snd scale precedent in the neighbeoarhaad which asiablishes the desired futare
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character of this unusuzl group of semi-detached RFBs on the cliff face n this kocation (refer
Figure 4 and Figure 5. The proposed maximum height is 400 mm less than the max RL of the
adhacent proparty at RL44.050

The spproval at S/80 Queen Street IDA/IZ7/2014) sets 1he precadent for a high dasign quality

modern addition that i distinct from the existing built form in matenality and appearance as

illustrated in Figure 7

28 October 2014)

CLASE 4.6 RECUEST FOS YARATON OF THE HOB sTavouan - N COOGEE Bar RO Rayomyox 15

Page 93

D39/22



Randwick Local Planning Panel (Electronic) meeting 14 July 2022

¢cl6Ed

ez Bustrated in the architectural plans - but with significant differences and improvemesnts in
design quality and detailing as detailed abowe (st Section 3.7) - the bulk and scale of the
devalopment proposad is consisient with that previowsly spproved at Mo, 48, The masimem
HOB reached will be marginelly less and the bl of the sddition et both the Coogee Bay Road
and COue=n Sirest frontages will b= similar, On this basis the proposad bulk and scale is
demonstratad fo be acceptable within the stractscapea.

Decpite this there are imporfant gdiffgrences in tha desige resolition of the proposed
develapmend fromn these precedents. MEH Architects have delvered a vison for the sie that is
mare imegrated with the exiting dwelling, mare recessae wathin the streetscape and mare
rekant on landecaping 1o achieve wisual identity and interast than eher of the naarby recant
sppravals, In ctha way it builde on the desired Tuture charscter and incresses aspirslicns ard
expeciations for good design.

In this mannar tha proposad davelopmant responds 1o the planning ramawork Tar Randweck
and can dvactly contribuie to the achisvament of Vision 080 (LSPS] Planning Pricsity 3, which s
" encourage develspemant that responds 1o the local charactar and desirad futwe chavacior
of owr neighbourhoods. ”

Tha 5EE that accompanies this Cldd recuiest demonstratas conclussely that there will be ro
achearse overshackewing impact as a resull of the proposad varigtion 1o the HOB and FSR
standards.

On this basis the proposed development, and specdically the vanation to the HOE and FEE
standarcs, ks demonstrated te be congistent with the objective that requires that developmant
be compatibbe with the desired future character of the locelily and respecthd of the amenity of
adpoinireg 2nd neighbcuring land in terms of visual bulk, boss of prvecy, overshadowing and
UiERS,

4.1.2.2 HErRTasE
Randwick residents aspore 1o tras-lingd, green, low denstyfsubuiban, liveabla, paacaful, safe,
heritage, unigue, relased and acceqsble naighbourhoads, On this bass the LSPS provides the

strategic framework for land use planning and decision making awver the rest 20 years, B
idantifias the visian for Randwick:

i 2040 Randwick City will condinwe to hawve & sdrong sense of commuanty. Sur culiurally
diverse community will have access to quality housing, beautiiul open speces and cur
unique coashine.
The site is mat lacated within a Conservation Area and is not 2 Heritage lkam. k5 located in
closs proximity to sevaral locally Bted hedtags items as illusirated in Figues & of the SEE.

The progpeeed developerart will refurbish and restare the Cooges Bay road semi-detached
frantage of the subject sie and will thus conserve and enhance its condributions to the
streetecape in this lecation, Minor madification of the existing front wedow i propossd 1o ingtall
Franch doors that will Better conrect the intemal lving areas with the extenar peivate open
space. This will nol hawve ary adverse impact on the appearance of the subject sile and will not
have any smpact on the significance of neardy hentaga items,

The existing row of semi-detached RFBs st 82-74 Coogee Bay Rosd are nod ssenified as
contributory buildings. However they have an aesthetic consistency that is =nbhanced by the
corsistant street tres planting adjasent.

CLALEE d. & RECUEST FOE waFATHN OF THE HIDE sTakDwAD - M) COCGEE Bar ROk Ra koo 14

Page 94



Randwick Local Planning Panel (Electronic) meeting

14 July 2022

Az demonstrated in detail at Se=ction 3.1 the proposed development will not adversely impact
any views towards the site from the public domain and ary {minor} contrbation that the site
makas b tha satteng of nearty hiedtage items will ba unalfscted by tha proposed davelopmant.
The scale and character of the st within the local context will remain aporopniate and
aco=ptable notwithstanding the proposad vanation to the development standands,

41.23 ENYAROMMENTAL AMD ARTHITECTURAL PERFORMAMNCE

The ervironmental capacity of the land and the Precinct can ke determaned by investigation of
the proposad development’s patential to cause acverse envircnmental or amenity mpacts an:

*  Adaining davelopmen,
#*  The wider neighbourhood.

Such an assessment bas been caried cut in the S5EE that demoratrates that the propased
development is of an acceptable inbersity given the environmaental capacity of both the land at
0 Coogas Bay read ard the broadar neighbourhsod. This is descrbad briefly following fand
datailed in the stiached SEE).

The upper floar addition is designed to 2nsure that it will not give rse to privacy or owerlooking
concarms for achomning davelopmant o tha lowsr wnit proaposed within the site itsalf. The
shadow disgrams contaned n tha architectural plans and the overshadowing Impacts
described @ the SEE are scceptable and, in facy, the propased developrment induding the
upper floor addition will result in shadow cordiions that are mmimaly different to those
axisting on adjasant devslopmant &l present reler Atachment & - DOP Compliance Takka in
tha SEE].

The progposed development incorporates measures to reduce resounce conswmption, and
particidarly to reduce fossd fuel corsumption through the incdusion of rairwater tanks, water
efficient tap harchware and garden e litngs, soler parals and bow enargythigh effcssncy
lighting which il directly contribute to lower carsban consumption and & more sustainable
development. The upper floar addition that constiutes the vast magority of the proposed FSR
and HOB warkation will adops thase massures of ecclogieally sustainable design,

Thare is no change propoded to the axisting parking condibons on site, Unit 7 will have
exthusive acomss 1o the ground level garage, while Unit 2 will not hove on-sive parking.  Ad
present two units in the essting developemant nely salely on public trarsport, walking and
cycling, which in this kpcation & regular and raliakle ang achises tha Heminate city conditons
an both weekdeys and weskends,

O this basis the proposed FAR and HOE variation does not exceed the emdranmental capacity
of tha sita ard surrcunding nalghbourbood. Tha ability of the proposed davelopmant to
protect the amenity of existing and fuure residents of the se and surrounds is demorstrated
by the atsmnce of adverss impacts including overlookirg, privacy or solar access,

The proposed development incorporating the additionad GFA 5 designied  halistcally 1o
furcteon withen the erviionmental and amenity capacity of the site andd surounck. The
proposad development & thus demanstrated to be spmpatheticaly designed and ariculated
and respansive to ervsmonmental znd energy aeeds.

CLaLsE d.b RECUEST FOR waRaToM OF THE HOE sTannean - Nl CoCoEe Bar Rosn Ra oo 17
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4.2 CosPUANCE WiTH THE FSRE DEVELCGRMENT STANDARD 15 LINREASOMABLE

Section 4.2.7 dermanstrates that complance with the FER and HOB slandard & unrassonsbls in
thes mstance bacauss the comulative impact of the non-complianos with the standerds is
acceptable,

421 THE CUMULATIVE EFFECT OF WARIATEINS TO THE STAMDARD

The folowing analyss of recent appravals in the LA dermensirates that complisrcs with the
standarck is unreasonable in this instance {i.e. ro purpose would be served). This is because
Cowncil has establishad & pracedent for approvals of this nature, through the graning of
corrant 10 othar devalopment that conmravenas the FSE HOB standard within the local amea.
Recent similar approwals ane illustrated m Figuee B and d=tailed in Sttachment &,

Thase similar approval demonstrate the signidicamt part up demand for residential
aocarmrmadatn across gresler Spdney and the constrained nature of residential land in
Randwick, and Cooges specifically.  This & acknowledged in the local and State stracegic
planning framewore In paricular, the Ranchick LSPS acknowledges the need to cater o
significant additional demand for howsing and the nesd for the supply of a Swersity of such
Fecmaming, artacularly through devalopment of housing that forms the ‘megng middle’ such B
the propresd developaeant. bn this regard S=ction 3.1, sbove details the need for 3- bedroom
dwellings to make up for recent losses in o sech and the likely growth in demand for
gocormrmadation swch s proposed that s suitable for mdti-generatonal Tving 1o address
heusing alfoercsbility and supply isgwaes.

Thea recent similar approwvals documented hergin and the proposed development increases the
efficiancy with which the site and the naighbourhood ifsalf can be wilised Councll has
apprraved a range of similar FSR and HOB nor-compliances. in the B3 zone as illmtrated in
Figure 8 These incude & number of HOB wariations of 2 similar scale 10 that proposad and in
tha arder of 10 - 55% harsin induding HOB vanations 10 - 55% and a F5R vanateons in the
order of 10 - 8%, These are detadad in Atachment A,

CLALEE o b RECAEST FOE waF 6 TN OF THE HOE sTakmuAD - M) COCGEE Ber RO Fakoeic: 18
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Figure 8; Development Approvals in the lacality with HOB Exceedance [source: Rundwick ¢f 4.6 registes)

CLAUSE 4.6 REQUEST FOR vARIATION OF THE HOB STANDAAD - 70 COCGEE Bar Roab Ranowick

Figure 9; Development Approvals in the lacality with FSR Exceedance [zource: Rardwick cl 4.4 register)

Crause 4.6 REQUEST FOR VARIATION OF THE HOB stanowsp - 20 CooGee Bar Roap Ranowick
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Tha cumulative effect of the similar 2pprovals granted in the kecality has not been and will not
be 1o undermine the abjectivas af the davelopmant standasd ar the planning abjectives for the
zeme,

Thiz is becausa, the scarcity of developabls B3 Lind in Randwick LGA and the Eastarn City
District is such that greater eflicency of land use through increased building envelopes, bulk
and seale o devalspenent will be requined o meet housing diversity reads into the futuie.

5. DRAFT REVISED TEST FOR VARIATION OF
CLAUSE 4.6

The M5 Government is proposing changes to clause 4.4 of the Standard Instument LEP in
order Lo clarify the requsements for vaning development stendasds, and impeove trareparency
and agcountability i the planning system,

Tha draft “revised test” will a vanation to development standards to demorstrate that the
proposed development will result in an “improved planning owtcome”, when companed with
what would have been achieved i the development siandard wes not contravened, by
corsicaratcn of the public interest and anvironmanial, social and aconomic owlosmes

This proposed davelopmant, and spacifically the departure from the F5R and HOB stardard
recquasted to permit additional floor space on the subject site will provide for 2n improved local
and regianal planning cutcomes by

*  Facilitatng development for an 3 bedroom dwellings that espond 1o the local loss
this alements of the deelling mis;

=  Providing cpporunities  for mukti-genesational  lwing = 'missing middle’
accearim e a tice;

= Supporting the viability and sustainability of tha B2 zona in Randwsck and providing
far the afficient use of fnie infrastruciure and resources by more efficent use of land.

O this basis it can be conduded that the FE& and HOB exceadance scuwght in this mstance will
improwe plannng outcomes for the site, the B3 Zone |, the L3A and the Easterm Chy District
more brosdly by supporting, manageng and sustaining the viakility and efficiency of faite urban

sarvices land.

CLass 4.4 REGEST FOR vATATION OF THE HOBR sTanbakD - 70 CCCGEE Bay BoaD Resdracs 21
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&, ANY MATTER OF SIGNIFICANCE FOR STATE
ORrR REGIONAL PLANNING, OR THE PUBLIC
INTEREST

Contravention of the F3R and HOB standards will, in this istance, support the State and
regicnal chjectreas of delivering housing diversity. It will, in fact directly cantribute to the
incraged efficiency of land use and development within thes finite rescurce which are definitive
oibjectives of both Council's L3R5 and Local Housing Strategy.

Clauss 4.4 provicles flescility in the application of development standards in circumstances
where strict comphance with those standards would, in any particular case:

= Hewnreasonshle or wanecassarny; or

= Tend to hinder the attainment of the objects specified in section 5 {a) {i) and i) of
tha Act.

The shijects specified Section 1.3 Ohjects of Act (ol pravious s 5) are to encowrage:

il Tha proper rmanaggement, devalopmant and comsenation of natural and
artthcial resources, including agricultural land, natwal aress, forests, minarals,
water, citics, towns and villages for the purpose of promoting the social and
economis wallare of the community and a bettar snvironment,

fil  The promation and co-ordingtian of the oardedy and econamic use and
davelopment of lead,
Srict complange with the development standard may hinder achiavemeant of the objects of the
Act, particularly the promoticn of a better environment, social and economic welfare of the
comrmanity and the promoatian of ordedy and ecanomic use and development of the land. The
proposal represents an mnovative land use best located in an B3 Zone. 1T alms meet exlstng
and grossng consurnar camand for the mueti-genarational housing,

Brict compliance with the development standards would resthict the ability of the proposal
fram achieving its cbjectives with the asociated loss of social and aconamic benafits tha
would acorue fromn the developanent. Strict compliance would alze result & flow on economic
impacts ralatad to limitations on housing supply and diversity,

Tha granting of consent to the developmant as proposed would therefore, in this case, be
corsistent with the objectives of Clause 4.6 providing for fesbility in these circemstances in
wheoh strict compliance with the F5R and HOB standarsck hes boen domonstrated to ba
unreasonabde and necessary as well as having potential to be contrary to the attainment of
the ohijects of the Aot

The proposed development will not give ree 1o any other maiter of State or reglonal
signilicanca.
Cowncl can be satished that the proposed development s in the public interest becouse the

proposed development B not antipathetic to the objectives of the Zone, HOB and FSR
stancards a3 detailed in Section 4.1,

Crawge 4.4 RECUEST FORVAARTICN OF Tes HO R STanzapD - 7D CooaEes Bay Bosh Resrace &2
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In light ot coniribution of the proposad developmant to the achésvemant of the Zore and HOB
and Fi% standard cbjectress and the State Govemment's stated objectives in relation 1o
heusing desarsity, there would be o public Beaefit in masmtainsng the devaloprment standand,

7.SUFFICIENT  ENVIRONMENTAL  PLANNING
GROUNDS TO JUSTIFY CONTRAVENING THE
DEVELOPMENT STANDARD

This clause 4.6 racuast demaonstratas that thers are sufficient anvironmental planning grounds
to justify contrawening the RLEF #0112 HOB and F5F standards in this instance.  This is
demonsirated by the:

+  Compliance of the proposed develepment with the shjectives af the Zene and
HOB and F5R standards which in urn demonstrates that the proposed
development i in the pubBc interest as detailed at Section 4.1;

»  Comsistancy of tha proposad additional height and floor space and rasulting bulk
and zcale with the existing character of the locality and tha desired future charactar
af the locality, as demonstrated by the approval precedent within Coages Bay Road
and Ousen Strest (refer Figures 4 — & and as detailed gt Section 4.1.2 and Section
4.7

*  The ability of the proposed development to help achieve the staled objectves of
the sirategic planning framawork in relation fo provision of housing diversity
mneeting the communities hausing need a8 dataded at Section 4.1.7;

*  Lack of any adverse cumulative impact associated with the HOS and F5R nea-
compliance as demorsirated in the analysis of recent local approvals at Section 4.2

=  Consistency with the Council’s historic application of the HOB and FSE standard
within the R3 fone and Clause 4.6 in tha local area a5 illustrated in Figure 8 and
detaillad = Attachment & which details the existing precedents for spproval of tha
proposed HOB and FER non-cormpliances in the B3 Zone;

#*  Achieeement of the draft revised test for Clause 4.6, notwithstanding the HOE and
F5F nonecompliance and providing better planning cutcomes for the site and tha
locality &5 detaled in Saction &

*  The absence of any matters of State or ragional significance, detadled ot Section &,

Oir this basis it can ba conclieded that tha proposed devalopmient will achisve batter planning,
environmental, sacal and econcmic cutcomes if Bewbility is provided with regard to the FER
ard HIZE standard in the particuler circumstances of this case in which these wariations ane

sopaght,

Crass 4.4 RECUELT FOR waAwTKs OF THE HOB sTakGakl - FBCCCGEE Bay BosD Reslreacx 23

Page 100



D39/22

Randwick Local Planning Panel (Electronic) meeting 14 July 2022
Appendix 3;: DCP Compliance Table
3.1 Section Part C1: Low Density Residential
glc;Ese Controls Proposal Compliance
Classification Zoning = R3 Dual
occupancies are
permitted within
the R3 zone.
2 Site planning
2.1 Minimum lot size and frontage
Minimum lot size (RLEP): There are no minimum N/A
e R2 =400sgm provisions in relation to
e R3=325sgqm the minimum lot size or
Minimum frontage frontage for an attached
i) Min frontage R2 = 12m dual occupancy within the
i) Min frontage R3 = 9m R3 zone. The proposed
iy No battle-axe or hatchet in R2 or R3 development seeks a
iv) Minimum frontage for attached dual reduction in density from
occupancy in R2 = 15m three (3) dwellings to two
v) Minimum frontage for detached dual (2), utilising the existing
occupancy in R2 = 18m building, and therefore
the proposed
development is
considered to be
acceptable for the site.
2.3 Site coverage
Up to 300 sgm = 60% Site = 285.58m? Complies.
301 to 450 sgm = 55%
451 to 600 sgm = 50% Proposed = 55.2%
601 sgqm or above = 45%
2.4 Landscaping and permeable surfaces
i) Up to 300 sqm = 20% Site = 285.58m?2 Acceptable, on
i) 301 to 450 sgm = 25% merit.
iii) 451 to 600 sgm = 30% Proposed = 19.56%
iv) 601 sgm or above = 35%
v)  Deep soil minimum width 900mm. The minor shortfall in
vi)  Maximise permeable surfaces to front deep soil areas is
vii) Retain existing or replace mature native supported noting that the
trees existing building footprint
viii) Minimum 1 canopy tree (8m mature). shall be retained, and
Smaller (4m mature) If site restrictions additional landscaping is
apply. provided to soften the
ix) Locating paved areas, underground built form by way of
services away from root zones. elevated planter boxes at
the rear of the
development.
25 Private open space (POS)

Dual Occupancies (Attached and Detached)

POS

451 to 600 sgm = 5m x 5m each
601sgm or above = 6m x 6m each

Site = 285.58m?2

Acceptable,
refer to
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gf;zse Controls Proposal Compliance
i) POS satisfy the following criteria: Proposed = discussion
e Situated at ground level (except for duplex | Dwelling 1 = 43.3m? at below.
e No open space on podiums or roofs Ground Floor level in the
e Adjacent to the living room form or terrace and lawn
e Oriented to maximise solar access area, 12.7m? balcony at
e Located to the rear behind dwelling First Floor level.
e Has minimal change in gradient .
Dwelling 2 = 12.6m?
balcony off Living area.
Private Open Space discussion
The site is substantially lower than the 450m2 required for dual occupancies within the R2 zone,
noting that the development of a dual occupancy is permitted within the R3 zone with no
requirements in relation to site area. As such, there are no provisions for POS for sites under
450m2. Notwithstanding, the proposal provides generous POS for the lower level dwelling and
provides POS in excess of the minimum requirements for balconies under the medium density
controls. Further the proposal site is within walking distance of numerous district parks and
Coogee Beach. On this basis, the proposed POS is considered adequate in this instance.
3 Building envelope
3.1 Floor space ratio LEP 2012 =0.9:1 Site area = 285.58m?2 Does not
comply.
Proposed FSR = 0.92:1 See Clause 4.6
assessment.
3.2 Building height
Maximum overall height LEP 2012 =12m Proposed = 13.64m Does not
comply.
See Clause 4.6
assessment.
i)  Maximum external wall height = 7m Proposed = 13.1m Does not
(Minimum floor to ceiling height = 2.7m) comply.
i) Sloping sites = 8m See Key Issues
i) Merit assessment if exceeded for further
discussion.
3.3 Setbacks
3.3.1 Front setbacks The existing front setback | Acceptable.
i) Average setbacks of adjoining (if none then | is not altered as a result
no less than 6m) Transition area then merit | of the proposed
assessment. development. The
i) Corner allotments: Secondary street proposed upper floor
frontage: level has been altered in
- 900mm for allotments with primary the Section 8.2 review
frontage width of less than 7m align this new addition
- 1500mm for all other sites predominantly behind the
iii) do not locate swimming pools, above- ridge line of the existing
ground rainwater tanks and outbuildings in | roof form and
front approximately in line with
the adjoining addition at
72 Coogee Bay Road.
The proposal provides
this increased upper floor
to Coogee Bay Road to
reduce visual prominence
and bulk from the street
perspective.
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3.3.2 Side setbacks: Minimum = 900mm for all | Complies.

Dwellings and dual occupancies: levels.
e Frontage less than 9m = 900mm
e Frontage b/w 9m and 12m = 900mm (Gnd | Proposed = 1.18m-1.27m
& 15t floor) 1500mm above to the eastern side, the
e Frontage over 12m = 1200mm (Gnd & 1st | Western side adjoins the
floor), 1800mm above. common party wall with
the adjoining property at
Refer to 6.3 and 7.4 for parking facilities and 68 Coogee Bay Road.
outbuildings
3.3.3 Rear setbacks The subject site has a Acceptable,
i)  Minimum 25% of allotment depth or 8m, double street frontage refer to
whichever lesser. Note: control does not and technically the rear discussion
apply to corner allotments. setback is not applicable. | below.
i) Provide greater than aforementioned or
demonstrate not required, having regard to:
- Existing predominant rear setback line
- reasonable view sharing (public and
private)
- protect the privacy and solar access
iiiy Garages, carports, outbuildings, swimming
or spa pools, above-ground water tanks,
and unroofed decks and terraces attached
to the dwelling may encroach upon the
required rear setback, in so far as they
comply with other relevant provisions.
iv) For irregularly shaped lots = merit
assessment on basis of:-
- Compatibility
- POS dimensions comply
- minimise solar access, privacy and
view sharing impacts
Refer to 6.3 and 7.4 for parking facilities and
outbuildings
Rear Setback discussion
Whilst it is noted that the proposed property has a dual street frontage to Coogee Bay Road and
Queen Street, the proposed rear setback is considered acceptable for the following reasons:

o The proposed development is primarily consistent with the alignment of the attached
property to the west, with minor protruding elements such as planter boxes extending
beyond the rear building alignment which are considered acceptable to soften the visual of
the built form.

o The GF level seeks to provide a solid wall up to 2.88m in height along the western side
boundary to partially enclose the rear terrace area. The height of the proposed wall has
been designed achieve compliance with the BCA in relation to fire safety. It is
acknowledged that the wall will extend above the 1.8m height normally specified for
boundary fencing, however there is an existing solid wall already located along the
common boundary which exceeds 1.8m, with a portion of the wall a full storey in height.
Further, the enclosure of the rear terrace will also assist in mitigating noise impacts from
the outdoor area, and given the existing boundary interface arrangement is supported in
this instance.

4 Building design
4.1 General
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DCP
Clause

Controls

Proposal

Compliance

Respond specifically to the site characteristics
and the surrounding natural and built context -
e articulated to enhance streetscape

e stepping building on sloping site,

e no side elevation greater than 12m

e encourage innovative design

The proposal results in a
maximum wall length of
13.6m due to the partial
enclosure of the rear
balconies. However, it is
considered that the
extension of the wall to
the balcony will assist in
minimising acoustic and
visual privacy impacts to
neighbouring properties
and the wall length is
generally consistent with
the adjoining property at
72 Coogee Bay Road.

The massing of the
eastern elevation has
been broken up by
window openings and
new screen planting is
proposed along the side
boundary due to the
removal of the side
access stairs which will
soften the built form as
viewed from the adjoining
property. Given the
constraints of the site,
including the narrow
width and topography,
and the limited windows
on the side elevation of
the adjoining property,
the minor non-compliance
is supported in this
instance.

Acceptable, on
merit.

4.3

Additional Provisions for Attached Dual Occu

pancies

Should present a similar bulk as single

dwellings

i) Garage for each dwelling shall have a
single car width only

ii) Articulate and soften garage entry

i) Minimise driveway width

iv) Maximum 2m setback of front entry from
front facade

V) Maximise landscape planting at front

The provisions of clause
4.3 generally anticipate a
side by side attached
dual occupancy and
therefore is not wholly
applicable to the
proposed development.
The development seeks
to utilise the existing
building, the proposed
dual occupancy would not
be incompatible with
other developments
within the street, viewed
as two (2) storeys from
Coogee Bay Road with

Acceptable.
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DCP Controls Proposal Compliance
Clause

the upper floor
predominantly setback
behind the existing roof
ridgeline, and part 3, part
4 storey from Queen
Street, noting the context
of the surrounding RFBs
and semi-detached
dwellings.
The existing parking shall
be retained at the rear of
the site fronting Queen
Street. As such, the
proposal is considered to
be consistent with the
objectives of the clause.
4.5 Colours, Materials and Finishes
i)  Schedule of materials and finishes A condition of consent is Complies,
i)  Finishing is durable and non-reflective. recommended for a final subject to
iii) Minimise expanses of rendered masonry at | colours and materials condition.
street frontages (except due to heritage scheme to be submitted
consideration) to Council for approval
iv) Articulate and create visual interest by prior to the issue of a
using combination of materials and Construction Certification.
finishes.
v) Suitable for the local climate to withstand
natural weathering, ageing and
deterioration.
vi) recycle and re-use sandstone
(See also section 8.3 foreshore area.)
4.6 Earthworks
i) excavation and backfilling limited to 1m, Minimal earthworks are Complies.
unless gradient too steep required to facilitate the
i) minimum 900mm side and rear setback proposed development.
iif) Step retaining walls.
iv) If site conditions require setbacks <
900mm, retaining walls must be stepped
with each stepping not exceeding a
maximum height of 2200mm.
v) sloping sites down to street level must
minimise blank retaining walls (use
combination of materials, and landscaping)
vi) cut and fill for POS is terraced
where site has significant slope:
vii) adopt a split-level design
viii) Minimise height and extent of any exposed
under-croft areas.
5 Amenity
5.1 Solar access and overshadowing
Solar access to proposed development:
i)  Portion of north-facing living room windows | The Living areas and Complies.

must receive a minimum of 3 hrs direct

main POS are orientated
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gf;zse Controls Proposal Compliance
sunlight between 8am and 4pm on 21 June | to the north and will

i) POS (passive recreational activities) receive adequate solar
receive a minimum of 3 hrs of direct access.
sunlight between 8am and 4pm on 21
June.

Solar access to neighbouring development:

i) Portion of the north-facing living room Due to the north-south Complies.
windows must receive a minimum of 3 orientation of the site, and
hours of direct sunlight between 8am and rear setback of the
4pm on 21 June. proposal which is

iv) POS (passive recreational activities) consistent with the
receive a minimum of 3 hrs of direct adjoining property, the
sunlight between 8am and 4pm on 21 proposal does not result
June. in any unreasonable

V) solar panels on neighbouring dwellings, impacts upon the
which are situated not less than 6m above | adjoining properties with
ground level (existing), must retain a regards to solar access.
minimum of 3 hours of direct sunlight
between 8am and 4pm on 21 June. If no
panels, direct sunlight must be retained to
the northern, eastern and/or western roof
planes (not <6m above ground) of
neighbouring dwellings.

vi) Variations may be acceptable subject to a
merits assessment with regard to:

o Degree of meeting the FSR, height,
setbacks and site coverage controls.

e Orientation of the subject and adjoining
allotments and subdivision pattern of
the urban block.

e Topography of the subject and
adjoining allotments.

e Location and level of the windows in
guestion.

e Shadows cast by existing buildings on
the neighbouring allotments.

5.2 Energy Efficiency and Natural Ventilation

i) Provide day light to internalised areas A BASIX Certificate has | Complies.
within the dwelling (for example, hallway, been submitted with the
stairwell, walk-in-wardrobe and the like) application.
and any poorly lit habitable rooms via
measures such as: Facilitating natural
e Skylights (ventilated) lighting and ventilation
e Clerestory windows has been considered as a
e Fanlights above doorways part of the design of the
e Highlight windows in internal partition | dwellings.

walls

ii)  Where possible, provide natural lighting
and ventilation to any internalised toilets,
bathrooms and laundries

i) living rooms contain windows and doors
opening to outdoor areas

Note: The sole reliance on skylight or clerestory

window for natural lighting and ventilation is not
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acceptable
5.8 Visual Privacy
Windows
i) proposed habitable room windows must be | New window openings Acceptable.
located to minimise any direct viewing of are proposed on the
existing habitable room windows in eastern side elevation are
adjacent dwellings by one or more of the located adjacent to
following measures: windows on the
- windows are offset or staggered neighbouring property
- minimum 1600mm window sills and are considered to
- Install fixed and translucent glazing up | resultin sight line
to 1600mm minimum. conflicts. As such, it is
- Install fixed privacy screens to recommended that
windows. privacy measures are
- Creating a recessed courtyard imposed on side
(minimum 3m x 2m). Wlndovys, with the
i) orientate living and dining windows away exception of the upper
from adjacent dwellings (that is orient to most third level, where
front or rear or side courtyard) the proposed windows
are not directly adjacent
to any neighbouring
windows.
Balcony
iii) Upper floor balconies to street or rear yard | The proposed balconies Acceptable.
of the site (wrap around balcony to have a are partially enclosed by
narrow width at side) walls to the sides to
iv)minimise overlooking of POS via privacy minimise overlooking into
screens (fixed, minimum of 1600mm high neighbouring properties.
and achieve minimum of 70% opaqueness | Furthermore, the location
(glass, timber or metal slats and louvers) of the proposed balconies
v) Supplementary privacy devices: Screen to the rear of the property
planting and planter boxes (Not sole is consistent with the
privacy protection measure) existing balconies of
vi)For sloping sites, step down any ground floor | neighbouring properties,
terraces and avoid large areas of elevated | and as such it is
outdoor recreation space. considered that the
proposal would not result
in any unreasonable
impacts with regards to
visual privacy.
54 Acoustic Privacy
i)  noise sources not located adjacent to The proposed balconies Acceptable.

adjoining dwellings bedroom windows
Attached dual occupancies
i) Reduce noise transmission between
dwellings by:
- Locate noise-generating areas and
quiet areas adjacent to each other.
- Locate less sensitive areas adjacent to
the party wall to serve as noise buffer.

are provided with solid
walls along the side
elevations to minimise
noise impacts. Given the
reduction in density from
3 units to 2 and the
number of bedrooms has
been reduced, it is also
considered that the
proposed development
would not result in any
unreasonable acoustic
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impacts.
5.5 Safety and Security
i) dwellings main entry on front elevation Each dwelling shall be Acceptable.
(unless narrow site) accessed from their own
i) Street numbering at front near entry. street frontage, with
iii) 1 habitable room window (glazed area min | Dwelling 1 accessed via
2 square metres) overlooking the street or | Queen Street, and
a public place. Dwelling 2 accessed via
iv) Front fences, parking facilities and Coogee Bay Road.
landscaping does not to obstruct casual Further, the proposed
surveillance (maintain safe access) dwellings will also have
independent street
numbering and mailboxes
on each frontage.
5.6 View Sharing
i) Reasonably maintain existing view It is anticipated that the Acceptable.
corridors or vistas from the neighbouring proposed development
dwellings, streets and public open space will not result in any
areas. unreasonable view loss
i) retaining existing views from the living impacts. It is noted that
areas are a priority over low use rooms no submissions in relation
iii) retaining views for the public domain takes | to view loss was received
priority over views for the private properties | by Council and the
iv) fence design and plant selection must property is not situated
minimise obstruction of views within the foreshore
v) Adopt a balanced approach to privacy scenic protection area.
protection and view sharing
vi) Demonstrate any steps or measures
adopted to mitigate potential view loss
impacts in the DA.
(certified height poles used)
6 Car Parking and Access
General Comments
Car parking in the form of the existing double garage shall be maintained on the site fronting
Queen Street and there are no changes to the off street car parking and access as a result of
the proposed development. The existing car parking spaces shall be allocated to one (1) of the
two (2) dwellings. However, given the reduction in density of the development, from three (3)
dwellings to two (2) dwellings, the shortfall in parking is not considered unwarranted and no
concerns were raised by Council’s Development Engineer.

Responsible officer: Ferdinando Macri, Senior Environmental Planning Officer

File Reference: DA/451/2021

Page 108




RLPP Draft Development Consent - DA.451.2021(8.2 Review) - 70 Coogee Bay
Road, RANDWICK NSW 2031 - DEV - Randwick City Council (D04609198)

Attachment 1

Development Consent Conditions

N\

Randwick City
Council

a sense of community

Folder /DA No: DA/451/2021

Property: 70 Coogee Bay Road, Coogee NSW

Section 8.2 review of determination for alterations and additions to the
existing building including a new upper floor level, and conversion of
the use of the development from a Residential Flat Building to an
attached dual occupancy including strata subdivision (variation to FSR
& height of building standards).

Proposal:

Recommendation: Approval

GENERAL CONDITIONS
The development must be carried out in accordance with the following conditions of consent.

These conditions have been applied to satisfy the relevant requirements of the Environmental
Planning & Assessment Act 1979, Environmental Planning & Assessment Regulation 2000 and to
provide reasonable levels of environmental amenity.

Approved Plans & Supporting Documentation

1. The development must be implemented substantially in accordance with the plans and
supporting documentation listed below and endorsed with Council’'s approved stamp, except
where amended by Council in red and/or by other conditions of this consent:

D39/22

Plan Drawn by Dated Received by
Council

DAO06 (Roof & Site Plan) Mary Ellen Hudson 9 May 2022 12 May 2022

DA-B Architect

DAOQ7 (Ground Floor Plan) Mary Ellen Hudson 9 May 2022 12 May 2022

DA-B Architect

DAOS8 (First Floor Plan) DA- | Mary Ellen Hudson 9 May 2022 12 May 2022

B Architect

DAOQ9 (Second Floor Plan) | Mary Ellen Hudson 9 May 2022 12 May 2022

DA-B Architect

DA10 (Third Floor Plan) Mary Ellen Hudson 9 May 2022 12 May 2022

DA-B Architect

DA11 (Cross Section 01) Mary Ellen Hudson 9 May 2022 22 June 2022
Architect

DA12 (Cross Section 02) Mary Ellen Hudson 9 May 2022 22 June 2022
Architect

DA13 (Long Section 01) Mary Ellen Hudson 9 May 2022 22 June 2022
Architect

DA14 (Long Section 02) Mary Ellen Hudson 9 May 2022 22 June 2022
Architect

DA15 (South Elevation — Mary Ellen Hudson 9 May 2022 22 June 2022

Coogee Bay Road) DA-B Architect

DA16 (South Elevation) Mary Ellen Hudson 9 May 2022 22 June 2022
Architect

DA17 (West Elevation) Mary Ellen Hudson 9 May 2022 22 June 2022
Architect

Attachment 1 - RLPP Draft Development Consent - DA.451.2021(8.2 Review) - 70 Coogee Bay Road,
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DA18 (North Elevation) Mary Ellen Hudson 9 May 2022 22 June 2022
Architect

DA19 (North Elevation — Mary Ellen Hudson 9 May 2022 22 June 2022

Queen Street) Architect

DA20 (East Elevation) Mary Ellen Hudson 9 May 2022 22 June 2022
Architect

DA21 (Unit 1 Strata Plans) | Mary Ellen Hudson 9 May 2022 12 May 2022
Architect

DA22 (Unit 2 Strata Plans) | Mary Ellen Hudson 9 May 2022 12 May 2022

DA-B Architect

BASIX Certificate No. Dated Received by Council

A422709_02 (Unit 1) 10 May 2022 12 May 2022

A422716_02 (Unit 2) 10 May 2022 12 May 2022

Amendment of Plans & Documentation
2. The approved plans and documents must be amended in accordance with the following
requirements:

a. The following windows must have a minimum sill height of 1.6m above floor level, or
alternatively, the window/s are to be fixed and be provided with translucent, obscured,
frosted or sandblasted glazing below this specified height:

Ground Floor Level

o Three (3) Living room windows on the eastern elevation;

First Floor Level

o Window to bathroom and en-suite on the eastern elevation;

Second Floor Level

e Two (2) kitchen windows and bathroom window on the eastern elevation.

Details of compliance for the above conditions must be submitted to and approved by
Council's Manager Development Assessment prior to the issue of a Construction Certificate.

REQUIREMENTS BEFORE A CONSTRUCTION CERTIFICATE CAN BE ISSUED

The following conditions of consent must be complied with before a ‘Construction Certificate’ is issued
by either Randwick City Council or an Accredited Certifier. All necessary information to demonstrate
compliance with the following conditions of consent must be included in the documentation for the
construction certificate.

These conditions have been applied to satisfy the relevant requirements of the Environmental
Planning & Assessment Act 1979, Environmental Planning & Assessment Regulation 2000, Council’s
development consent conditions and to achieve reasonable levels of environmental amenity.

Consent Requirements
3. The requirements and amendments detailed in the ‘General Conditions’ must be complied with
and be included in the construction certificate plans and associated documentation.

External Colours, Materials & Finishes

4. The colours, materials and finishes of the external surfaces to the building are to be
compatible with the adjacent development to maintain the integrity and amenity of the building
and the streetscape.

Details of the proposed colours, materials and textures (i.e. a schedule and brochure/s or
sample board) are to be submitted to and approved by Council’'s Manager Development
Assessments prior to issuing a construction certificate for the development.

Section 7.12 Development Contributions

5. In accordance with Council's Development Contributions Plan effective from 21 April 2015,
based on the development cost of $1,287,000.00 the following applicable monetary levy must
be paid to Council: $12,870.00.

Attachment 1 -

RLPP Draft Development Consent - DA.451.2021(8.2 Review) - 70 Coogee Bay Road,
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The levy must be paid in cash, bank cheque or by credit card prior to a construction
certificate being issued for the proposed development. The development is subject to an
index to reflect quarterly variations in the Consumer Price Index (CPI) from the date of
Council’'s determination to the date of payment. Please contact Council on telephone 9093
6000 or 1300 722 542 for the indexed contribution amount prior to payment.

To calculate the indexed levy, the following formula must be used:
IDC = ODC x CP2/CP1

Where:

IDC = the indexed development cost

ODC = the original development cost determined by the Council

CP2 = the Consumer Price Index, All Groups, Sydney, as published by the ABS in
respect of the quarter ending immediately prior to the date of payment

CP1 = the Consumer Price Index, All Groups, Sydney as published by the ABS in respect
of the quarter ending immediately prior to the date of imposition of the condition requiring
payment of the levy.

Council's Development Contribution Plans may be inspected at the Customer Service Centre,
Administrative Centre, 30 Frances Street, Randwick or at www.randwick.nsw.gov.au.

Compliance Fee

6. A development compliance and enforcement fee of $2,702.70 shall be paid to Council in
accordance with Council’'s adopted Fees & Charges Pricing Policy, prior to the issue of a
Construction Certificate for development.

Long Service Levy Payments

7. The required Long Service Levy payment, under the Building and Construction Industry Long
Service Payments Act 1986, must be forwarded to the Long Service Levy Corporation or the
Council, in accordance with Section 6.8 of the Environmental Planning & Assessment Act
1979.

At the time of this development consent, Long Service Levy payment is applicable on building
work having a value of $25,000 or more, at the rate of 0.35% of the cost of the works.

Stormwater Drainage

8. Surface water from building work and structures must satisfy the following requirements (as
applicable), to the satisfaction of the Certifier and details are to be included in the construction
certificate:-

a) Surface water/stormwater drainage systems must be provided in accordance with the
relevant requirements of the Building Code of Australia (Volume 2);

b) The surface water/stormwater is to be drained and discharged to the street gutter or,
subject to site suitability, the stormwater may be drained to a suitably designed
absorption pit;

c) Any absorption pits or soaker wells should be located not less than 3m from any
adjoining premises and the stormwater must not be directed to any adjoining premises
or cause a nuisance;

d) External paths and ground surfaces are to be constructed at appropriate levels and be
graded and drained away from the building and adjoining premises, so as not to result
in the entry of water into the building, or cause a nuisance or damage to the adjoining
premises;

e) Details of any proposed drainage systems or works to be carried out in the road,
footpath or nature strip must be submitted to and approved by Council before
commencing these works.

f) The pit is to be located a minimum of 900mm from any common boundary.
3
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Sydney Water Requirements
9. All building, plumbing and drainage work must be carried out in accordance with the
requirements of the Sydney Water Corporation.

The approved plans must be submitted to the Sydney Water Tap in™ online service, to
determine whether the development will affect Sydney Water's waste water and water mains,
stormwater drains and/or easements, and if any further requirements need to be met.

The Sydney Water Tap in™ online service replaces the Quick Check Agents as of 30
November 2015

The Tap in™ service provides 24/7 access to a range of services, including:

Building plan approvals

Connection and disconnection approvals

Diagrams

Trade waste approvals

Pressure information

Water meter installations

Pressure boosting and pump approvals

Change to an existing service or asset, e.g. relocating or moving an asset.

Sydney Water’s Tap in™ in online service is available at:
https://www.sydneywater.com.au/SW/plumbing-building-developing/building/sydney-water-
tap-in/index.htm

The Principal Certifier must ensure that the developer/owner has submitted the approved
plans to Sydney Water Tap in online service.

REQUIREMENTS TO BE INCLUDED IN THE CONSTRUCTION CERTIFICATE
The requirements contained in the following conditions of consent must be complied with and details
of compliance must be included in the construction certificate for the development.

These conditions have been applied to satisfy the relevant requirements of the Environmental
Planning & Assessment Act 1979, Environmental Planning & Assessment Regulation 2000, Councils
development consent conditions and to achieve reasonable levels of environmental amenity.

Compliance with the Building Code of Australia & Relevant Standards

10. In accordance with section 4.17 (11) of the Environmental Planning & Assessment Act 1979
and clause 98 of the Environmental Planning & Assessment Regulation 2000, it is a
prescribed condition that all building work must be carried out in accordance with the
provisions of the Building Code of Australia (BCA).

BASIX Requirements

11. In accordance with section 4.17 (11) of the Environmental Planning & Assessment Act 1979
and clause 97A of the Environmental Planning & Assessment Regulation 2000, the
requirements and commitments contained in the relevant BASIX Certificate must be complied
with.

The required commitments listed and identified in the BASIX Certificate must be included on
the construction certificate plans, specifications and associated documentation, to the
satisfaction of the Certifier.

The design of the building must not be inconsistent with the development consent and any
proposed variations to the building to achieve the BASIX commitments may necessitate a new
development consent or amendment to the existing consent to be obtained, prior to a
construction certificate being issued.

| REQUIREMENTS PRIOR TO THE COMMENCEMENT OF ANY WORKS

Attachment 1 - RLPP Draft Development Consent - DA.451.2021(8.2 Review) - 70 Coogee Bay Road,
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The following conditions of consent must be complied with prior to the commencement of any works
on the site. The necessary documentation and information must be provided to the Council or the
‘Principal Certifier’, as applicable.

These conditions have been applied to satisfy the relevant requirements of the Environmental
Planning & Assessment Act 1979, Environmental Planning & Assessment Regulation 2000 and to
provide reasonable levels of public health, safety and environmental amenity.

Certification and Building Inspection Requirements
12. Prior to the commencement of any building works, the following requirements must be
complied with:

a) a Construction Certificate must be obtained from the Council or an accredited certifier,
in accordance with the provisions of the Environmental Planning & Assessment Act
1979.

A copy of the construction certificate, the approved development consent plans and
consent conditions must be kept on the site at all times and be made available to the
Council officers and all building contractors for assessment.

b) a Principal Certifier must be appointed to carry out the necessary building inspections
and to issue an occupation certificate; and

c) a principal contractor must be appointed for the building work, or in relation to
residential building work, an owner-builder permit may be obtained in accordance with
the requirements of the Home Building Act 1989, and the Principal Certifier and Council
are to be notified accordingly; and

d) the principal contractor must be advised of the required critical stage inspections and
other inspections to be carried out, as specified by the Principal Certifier; and

e) at least two days notice must be given to the Council, in writing, prior to commencing
any works.

Home Building Act 1989

13. In accordance with section 4.17 (11) of the Environmental Planning & Assessment Act 1979
and clause 98 of the Environmental Planning & Assessment Regulation 2000, the relevant
requirements of the Home Building Act 1989 must be complied with.

Details of the Licensed Building Contractor and a copy of the relevant Certificate of Home
Warranty Insurance or a copy of the Owner-Builder Permit (as applicable) must be provided to
the Principal Certifier and Council.

Dilapidation Reports
14. A dilapidation report must be obtained from a Professional Engineer, Building Surveyor or
other suitably qualified independent person, in the following cases:

D excavations for new dwellings, additions to dwellings, swimming pools or other
substantial structures which are proposed to be located within the zone of influence of
the footings of any dwelling, associated garage or other substantial structure located
upon an adjoining premises;

D new dwellings or additions to dwellings sited up to shared property boundaries (e.g.
additions to a semi-detached dwelling or terraced dwellings);
D excavations for new dwellings, additions to dwellings, swimming pools or other

substantial structures which are within rock and may result in vibration and or potential
damage to any dwelling, associated garage or other substantial structure located upon
an adjoining premises;

o as otherwise may be required by the Principal Certifier.

The dilapidation report shall include details of the current condition and status of any dwelling,
associated garage or other substantial structure located upon the adjoining premises and shall
include relevant photographs of the structures, to the satisfaction of the Principal Certifier.

Attachment 1 - RLPP Draft Development Consent - DA.451.2021(8.2 Review) - 70 Coogee Bay Road,
RANDWICK NSW 2031 - DEV - Randwick City Council (D04609198)

Page 113

D39/22



Attachment 1 RLPP Draft Development Consent - DA.451.2021(8.2 Review) - 70 Coogee Bay Road,
RANDWICK NSW 2031 - DEV - Randwick City Council (D04609198)

¢cl6Ed

The dilapidation report must be submitted to the Council, the Principal Certifier and the owners
of the adjoining/nearby premises encompassed in the report, prior to commencing any site
works (including any demolition work, excavation work or building work).

Construction Noise & Vibration Management Plan

15. Noise and vibration emissions during the construction of the building and associated site
works must not result in an unreasonable loss of amenity to nearby residents and the relevant
requirements of the Protection of the Environment Operations Act 1997 and NSW EPA
Guidelines must be satisfied at all times.

Noise and vibration from any rock excavation machinery, pile drivers and all plant and
equipment must be minimised, by using appropriate plant and equipment, silencers and the
implementation of noise management strategies.

A Construction Noise Management Plan, prepared in accordance with the NSW EPA
Construction Noise Guideline by a suitably qualified person, is to be implemented throughout
the works, to the satisfaction of the Council. A copy of the strategy must be provided to the
Principal Certifier and Council prior to the commencement of works on site.

Construction Site Management Plan

16. A Construction Site Management Plan must be developed and implemented prior to the
commencement of any works. The construction site management plan must include the
following measures, as applicable to the type of development:

location and construction of protective site fencing / hoardings;
location of site storage areas/sheds/equipment;

location of building materials for construction;

provisions for public safety;

dust control measures;

details of proposed sediment and erosion control measures;
site access location and construction

details of methods of disposal of demolition materials;
protective measures for tree preservation;

location and size of waste containers/bulk bins;

provisions for temporary stormwater drainage;

construction noise and vibration management;

construction traffic management details;

provisions for temporary sanitary facilities.

The site management measures must be implemented prior to the commencement of any site
works and be maintained throughout the works, to the satisfaction of Council.

A copy of the Construction Site Management Plan must be provided to the Principal Certifier
and Council prior to commencing site works. A copy must also be maintained on site and be
made available to Council officers upon request.

Demolition Work

17. Demolition Work must be carried out in accordance with Australian Standard AS2601-2001,
Demolition of Structures and relevant work health and safety provisions and the following
requirements:

a) A Demolition Work Plan must be prepared for the demolition works which should be
submitted to the Principal Certifier, not less than two (2) working days before
commencing any demolition work. A copy of the Demolition Work Plan must be
maintained on site and be made available to Council officers upon request.

If the work involves asbestos products or materials, a copy of the Demolition Work Plan
must also be provided to Council not less than 2 days before commencing those works.

b) Any materials containing asbestos (including Fibro) must be safely removed and
disposed of in accordance with the NSW Work Health and Safety Regulation 2017,
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SafeWork NSW Code of Practice for the Safe Removal of Asbestos, Protection of
Environment Operations (Waste) Regulation 2014 and Council’s Asbestos Policy.

Demolition & Construction Waste Plan
18. A Demolition and Construction Waste Management Plan (WMP) must be development and
implemented for the development.

The Waste Management Plan must provide details of the type and quantities of demolition and
construction waste materials, proposed re-use and recycling of materials, methods of disposal
and details of recycling outlets and land fill sites.

Where practicable waste materials must be re-used or recycled, rather than disposed and
further details of Council's requirements including relevant guidelines and pro-forma WMP
forms can be obtained from Council's Customer Service Centre or by telephoning Council on
1300 722 542.

Details and receipts verifying the recycling and disposal of materials must be kept on site at all
times and presented to Council officers upon request.

Public Utilities

19. A Public Utility Impact Assessment must be carried out on all public utility services on the site,
roadway, nature strip, footpath, public reserve or any public areas associated with and/or
adjacent to the development/building works and include relevant information from public utility
authorities and exploratory trenching or pot-holing, if necessary, to determine the position and
level of service.

20. The applicant must meet the full cost for telecommunication companies, gas providers,
Ausgrid, and Sydney Water to adjust/repair/relocate their services as required. The applicant
must make the necessary arrangements with the service authority.

REQUIREMENTS DURING CONSTRUCTION & SITE WORK
The following conditions of consent must be complied with during the demolition, excavation and
construction of the development.

These conditions have been applied to satisfy the relevant requirements of the Environmental
Planning & Assessment Act 1979, Environmental Planning & Assessment Regulation 2000 and to
provide reasonable levels of public health, safety and environmental amenity during construction.

Inspections during Construction

21. Building works are required to be inspected by the Principal Certifier, in accordance with the
Environmental Planning & Assessment Act 1979 and clause 162A of the Environmental
Planning & Assessment Regulation 2000, to monitor compliance with the relevant standards
of construction, Council’s development consent and the construction certificate.

Site Signage
22. A sign must be erected and maintained in a prominent position on the site for the duration of
the works, which contains the following details:

D name, address, contractor licence number and telephone number of the principal
contractor, including a telephone number at which the person may be contacted outside
working hours, or owner-builder permit details (as applicable)

. name, address and telephone number of the Principal Certifier,

o a statement stating that “unauthorised entry to the work site is prohibited”.

Restriction on Working Hours
23. Building, demolition and associated site works must be carried out in accordance with the
following requirements:

Activity Permitted working hours
All building, demolition and site work, e Monday to Friday - 7.00am to 5.00pm
including site deliveries (except as e Saturday - 8.00am to 5.00pm

7
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detailed below) e Sunday & public holidays - No work
permitted

Excavating or sawing of rock, use of jack- | ¢ Monday to Friday - 8.00am to 1.00pm

hammers, pile-drivers, vibratory e Saturday - No work permitted

rollers/compactors or the like ¢ Sunday & public holidays - No work
permitted

An application to vary the abovementioned hours may be submitted to Council’s Manager
Health, Building & Regulatory Services for consideration and approval to vary the specified
hours may be granted in exceptional circumstances and for limited occasions (e.g. for public
safety, traffic management or road safety reasons). Any applications are to be made on the
standard application form and include payment of the relevant fees and supporting
information. Applications must be made at least 10 days prior to the date of the proposed
work and the prior written approval of Council must be obtained to vary the standard permitted
working hours.

Removal of Asbestos Materials
24. Any work involving the demolition, storage or disposal of asbestos products and materials
must be carried out in accordance with the following requirements:

o Work Health & Safety legislation and SafeWork NSW requirements

. Preparation and implementation of a demolition work plan, in accordance with AS 2601
(2001) — Demolition of structures; NSW Work Health and Safety Regulation 2017 and
Randwick City Council’s Asbestos Policy. A copy of the demolition work plan must be
provided to Principal Certifier and a copy must be kept on site and be made available
for Council Officer upon request.

D A SafeWork NSW licensed demolition or asbestos removal contractor must undertake
removal of more than 10m? of bonded asbestos (or as otherwise specified by SafeWork
NSW or relevant legislation). Removal of friable asbestos material must only be
undertaken by contractor that holds a current friable asbestos removal licence. A copy
of the relevant licence must be provided to the Principal Certifier.

o On sites involving the removal of asbestos, a sign must be clearly displayed in a
prominent visible position at the front of the site, containing the words ‘Danger
Asbestos Removal In Progress’ and include details of the licensed contractor.

D Asbestos waste must be stored, transported and disposed of in compliance with the
Protection of the Environment Operations Act 1997 and the Protection of the
Environment Operations (Waste) Regulation 2014. Details of the disposal of materials
containing asbestos (including receipts) must be provided to the Principal Certifier and
Council.

D A Clearance Certificate or Statement, prepared by a suitably qualified person (i.e. an
occupational hygienist, licensed asbestos assessor or other competent person), must
be provided to Council and the Principal Certifier as soon as practicable after
completion of the asbestos related works, which confirms that the asbestos material
have been removed appropriately and the relevant conditions of consent have been
satisfied.

A copy of Council’s Asbestos Policy is available on Council’'s web site at
www.randwick.nsw.gov.au in the Building & Development Section or a copy can be
obtained from Council’s Customer Service Centre.

Excavations, Back-filling & Retaining Walls

25. All excavations and backfilling associated with the erection or demolition of a building must be
executed safely in accordance with appropriate professional standards and excavations must
be properly guarded and supported to prevent them from being dangerous to life, property or
buildings.
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Retaining walls, shoring or piling must be provided to support land which is excavated in
association with the erection or demolition of a building, to prevent the movement of soil and
to support the adjacent land and buildings, if the soil conditions require it. Adequate
provisions are also to be made for drainage.

Details of proposed retaining walls, shoring, piling or other measures are to be submitted to
and approved by the Principal Certifier.

Support of Adjoining Land

26. In accordance with section 4.17 (11) of the Environmental Planning & Assessment Act 1979
and clause 98 E of the Environmental Planning & Assessment Regulation 2000, it is a
prescribed condition that the adjoining land and buildings located upon the adjoining land
must be adequately supported at all times.

27. Prior to undertaking any demolition, excavation or building work in the following
circumstances, a report must be obtained from a professional engineer which details the
methods of support for the dwelling or associated structure on the adjoining land, to the
satisfaction of the Principal Certifier:

D when undertaking excavation or building work within the zone of influence of the
footings of a dwelling or associated structure that is located on the adjoining land;

D when undertaking demolition work to a wall of a dwelling that is built to a common or
shared boundary (e.g. semi-detached or terrace dwelling);

o when constructing a wall to a dwelling or associated structure that is located within
900mm of a dwelling located on the adjoining land;

D as may be required by the Principal Certifier.

The demolition, excavation and building work and the provision of support to the dwelling or
associated structure on the adjoining land, must also be carried out in accordance with the
abovementioned report, to the satisfaction of the Principal Certifier.

Sediment & Erosion Control

28. Sediment and erosion control measures, must be implemented throughout the site works in
accordance with the manual for Managing Urban Stormwater — Soils and Construction,
published by Landcom.

Details of the sediment and erosion control measures to be implemented on the site must be
included in with the Construction Management Plan and be provided to the Principal Certifier
and Council. A copy must also be maintained on site and be made available to Council
officers upon request.

Public Safety & Site Management
29. Public safety and convenience must be maintained at all times during demolition, excavation
and construction works and the following requirements must be complied with:

a) Public access to the building site and materials must be restricted by existing boundary
fencing or temporary site fencing having a minimum height of 1.5m, to Council’s
satisfaction.

Temporary site fences are required to be constructed of cyclone wire fencing material
and be structurally adequate, safe and constructed in a professional manner. The use
of poor quality materials or steel reinforcement mesh as fencing is not permissible.

b) Building materials, sand, soil, waste materials, construction equipment or other articles
must not be placed upon the footpath, roadway or nature strip at any time.

c) The road, footpath, vehicular crossing and nature strip must be maintained in a good,
safe, clean condition and free from any excavations, obstructions, trip hazards, goods,
materials, soils or debris at all times. Any damage caused to the road, footway,
vehicular crossing, nature strip or any public place must be repaired immediately, to the
satisfaction of Council.
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30.

31.

32.

33.

d) All building and site activities (including storage or placement of materials or waste and
concrete mixing/pouring/pumping activities) must not cause or be likely to cause
‘pollution’ of any waters, including any stormwater drainage systems, street gutters or
roadways.

Note: It is an offence under the Protection of the Environment Operations Act 1997 to
cause or be likely to cause ‘pollution of waters’, which may result in significant penalties
and fines.

e) Access gates and doorways within site fencing, hoardings and temporary site buildings
or amenities must not open out into the road or footway.

f) Site fencing, building materials, bulk bins/waste containers and other articles must not
be located upon the footpath, roadway or nature strip at any time without the prior
written approval of the Council. Applications to place a waste container in a public place
can be made to Council’s Health, Building and Regulatory Services department.

9) Adequate provisions must be made to ensure pedestrian safety and traffic flow during
the site works and traffic control measures are to be implemented in accordance with
the relevant provisions of the Roads and Traffic Manual “Traffic Control at Work Sites”
(Version 4), to the satisfaction of Council.

h) A Road / Asset Opening Permit must be obtained from Council prior to carrying out any
works within or upon a road, footpath, nature strip or in any public place, in accordance
with section 138 of the Roads Act 1993 and all of the conditions and requirements
contained in the Road / Asset Opening Permit must be complied with. Please contact
Council's Road/Asset Openings officer on 9093 6691 for further details.

i) Temporary toilet facilities are to be provided, at or in the vicinity of the work site
throughout the course of demolition and construction, to the satisfaction of WorkCover
NSW and the toilet facilities must be connected to a public sewer or other sewage
management facility approved by Council.

Site Signage
A sign must be erected and maintained in a prominent position on the site for the duration of
the works, which contains the following details:

o name, address, contractor licence number and telephone number of the principal
contractor, including a telephone number at which the person may be contacted outside
working hours, or owner-builder permit details (as applicable)

. name, address and telephone number of the Principal Certifier,

D a statement stating that “unauthorised entry to the work site is prohibited”.

Survey Requirements

A Registered Surveyor's check survey certificate or other suitable documentation must be
obtained at the following stage/s of construction to demonstrate compliance with the approved
setbacks, levels, layout and height of the building to the satisfaction of the Principal Certifier:

o prior to construction (pouring of concrete) of the footings or first completed floor slab,
. upon completion of the building, prior to issuing an occupation certificate,
o as otherwise may be required by the Principal Certifier.

The survey documentation must be forwarded to the Principal Certifier and a copy is to be
forwarded to the Council, if the Council is not the Principal Certifier for the development.

Building Encroachments
There must be no encroachment of any structures or building work onto Council’'s road
reserve, footway, nature strip or public place.

Road / Asset Opening Permit

A Road / Asset Opening Permit must be obtained from Council prior to carrying out any works
within or upon a road, footpath, nature strip or in any public place, in accordance with section

10
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138 of the Roads Act 1993 and all of the conditions and requirements contained in the Road /
Asset Opening Permit must be complied with.

The owner/builder must ensure that all works within or upon the road reserve, footpath, nature
strip or other public place are completed to the satisfaction of Council, prior to the issuing of a
final occupation certificate for the development.

For further information, please contact Council’'s Road / Asset Opening Officer on 9093 6691
or 1300 722 542.

REQUIREMENTS PRIOR TO THE ISSUE OF AN OCCUPATION CERTIFICATE
The following conditions of consent must be complied with prior to the Principal Certifier’ issuing an
‘Occupation Certificate’.

These conditions have been applied to satisfy the relevant requirements of the Environmental
Planning & Assessment Act 1979, Environmental Planning & Assessment Regulation 2000, Council’s
development consent and to maintain reasonable levels of public health, safety and amenity.

Occupation Certificate Requirements

34. An Occupation Certificate must be obtained from the Principal Certifier prior to any occupation
of the building work encompassed in this development consent (including alterations and
additions to existing buildings), in accordance with the relevant provisions of the
Environmental Planning & Assessment Act 1979.

BASIX Requirements & Certification

35. In accordance with Clause 154B of the Environmental Planning & Assessment Regulation
2000, a Certifier must not issue an Occupation Certificate for this development, unless it is
satisfied that any relevant BASIX commitments and requirements have been satisfied.

Relevant documentary evidence of compliance with the BASIX commitments is to be
forwarded to the Principal Certifier and Council upon issuing an Occupation Certificate.

Council’s Infrastructure & Vehicular Crossings

36. The applicant must meet the full cost for Council or a Council approved contractor to
repair/replace any damaged sections of Council's footpath, kerb & gutter, nature strip etc
which are due to building works being carried out at the above site. This includes the removal
of cement slurry from Council's footpath and roadway.

37. All external civil work to be carried out on Council property (including the installation and repair
of roads, footpaths, vehicular crossings, kerb and guttering and drainage works), must be
carried out in accordance with Council's "Crossings and Entrances — Contributions Policy”
and “Residents’ Requests for Special Verge Crossings Policy” and the following requirements:

a) Details of the proposed civil works to be carried out on Council land must be submitted
to Council in a Civil Works Application Form. Council will respond, typically within 4
weeks, with a letter of approval outlining conditions for working on Council land,
associated fees and workmanship bonds. Council will also provide details of the
approved works including specifications and construction details.

b) Works on Council land, must not commence until the written letter of approval has been
obtained from Council and heavy construction works within the property are complete.
The work must be carried out in accordance with the conditions of development
consent, Council’s conditions for working on Council land, design details and payment
of the fees and bonds outlined in the letter of approval.

c) The civil works must be completed in accordance with the above, prior to the issuing of
an occupation certificate for the development, or as otherwise approved by Council in
writing.

38. That part of the naturestrip upon Council's footway which is damaged during the construction
of the proposed works shall be excavated to a depth of 150mm, backfilled with topsoil

11
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39.

equivalent with 'Organic Garden Mix' as supplied by Australian Native Landscapes, and re-
turfed with Kikuyu turf or similar. Such works shall be completed at the applicant’s expense.

Street and/or Sub-Address Numbering

Street numbering must be provided to the front of the premises in a prominent position, in
accordance with the Australia Post guidelines and AS/NZS 4819 (2003) to the satisfaction of
Council.

If this application results in an additional lot, dwelling or unit, an application must be submitted
to and approved by Council’s Director of City Planning, together with the required fee, for the
allocation of appropriate street and/or unit numbers for the development. The street and/or unit
numbers must be allocated prior to the issue of an occupation certificate.

Please note: any Street or Sub-Address Numbering provided by an applicant on plans, which
have been stamped as approved by Council are not to be interpreted as endorsed, approved
by, or to the satisfaction of Council.

REQUIREMENTS PRIOR TO THE ISSUING OF A STRATA CERTIFICATE
The following conditions of consent must be complied with prior to the ‘Principal Certifier’ issuing a
‘Strata Certificate’.

These conditions have been applied to satisfy the provisions of Council’s environmental plans, policies
and codes for subdivision works.

40.

41.

42.

43.

44,

45.

46.

47.

All floors, external walls and ceilings depicted in the proposed strata plan must be constructed.

All floors, external walls and ceilings depicted in the proposed strata plan must correspond to
those depicted in the development consent (DA/451/2021) and construction certificate for the
building.

Prior to endorsement of the strata plans, all facilities required under previous development
approvals (such as parking spaces, terraces and courtyards) must be provided in accordance
with the relevant requirements.

Sydney Water

A compliance certificate must be obtained from Sydney Water, under Section 73 of the
Sydney Water Act 1994. Sydney Water's assessment will determine the availability of water
and sewer services, which may require extension, adjustment or connection to their mains,
and if required will issue a Notice of Requirements letter detailing all requirements that must
be met. Applications can be made either directly to Sydney Water or through a Sydney Water
accredited Water Servicing Coordinator (WSC).

Go to sydneywater.com.au/section73 or call 1300 082 746 to learn more about applying
through an authorised WSC or Sydney Water.

A Section 73 Compliance Certificate must be completed before a strata certificate can be
issued.

The applicant shall create suitable right of carriageway and easements as required, however
generally all services lines (including stormwater) over any strata lot serving another strata lot
are to be common property.

The applicant shall provide Council with a copy of the base plan of survey (e.g. Plan of
Redefinition) for the property prior to strata subdivision approval.

A formal application for a strata certificate is required to be submitted to and approved by the
Council or registered certifier and all relevant conditions of this development consent are
required to be satisfied prior to the release of the subdivision plans.

Details of critical stage inspections carried out by the Principal Certifier, together with any

other certification relied upon, must be provided to Council or registered Certifier prior to the
issuing of a strata/subdivision certificate.

12
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Street and/or Sub-Address Numbering

48. Street numbering must be provided to the front of the premises in a prominent position, in
accordance with the Australia Post guidelines and AS/NZS 4819 (2003) to the satisfaction of
Council.

If this application results in an additional lot, dwelling or unit, an application must be submitted
to and approved by Council’s Director of City Planning, together with the required fee, for the
allocation of appropriate street and/or unit numbers for the development. The street and/or unit
numbers must be allocated prior to the issue of an occupation certificate.

Please note: any Street or Sub-Address Numbering provided by an applicant on plans, which
have been stamped as approved by Council are not to be interpreted as endorsed, approved
by, or to the satisfaction of Council.

49. Street numbering for Unit 1 shall need to be altered given that sole access will be from Queen
Street and an application will need to be submitted to Council for approval accordingly. New
street numbering should be clearly identifiable and provisions made for the purpose of postal
deliveries and mail etc.

OPERATIONAL CONDITIONS
The following operational conditions must be complied with at all times, throughout the use and
operation of the development.

These conditions have been applied to satisfy the relevant requirements of the Environmental
Planning & Assessment Act 1979, Environmental Planning & Assessment Regulation 2000, Council’'s
development consent and to maintain reasonable levels of public health and environmental amenity.

External Lighting
50. External lighting to the premises must be designed and located so as to minimise light-spill
beyond the property boundary or cause a public nuisance.

Use of Planter Boxes
51. The planter boxes to the north on the First Floor, Second Floor and Third Floor level are to be
non-trafficable and are only to be accessed for the purpose of maintenance.

Waste Management
52. Adequate provisions are to be made within the premises for the storage and removal of waste
and recyclable materials, to the satisfaction of Council.

Plant & Equipment — Noise Levels
53. The operation of all plant and equipment on the premises shall not give rise to an ‘offensive
noise’ as defined in the Protection of the Environment Operations Act 1997 and Regulations.

In this regard, the operation of the plant and equipment shall not give rise to an LAeq, 15 min
sound pressure level at any affected premises that exceeds the background LA90, 15 min
noise level, measured in the absence of the noise source/s under consideration by more than
5dB(A) in accordance with relevant NSW Environment Protection Authority (EPA) Noise
Control Guidelines.

Use of parking spaces

54. The car spaces within the development are for the exclusive use of the occupants of the
building. The car spaces must not be leased to any person/company that is not an occupant of
the building.

GENERAL ADVISORY NOTES

The following information is provided for your assistance to ensure compliance with the Environmental
Planning & Assessment Act 1979, Environmental Planning & Assessment Regulation 2000, or other
relevant legislation and requirements. This information does not form part of the conditions of
development consent pursuant to Section 4.17 of the Act.
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Al

A2

A3

A4

A5

A6

A7

A8

The requirements and provisions of the Environmental Planning & Assessment Act 1979 and
Environmental Planning & Assessment Regulation 2000, must be fully complied with at all
times.

Failure to comply with these requirements is an offence, which renders the responsible person
liable to a maximum penalty of $1.1 million. Alternatively, Council may issue a penalty
infringement notice (for up to $3,000) for each offence. Council may also issue notices and
orders to demolish unauthorised or non-complying building work, or to comply with the
requirements of Council’s development consent.

In accordance with the requirements of the Environmental Planning & Assessment Act 1979,
building works, including associated demolition and excavation works (as applicable) must not
be commenced until:

. A Construction Certificate has been obtained from an Accredited Certifier or Council,

. An Accredited Certifier or Council has been appointed as the Principal Certifier for the
development,

. Council and the Principal Certifier have been given at least 2 days notice (in writing) prior
to commencing any works.

Council can issue your Construction Certificate and be your Principal Certifier for the
development, to undertake inspections and ensure compliance with the development consent
and relevant building regulations. For further details contact Council on 9093 6944.

This determination does not include an assessment of the proposed works under the Building
Code of Australia (BCA) and other relevant Standards. All new building work (including
alterations and additions) must comply with the BCA and relevant Standards and you are
advised to liaise with your architect, engineer and building consultant prior to lodgement of
your construction certificate.

Any proposed amendments to the design and construction of the building may require a new
development application or a section 4.55 amendment to the existing consent to be obtained
from Council, before carrying out such works

A Local Approval application must be submitted to and be approved by Council prior to
commencing any of the following activities on a footpath, road, nature strip or in any public
place:-

. Install or erect any site fencing, hoardings or site structures
. Operate a crane or hoist goods or materials over a footpath or road
. Placement of a waste skip or any other container or article.

For further information please contact Council on 9093 6971.

Specific details of the location of the building/s should be provided in the Construction
Certificate to demonstrate that the proposed building work will not encroach onto the adjoining
properties, Council’s road reserve or any public place.

This consent does not authorise any trespass or encroachment upon any adjoining or
supported land or building whether private or public. Where any underpinning, shoring, soil
anchoring (temporary or permanent) or the like is proposed to be carried out upon any
adjoining or supported land, the land owner or principal contractor must obtain:

. the consent of the owners of such adjoining or supported land to trespass or encroach,
or

. an access order under the Access to Neighbouring Land Act 2000, or

. an easement under section 88K of the Conveyancing Act 1919, or

. an easement under section 40 of the Land & Environment Court Act 1979, as
appropriate.

Section 177 of the Conveyancing Act 1919 creates a statutory duty of care in relation to
support of land. Accordingly, a person has a duty of care not to do anything on or in relation
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A9

A10

All

Al12

Al13

Al4

Al15

to land being developed (the supporting land) that removes the support provided by the
supporting land to any other adjoining land (the supported land).

The finished ground levels external to the building must be consistent with the development
consent and are not to be raised, other than for the provision of approved paving or the like on
the ground

Prior to commencing any works, the owner/builder should contact Dial Before You Dig on
1100 or www.dialbeforeyoudig.com.au and relevant Service Authorities, for information on
potential underground pipes and cables within the vicinity of the development site.

An application must be submitted to an approved by Council prior to the installation and
operation of any proposed greywater or wastewater treatment systems, in accordance with the
Local Government Act 1993.

Greywater/Wastewater treatment systems must comply with the relevant requirements and
guidelines produced by NSW Health, NSW Office of Environment and Heritage and other
relevant regulatory requirements.

Underground assets (eg pipes, cables etc) may exist in the area that is subject to your
application. In the interests of health and safety and in order to protect damage to third party
assets please contact Dial before you dig at www.1100.com.au or telephone on 1100 before
excavating or erecting structures (This is the law in NSW). If alterations are required to the
configuration, size, form or design of the development upon contacting the Dial before You Dig
service, an amendment to the development consent (or a new development application) may
be necessary. Individuals owe asset owners a duty of care that must be observed when
working in the vicinity of plant or assets. It is the individual's responsibility to anticipate and
request the nominal location of plant or assets on the relevant property via contacting the Dial
before you dig service in advance of any construction or planning activities.

The applicant is to advise Council in writing and/or photographs of any signs of existing
damage to the Council roadway, footway, or verge prior to the commencement of any
building/demolition works.

Further information and details on Council's requirements for trees on development sites can
be obtained from the recently adopted Tree Technical Manual, which can be downloaded from
Council's website at the following link, http://www.randwick.nsw.gov.au - Looking after our
environment — Trees — Tree Management Technical Manual; which aims to achieve
consistency of approach and compliance with appropriate standards and best practice
guidelines.

Common Boundary Wall

The applicant is to meet all requirements of NSW Land Registry Services as applicable in
regards to any required vertical or horizontal extension of the cross easements for support
over the common party wall. Confirmation of these requirements should be obtained from a
registered surveyor.
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Development Application Report No. D40/22

Subject: 9 Lucas Avenue, Malabar (DA/247/2020/B)

Proposal: S4.55(2) Modification application to modify the approved development

including ground and first floor extension, internal reconfiguration, new
windows and associated works. Original consent: Demolition of the
existing structures, removal of trees and construction of a two storey
attached dual occupancy.

Ward: South Ward

Applicant: Mr M Zhang

Owner: Mr A Azadi & Ms M Saadet

Cost of works: $1,169,607.00

Reason for referral: The development contravenes the development standard for floor space

ratio by more than 10%.

Recommendation

That the RLPP, as the consent authority, refuse the application made under Section 4.55 of the
Environmental Planning and Assessment Act 1979, as amended, to modify Development
Application No. DA/247/2020 to modify the approved development including ground and first floor
extension, internal reconfiguration, new windows and associated works. Original consent:
Demolition of the existing structures, removal of trees and construction of a two storey attached
dual occupancy, for the following reasons.

1.

The proposal is inconsistent with the objectives of the R2 Low Density Residential zone in
that the proposal does not protect the amenity of the residents and does not recognise the
desirable elements of the existing streetscape and built form.

The proposal is inconsistent with the objectives of Clause 4.4 of Randwick Local
Environmental Plan 2012, in that the size and scale of the development is not compatible
with the desired future character of the locality. The application seeks a large exceedance
of the FSR control of 31.7% leading to an FSR of 0.66:1 instead of the approved 0.5:1.

The proposal is inconsistent with the objectives of Clause 4.4 of Randwick Local
Environmental Plan 2012, in that the filling in of the voids at ground level and the reduced
balcony depth will deprive the proposed development of visual articulation.

The proposal is inconsistent with the objectives of Clause 4.4 of Randwick Local
Environmental Plan 2012, in that the development will adversely impact on the amenity of
adjoining and neighbouring land in terms of overbearing presentation by way of visual bulk.

Section 4.55(3) of the Environmental Planning and Assessment Act 1979 requires
consideration of the reasons given for the grant of consent. It is concluded that consent for
the voids was granted for the specific purpose of improving the amenity to the living areas.
The modification proposes to remove the very amenity which underpinned the original
consent for the voids and is therefore not supportable.
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Subject Site

Submissions received

North

Locality Plan

1. Reason for referral
This application is referred to the Randwick Local Planning Panel (RLPP) because:

e The development contravenes the development standard for floor space ratio by more
than 10%.

2. Site Description and Locality

The site is located in an area that was developed and originally subdivided in the post war era.
As a consequence, the housing stock is newer, but has already substantially been redeveloped
with many lots being further subdivided. The immediately surrounding area contains such
housing.

To the north of the site at Nos 7 and 7A Lucas Avenue is a contemporary two-storey semi-
detached development. In the rear of 7a Lucas Avenue which adjoins the site is a large garage
and an awning. Adjoining the site to the south at No 11 Lucas Avenue is a single storey dwelling
house. Adjoining the site to the east is a single storey brick dwelling house at No 8 Nix Avenue,
and two dwelling houses at Nos 10A and 10B Nix Avenue with one being on a battle axe block
with access from Nix Avenue.

Opposite the site at Nos 20 and 22 Lucas Avenue are two modern two-storey dwelling houses.

Apart from low and medium density housing, the broader area contains a number of schools in
the greater vicinity, the Long Bay Correctional Complex, and facilities including shops, and
recreational facilities such as the golf courses, the coastal walk and national park on the Malabar
Headland.

The site itself is an irregular shaped lot of 733.5m?2 in area, situated on the eastern side of Lucas
Avenue. Currently on site is a single storey dwelling house, which is approved to be demolished
under DA/247/2020, to enable the construction of two-storey dual occupancy (attached)
dwellings.
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3. Details of Current Approval
The original development application was determined by Council on the 10 February 2021.

The approved development is for demolition of the existing structures, removal of trees and
construction of a two storey attached dual occupancy. The approval includes condition 2(a) as
follows:
a) To ensure that the amenity of the dwellings are maintained, the void areas within
the dwellings shall not be converted into gross floor area.

4. Proposal

The application seeks alterations to the original proposal by filing in the voids which were
approved in the building, filling in the undercroft areas at ground level adjacent to the garages,
substantial internal reconfiguration, expansion of the front and rear rooms into the first floor
balconies, new windows and a spa in the rear yard of each dwelling. This modification application
is the same as that originally lodged on 4/06/2021 under DA No. DA/247/2020/A (Mod A), which
was withdrawn on 9 March 2022,

In relation to Mod A, on 21 December 2021, a request for further information was issued by the
assessing town planners with respect to the plans originally lodged with application No
DA/247/2020/A. The request sought deletion of parts of the proposal which added additional floor
space at the ground floor front of the dwellings, certain other amendments, and sought increased
details on the plans including dimensions. Revised plans were provided on 4 February 2022
which sought to address some of the issues identified in the request for further information. Not
all issues were adequately addressed, and an assessment report was prepared for consideration
by the Randwick Local Planning Panel in its March 2022 meeting. Shortly before the RLPP met,
that application was withdrawn by the Applicant on 9/03/2022.

The subject modification application reverts back to that originally lodged on 4/06/2021 under
DA/247/2020/A without the subsequent revisions.

The modification application proposes to amend the consent to DA/247/2020 for 9 Lucas Avenue,
Malabar by seeking the following modifications:

Ground Level

e Extension of the ground floor level adjacent to the garage to provide a new office
/playroom, bathroom and laundry to both dwellings. This includes an extension into the
western part of the courtyard area for Dwelling 1 to be in line with the first floor western
extent of the courtyard

¢ Extension of the ground floor level living area for both dwellings into part of the approved
rear deck

e Internal reconfiguration to both dwellings within the approved building footprint

e Extension of the rear deck, addition of spa to the rear and landscaping works to both
dwellings.

First Level

¢ Internal reconfiguration to both dwellings

¢ Extension of the front, south-western elevation and the rear, north-eastern elevation by
increasing the floor area of the habitable rooms and decreasing the area of the approved
balconies with a consequent reduction in the depth of the front and rear balconies

¢ New main bathroom, walk-in-robe and study in the area of the previously approved void
in Dwelling 1

o New bedroom within the area of the previously approved void in Dwelling 2

e Revised windows and openings for both dwellings

o New skylights above the stairs and the retained stairwell voids.

As a result of the proposed modifications, the application also seeks the following changes to the
conditions of consent:
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Condition 1: Approved Plans and Supporting Documentation
e |tis sought to amend this condition to reflect the new plans.

Condition 2(a): Amendment of Plans and Documentation
e This condition currently states:
“To ensure that the amenity of the dwellings are (sic) maintained, the void areas within
the dwellings shall not be converted into gross floor area.”
e |tis now proposed to fill in the voids with floor space and the applicants state that this is
needed due to change of circumstances.
e This condition is sought to be deleted.

The gross floor area of the proposal is intended to increase by 116m2 from an approved compliant
GFA of 366m? (0.5:1 FSR) to 482m? (0.66:1 FSR) with a variation of 31.7% to the FSR
development standard. This also represents a 31.7% increase in the gross floor area of the
proposal.

5. Section 4.55 Assessment

(a) Section 4.55(2)
Under the provisions of Section 4.55(2) of the Environmental Planning and Assessment Act, 1979
(the Act), as amended, Council may only agree to a modification of an existing Development
Consent if the following criteria have been complied with:-

1. itis satisfied that the development to which the consent as modified relates is substantially
the same development as the development for which the consent was originally granted
and before that consent as originally granted was modified (if at all), and

2. it has consulted with any relevant public authorities or approval bodies, and

3. it has notified the application & considered any submissions made concerning the
proposed modification

An assessment against the above criteria is provided below:
1. Substantially the Same Development

The proposed modifications are not considered to result in a development that will fundamentally
alter the originally approved development.

2. Consultation with Other Approval Bodies or Public Authorities:

The development is not integrated development or development where the concurrence of
another public authority is required.

3. Notification and Consideration of Submissions:

The owners of adjoining and likely affected neighbouring properties were notified of the proposed
development in accordance with the Randwick Comprehensive DCP 2013. No submissions were
received as a result of the notification process.

(b) Section 4.55(3)
Section 4.55(3) of the Environmental Planning and Assessment Act, 1979 (the Act), as amended,
states as follows:

(3) In determining an application for modification of a consent under this section, the
consent authority must take into consideration such of the matters referred to in
section 4.15(1) as are of relevance to the development the subject of the application.
The consent authority must also take into consideration the reasons given by the
consent authority for the grant of the consent that is sought to be modified.
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The last sentence of section 4.55(3) requires the Consent Authority to take into consideration the
reasons given by the consent authority for the original grant of consent. Consideration of this
matter is set out in Key Issues (amenity) below.

Having taken into consideration the reasons given for the grant of consent, it is concluded that
consent for the voids was granted for the specific purpose of improving the amenity to the living
areas.

The modification proposes to remove the very amenity which underpinned the original consent
for the voids and is therefore not supportable.

6. Key Issues

Key issues considered in the assessment relate to the apparent over development of the site as
against the current planning requirements, most particularly the increase in the FSR and the
impact on the amenity of the dwellings.

(a) FSR Exceedance

The modification plans provide for an increase in the GFA from the approved 366m? (and FSR of
0.5:1) to a proposed GFA of 482m? and a GFA of 0.66:1. This is an exceedance of 116m? or a
31.7% exceedance to the control. The site area is 733.5m? and the LEP control is an FSR of
0.5:1 (allowing for a GFA of 366.75m?).

A draft amendment to the Randwick LEP 2012 is currently on exhibition and contemplates the
possible increase of the permissible FSR to 0.6:1 for a dual occupancy on a lot exceeding 600m?2,
however the proposal also exceeds this contemplated increase. It is noted that as the proposed
amendments are on exhibition that they are neither imminent nor certain and are of very limited
influence in determining the proposal.

The increase in the GFA will be perceived as bulk at the ground level due to the filling in of the
undercroft areas, and at the first level due to the increase of the bedroom sizes and the
corresponding decrease in depth of the balconies.

The resultant presentation of the proposed dwellings to the street and to the adjoining properties
is inconsistent with the third objective of the R2 Low Density Residential zone in that the proposal
does not recognise the desirable elements of the existing streetscape, it does not contribute to
the desired future character of the area, and it does not serve to protect the amenity of residents.

It is considered that the exceedance of the FSR control is inconsistent with the first objective in
the FSR control clause 4.4(1)(a) of RLEP 2012, being "to ensure that the size and scale of
development is compatible with the desired future charater of the locality". The level of
exceedance at 31.7% is excessive. The Statement of Environmental Effects refers to 7-7A Lucas
Avenue — an approval from 2010 which included an FSR exceedance subject to a SEPP 1
objection. According to the assessment report of that DA, the FSR control was 0.5:1, and the
approved FSR was 0.53:1. Given the site area, this was an exceedance of 22.6m?2 or 6%. It is not
reasonable to use this appproved exceedance of the FSR to seek to justify an exceedance of
116m2 or a 31.7%. The proposed level of exceedance is not compatible with the desired future
character of the locality and leads to a lack of articulation to the front facade which is not in
harmony with the surrounding streetscape.

The site is in the R2 Low Denisty Residential zone and approved exceedances of this extent is
extremely unusual in that zone because of the difficulty in attaining compatibility with the size and
scale of the desired future character. Nothing in Council's planning documents would support an
envisaged exceedance of controls by this level.

Additionally the reduced balcony depth will result in a ‘flatter’ appearance of the proposed building
particularly at the streetfront, and an increase in its perceived scale. The infill of the undercroft
areas will result in reduced articulation of the fagade and the sides of the building that are visible
from the street, This will also add to visual bulk of the building when viewed from the street. That
bulk arises because of the exceedance of the FSR control. It provides for an unarticulated wall
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length of approximately 15.75 metres, only relieved by the inset (now smaller) balconies on the
first level.The proposal is therefore inconsistent with the objective of the FSR control set out in
clause 4.4(1)(b) which aims to ensure that buldings are well articulated and respond to
environmental and energy needs.

The proposal is also inconsistent with objective 4.4(1)(d) of RLEP 2012 being "to ensure that
development does not adversely impact on the amenity of adjoining and neighbouring land in
terms of visual bulk, loss of privacy, overshadowing and views".

The modification plans increase the visual bulk particularly at the ground level from the street
which add to bulk as perceived by the neighbours and from the street.

(b) Amenity
The external envelope was approved under DA/247/2020 notwithstanding Council’s reservations
about the possible future filling in of the voids which contribute to the bulk of the proposal.

The assessment report for the original application included the following as the only key issue
discussed:

Key Issues and areas of non-compliance
Randwick LEP 2012
Clause 4.4 - Floor Space Ratio
Whilst the proposed development complies with the FSR control, Council has concerns
that the void areas which are meant to provide better amenity to the dwellings will be
converted into floor area in the future. The applicant justified that the void area is necessary
for the following reasons:

e Ourplan is to make the level 1 bedroom wall an internal feature wall matching it

with the stairs material which will goes all the way to the roof. This will create a
very pleasant and light living area.

e By reducing the roof height for the void areas not only we exposed to additional
cost due to different roof levels but more importantly it will completely change our
plan for living/dining area with internal feature wall as well as the lighting.

e | know your concern was around Section 4.55 modification but | can assure you
we have no intention to extend our floor or using such a section.

It is agreed that the void areas would provide increased amenity and for this reason a
condition is included within the consent to ensure the void areas are maintained and are
not converted into floor area in the future.

Based on the provision of voids creating better amenity for the dwellings, approval was granted
and a condition of consent (condition 2(a)) stipulated that the void areas within the dwellings shall
not be converted into gross floor area. The applicants had warranted that this would not happen,
yet the modification application seeks to do just that. The modification application also seeks to
further expand the floor space into the undercroft areas at ground level and into the balconies at
first floor level.

Condition 2(a) was designed to preserve the very amenity of the dwellings which was put forward
by the applicant as justification to approve the voids in the original application. In granting
consent, Council clearly considered the spatial amenity provided by the voids, including the
increased ceiling height, and the increased light to the living areas, all of which could be beneficial
for amenity for the residents. It was the improvement in amenity which was clearly the basis upon
which Council was prepared to approve the voids in the original application. It was also designed
to prevent the very modification that is sought under this application — being to use the void areas
for a later infill of additional GFA which would breach the FSR control.
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The Statement of Environmental Effects now states that that amenity will be enhanced by
removing those voids to provide additional floor space and improve the internal layout. The
applicant now seeks to delete the very reason for which consent was granted for the voids in the
original consent.

The Statement of Environmental Effects in the modification application relies on the ‘Newbury
Principles’ and states that the condition (2(a)) is unreasonable and does not serve a planning
purpose beyond numerical compliance while it inhibits the orderly and economic use of the
proposed development.

It is considered that Condition 2(a) which specifically identifies amenity as the reason for
protection of the voids, clearly has a planning purpose. Given that amenity was both the
justification for the voids by the applicant, and a reason for approval by Council of those voids, it
is a reasonable condition as it seeks to preserve the amenity which underpinned the original
consent. It is noted that the Applicant has not lodged legal proceedings stating that condition 2(a)
breaches the Newbury principles.

The objectives of the R2 Low Density Residential zone include to protect the amenity of residents.
The proposal to remove the voids which were originally approved for the very purpose of providing
improved amenity to the living areas of the dwellings is inconsistent with the attainment of the
objective of protecting the amenity of residents.

7. Referral comments

No referrals were sought.

8. Section 4.15 Assessment

The site has been inspected and the application has been assessed having regard to Section
4.15 of the Environmental Planning and Assessment Act, 1979, as amended.

Section 4.15 ‘Matters for | Comments
>onsideration’

section 4.15 (1)(@)(i) - | State Environment Planning Policy (Building Sustainability
>rovisions of any | Index: BASIX) 2004.

:nvironmental planning

1strument Standard conditions of consent requiring the continued compliance

of the development with the SEPP: BASIX were included in the
original determination.

The applicant has submitted a new BASIX certificate. The plans havt
been checked with regard to this new certificate and they ar
consistent with the requirements indicated for DA stage. Standart
conditions of consent requiring the continued compliance of the
development with the SEPP:BASIX were included in the origina
determination.

Randwick Local Environmental Plan 2012

The proposal exceeds the FSR control under the LEP by 31.7%. Nc
clause 4.6 request is required for a modification application. The
proposal is inconsistent with the objectives of the R2 zone and
Clause 4.4 of the RLEP 2012.

section 4.15(2)(a)(ii) — | There are amendments to the RLEP 2012 regarding the FSR for dus
’rovisions of any draft | occupancies, which in this case would provide for a maximum FSF
:nvironmental planning | of 0.6:1. The draft is on exhibition and is not imminent and certain. It
astrument any event the proposal still exceeds the proposed revised FSF

control for the site
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Section  4.15(1)(a)(iii) -
Provisions of any
development control plan

The development remains mostly compliant with the objectives and
controls of the Randwick Comprehensive DCP 2013, however is
inconsistent with the FSR control in the Building Envelope controls. It
is also inconsistent with the objectives of the building design
provisions in clause 4 concerning in that the proposed modifications
lead to a form, scale, massing which is inconsistent with surrounding
built context and a lack or articulation in the front facade such that it
does not complement or enhance the existing streetscape and
neighbourhood character. The modifications ae also inconsistent with
the objectives of clause 4.3 of the RDCP 2013 Part C1 in that the
configuration, scale, massing and proportions of the dual
occupancies are not compatible with other dwellings in the street. The
proposal fails to meet the control to articulate the front facade, as it
reduces the articulation which has been approved.

Section  4.15(1)(a)(iia) —
Provisions of any Planning
Agreement or draft Planning
Agreement

Not applicable.

Section  4.15(1)(a)(iv) -
Provisions of the regulations

The relevant clauses of the Regulations have been satisfied.

Section 4.15(1)(b) - The
likely impacts of the
development, including
environmental impacts on the
natural and built environment
and social and economic
impacts in the locality

The proposed modifications will have an adverse impact on the built
environment. The proposal is inconsistent with the residential
character of the locality.

Section 4.15(1)(c) - The
suitability of the site for the
development

The site has been assessed as being suitable for the development in
the original development consent.

The modified development will remain substantially the same as the
originally approved development, however, is not considered to meet
the relevant objectives and performance requirements in the RDCP
2013 and RLEP 2012. The proposed modifications will adversely
affect the character or amenity of the locality and the amenity of the
residents.

Section 4.15(1)(d) — Any
submissions made in
accordance with the EP&A
Act or EP&A Regulation

No submissions were received in relation to this modification
application in the course of the notification period.

Section 4.15(1)(e) - The
public interest

The proposal to modify the original consent will result in adverse
environmental impacts on the locality and the deletion of the amenity
features which underpinned the original consent. Accordingly, the
proposal is considered not to be in the public interest.

9. Conclusion

The proposed modifications are not supported for the following reasons:

1. The proposal is inconsistent with the objectives of the R2 Low Density Residential zone
in that the proposal does not protect the amenity of the residents and does not recognise
the desirable elements of the existing streetscape and built form.

2. The proposal is inconsistent with the objectives of Clause 4.4 of Randwick Local
Environmental Plan 2012, in that the size and scale of the development is not compatible
with the desired future character of the locality. The application seeks a large exceedance
of the FSR control of 31.7% leading to an FSR of 0.66:1 instead of the approved 0.5:1.
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The proposal is inconsistent with the objectives of Clause 4.4 of Randwick Local
Environmental Plan 2012, in that the filling in of the voids at ground level and the reduced
balcony depth will deprive the proposed development of visual articulation.

The proposal is inconsistent with the objectives of Clause 4.4 of Randwick Local
Environmental Plan 2012, in that the development will adversely impact on the amenity
of adjoining and neighbouring land in terms of overbearing presentation by way of visual
bulk.

Section 4.55(3) of the Environmental Planning and Assessment Act 1979 requires
consideration of the reasons given for the grant of consent. It is concluded that consent
for the voids was granted for the specific purpose of improving the amenity to the living
areas. The maodification proposes to remove the very amenity which underpinned the
original consent for the voids and is therefore not supportable.

Attachment/s:

Nil

Responsible officer: Urban Perspectives, Town Planners

File Reference: DA/247/2020/B
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Development Application Report No. D41/22

Subject: 81 Denning Street, South Coogee (DA/761/2012/D)

Proposal: S4.55 (2) Modification of the approved development to delete DA

condition 2A to allow for the extension of lift access and the enclosure of
the rooftop terrace stair and access ramp.

Applicant: Mr P Douroudis

Owner: Ms M Douroudis

Cost of works: $32,450.00

Ward: East Ward

Reason for referral: Variation to FSR by more than 10%

Recommendation

That the RLPP, as the consent authority, refuse the application made under Section 4.55 of the
Environmental Planning and Assessment Act 1979, as amended, to modify Development
Application No. DA/761/2012/D for modification of the approved development including the
deletion of condition 2A to extend the lift access to the rooftop terrace and the enclosure of the
rooftop terrace stair and access ramp, at No. 81 Denning Street, South Coogee for the following
reasons:

1.

Non-compliance with Land Use Table of the RLEP 2012

The proposal is inconsistent with the objectives of the R2 Low Density Residential zone.
Specifically, the development fails to achieve the following:

a. The proposal does not recognise the desirable elements of the existing
streetscape and built form or, in precincts undergoing transition, that contribute
to the desired future character of the area.

b. The proposal does not protect the amenity of residents.
Non-compliance with Clause 4.3 (Building Height) of the RLEP 2012

The proposal does not comply with the 9.5m height of buildings development standard
listed under Clause 4.3 of the RLEP 2012. The proposed variation is not supported, given
that it is inconsistent with the relevant objectives of the ‘height of buildings’ development
standard whereby the proposal will result in a finished development form that will be
inconsistent with the desired future character of the locality and does not minimise its
amenity impacts upon neighbouring land.

Non-compliance with Clause 4.4 (Floor Space Ratio) of the RLEP 2012

The proposal does not comply with the 0.75:1 floor space ratio development standard
listed under Clause 4.4 of the RLEP 2012. The proposed variation is not supported, given
that it is inconsistent with the relevant objectives of the ‘height of buildings’ development
standard whereby the proposal will result in a finished development form that will be
inconsistent with the desired future character of the locality and does not minimise its
amenity impacts upon neighbouring land.
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4. Clause 6.7 (Foreshore Scenic Protection Area) of the RLEP 2012

The proposal is inconsistent with the objectives of the foreshore scenic protection area.
Specifically, the development fails to achieve the following:

a.

The proposal has not been located and designed to minimise its visual impact on
public areas of the coastal scenic protection area arising from the excessive bulk
and scale of the proposal, and therefore does not achieve Clause 6.7(3)(a).

The proposal does not positively contribute to the scenic quality of the coastal scenic
protection area due to the excessive bulk and scale of the proposal, and therefore
does not achieve Clause 6.7(3)(b).

The proposal is inconsistent with objective (d) pursuant to Clause 6.7(1) in that the
proposal is excessive in height, bulk and scale and will have unacceptable impacts
on the visual environment and scenic qualities of the coastal scenic protection area.

Non-compliances with the Randwick Comprehensive Development Control Plan
2013 (RDCP 2013)

The proposal does not comply with the following provisions of the RDCP 2013:

a.

Pursuant to Part 3.1, Section C1 of RDCP 2013, the proposed non-compliance with
the floor space ratio development standard is not supported.

Pursuant to Part 3.2, Section C1 of RDCP 2013, the proposed non-compliance with
the building height development standard is not supported.

Pursuant to Part C1, Section 3.2, the proposal does not comply with the 7m external
wall height objectives and controls in that the second floor level has not been
designed as habitable roof space and includes a 2.73m external wall height non-
compliance.

Pursuant to Part C1, Section 3.3, the proposal does not uphold the objectives and
achieve compliance with the 1.8m side setback control at the second floor level.

Pursuant to Part 4.4, Section C1 of RDCP 2013, the proposal does not uphold the
objectives and achieve compliance with Roof Design and Features, given the roof
addition does not integrate or conform with the existing pitched roof form and is
located within the front portion of the dwelling resulting in visual bulk impacts to the
public domain.

Pursuant to Part 5.1, Section C1 of RDCP 2013, the proposal does not uphold the
objectives and achieve compliance with solar access and overshadowing noting that
the proposed roof addition exceeds the height limit, floor space ratio and encroaches
within the 1.8 side setback, resulting in further impacts to the living room and open
space areas of adjoining properties.

Pursuant to Part B10, the bulk and scale of the proposal is not considered a positive
visual outcome for the site as seen from the public domain and the foreshore scenic
protection area.

6. Public Interest

The proposal is not in the public interest as the building proposes significant deviations from
both the numerical and merit-based controls.

Attachment/s:

Nil
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Submissions received

Note — 1 Individual submission and 4 petition submissions from

property owners outside of the immediate locality. North

Locality Plan

1. Reason for referral

This application is referred to the Randwick Local Planning Panel (RLPP) as it is made under
Section 4.55(2) of the Environmental Planning and Assessment Act (1979) and the proposal results
in variation to the development standard for floor space ratio by more than 10%.

The original development application (DA/761/2012) was approved under delegation.
Notwithstanding, the previous modification DA/761/2012/C for the provision of accessible pathway,
modifications to the lobby and stair, addition of a new lift, internal reconfiguration, changes to
windows and doors and associated works was considered by the RLPP on 13 May 2021. This
application was referred to RLPP as a Section 4.55(2) modification that received more than 10
unigue submissions by way of objection and the proposal also resulted in variation to the
development standard for floor space ratio by more than 10%.

2. Site Description and Locality

The subject property is Lot A DP 358843, known as 81 Denning Street, South Coogee and has a
site area of 373.4m2. The subject property currently contains an existing part two and part three
storey detached dwelling house.

The surrounding area consists of low-density residential development predominately characterised
by single or two storey built from facing the street with part 3 storey or part 4 storey dwelling houses
and dual occupancies to the rear due to the typography of the sites which significantly drops towards
the rear and the foreshore situated further to the east of the site. The more recent development
within the immediate locality are modern contemporary houses being of larger scale and nature.

3. Details of Current Approval

The following works, determinations and proposals are relevant to the subject modification to the
existing consent:
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4.

A Development Application (DA/761/2012) for alterations and additions to the existing
dwelling house including new upper level additions and new rear swimming pool was lodged
on 22 November 2012 and approved under delegated authority on 5 July 2013. This
application was notified for a period of 14 days from 28 November 2012 till 12 December
2012 and a total of 3 objections were received during the notification period.

This approval allows an overall height of building and external wall height of 9.95m and
FSR of 0.82:1. The approved development was considered to be consistent with the
corresponding objectives and performance requirements of the previous DCP.

It should be noted that the original DA was assessed under the previous LEP and DCP (i.e.
LEP 1998 and DCP — Dwelling Houses and Attached Dual Occupancies) where there was
no numerical controls in relation to the overall building height for dwelling houses.

A Section 96(2) application (DA/761/2012/A) to modify the approved development by
addition of a roof terrace, internal changes and addition of window to bedroom 5 was lodged
on 29 November 2013. The adjoining neighbours were notified. The applicant was advised
that Council could not support the application.

An appeal to the Land and Environment Court was lodged by the applicant and the
application was approved as a result of a Section 34 conference by the Land and
Environment Court on 19 June 2014. As a result of the Court’s consent, the overall height
of the building has been increased by up to approximately 1.6m to the highest point of the
roof only. The remaining portion of the building (i.e. parapet walls) is only 200mm higher
than the original approval.

A Section 96(1A) application (DA/761/2012/B) to reconstruct sections of the existing walls
on the southern side of the dwelling was approved under delegated authority on 11 July
2014. This application is minor as it only relates to the reconstruction of existing dilapidated
walls in the same location that will not result in any additional amenity impact and was not
required to be notified under the provisions under the Randwick Comprehensive
Development Control Plan 2013.

A Construction Certificate for the approved building works was issued by a Private Certifier
on 15 August 2014.

A Section 4.55(2) application (DA/761/2012/C) for the provision of accessible pathway,
modifications to the lobby and stair, addition of a new lift, internal reconfiguration, changes
to windows and doors and associated works was approved by the Randwick Local Planning
Panel on 13 May 2021.

As a part of this most recent modification, the Panel endorsed the adoption of the following
condition 2A, which excluded the roof terrace lift and roof extension from the previous
approval:

2A. The upper portion of the lift core and new roof above the existing dwelling shall be
deleted. The height of the lift core including the associated lobby area shall not exceed
RL56.19. Details of compliance are to be submitted to and approved by Council’s
Manager Development Assessment prior to the issue of Construction Certificate.

The abovementioned rooftop additions are proposed for reinstatement under the subject
modification proposal through the deletion of condition 2A.

Proposal

The application is seeking the deletion of condition 2A to extend the lift access to the rooftop terrace
and enclose the rooftop terrace stair and access ramp, in accordance with the configuration
previously proposed under modification application No. DA/761/2012/C.

In comparison with the previous modification, the following design changes have been made to the

proposed rooftop lift and roof enclosure:
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e Overall lift and roof terrace parapet wall increased from RL 57.670 (9.31m) to RL 58.090
(9.73m) resulting in a breach of the 9.5m building height limit and further non-compliance
with the 7m wall height control.

e The proposed roof enclosure has been extended to cover the stairwell and access ramp,
resulting in an increase to GFA from the approved 326.57m?2 (0.87:1) to 332.44m?2 (0.89:1).

e The southern side boundary setback of the lift shaft and rooftop enclosure has been
increased from 830mm to 900mm as required under approved consent condition 2C.

e The lift and roof enclosure material treatment have been altered from a rendered solid wall
to a transparent glazed panel finish.

5. Section 4.55 Assessment

Under the provisions of Section 4.55 of the Environmental Planning and Assessment Act, 1979 (the
Act), as amended, Council may only agree to a modification of an existing Development Consent if
the following criteria have been complied with:-

1. itis satisfied that the development to which the consent as modified relates is substantially
the same development as the development for which the consent was originally granted and
before that consent as originally granted was modified (if at all), and

2. it has consulted with any relevant public authorities or approval bodies, and

3. it has notified the application & considered any submissions made concerning the proposed
modification

An assessment against the above criteria is provided below:
1. Substantially the Same Development

The proposed modification is not considered to result in a development that will fundamentally alter
the originally approved development. The additional FSR and height of the development arise from
the enclosure of the approved stairwell access and the extension of the lift shaft from the first floor
to the roof terrace. The lift shaft and extended roof section over the stairwell would predominantly
relate to areas approved under the previous modification and proposes an ancillary change to the
residential use to facilitate equitable (mobility impaired) and sheltered access to the roof terrace.

The changes to the overall external building envelope are limited to a portion of the southern
elevation and will not comparatively alter the approved development in a manner that is considered
a substantial redesign of the existing dwelling house. It is also noted that departures to the height
limit and FSR limit have been previously considered on merit as a part of the subject application
history. Accordingly, the subject application relates to development which is substantially the same
as the original development.

Notwithstanding, Council is not in support of the proposed roof additions due to the lack of
integration of the subject design with the existing pitched roof form, along with the view loss and
visual bulk impacts that would result from the subject modification’s visual prominence from the
street frontage. Further discussion is provided as a part of the Key Issues section of this report.

In reviewing the application’, the test to ascertain whether the modification will result in substantially
the same development is as follows:

In “Moto Projects (No 2) Pty Ltd v North Sydney Council [1999] NSWLEC 280" where at paragraphs
55 and 56, Bignold J described the process for consideration of a proposed modification of
development as;

“The requisite factual finding obviously requires a comparison between the development, as
currently approved, and the development as proposed to be modified. The result of the comparison
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must be a finding that the modified development is “essentially or materially” the same as the
approved development.”

Response
The proposed lift core addition and roof enclosure to the approved roof terrace access zone is not

considered to be a significant external built form amendment in the context of the overall approved
development.

The modification predominantly relates to the roof terrace circulation area previously approved
under DA/761/2012/C. As such, it is considered that the proposed modification satisfies the
requirements for assessment within Section 4.55 (2) of the Act, given that the amendment does not
result in a significant material departure from the approved built form.

“The comparative task does not merely involve a comparison of the physical features or
components of the development as approved and modified where that comparative exercise is
undertaken in some type of sterile vacuum. Rather, the comparison involves an appreciation,
qualitative, as well as quantitative, of the developments being compared in their proper contexts
(including the circumstances in which the development consent was granted).”

Response
The proposed amendments are limited to a transient roof terrace access area adjacent to the

southern side elevation, with the use and configuration of this area predominantly approved in the
previous modification. The proposal solely relates to the extension of the lift core within this zone
and the roof enclosure of the approved stair and ramp access. Council also notes that variations to
building height and FSR have been considered on merit in previous applications.

As such, the proposed modifications are considered to not result in a development that will
fundamentally alter the original approval to date.

2. Consultation with Other Approval Bodies or Public Authorities:

The development is not integrated development or development where the concurrence of another
public authority is required.

3. Notification and Consideration of Submissions:

The owners of adjoining and likely affected neighbouring properties were notified of the proposed
development in accordance with the Randwick Comprehensive DCP 2013. In response a total of
seven individual submissions were received, including the following six submissions:

21A Nymboida Street, South Coogee
23 Nymboida Street, South Coogee
5/203A Malabar Road, South Coogee
202 Malabar Road, South Coogee
4/218 Malabar Road, South Coogee
119 Oberon Street, Coogee

In addition, four duplicate petition style submissions were received from:
410/108 Maroubra Road, Maroubra

1027/6 Spring Street, Rosebery

1 Wattle Street, Rydalmere

No address provided
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Issue

Comment

Application should have been lodged as a new
DA and not as a modification

The submission raises concerns with the
application being lodged under the provisions
of Clause 4.55 despite the variations to
development standards and the scope of the
changes proposed.

The proposed modifications are considered to
be substantially the same and will not result in
a significant material change from the approved
development, given that the proposal relates to
the modification of the approved roof terrace
access area.

FSR variation
Further exceedance of the FSR control should
not be supported.

Agreed, it is noted that the increase of the FSR
to 0.89:1 will result in further environmental,
and amenity impacts to neighbouring
properties and is subsequently not supported.

Notification to neighbouring properties
A number of concerns were raised regarding
notification of the application.

The subject application was publicly exhibited
and re-exhibited in accordance with Council’s
Community Participation Plan for 14 days in
accordance with the previous modification area
and objectors.

Precedent of Overdevelopment
The submissions raise concerns with regards
to the variations to the standards setting
precedent for overdevelopment.

Noted, the application is not supported due to
the proposed control variations and is
recommended for refusal.

Building Wall Height
Further exceedance of the 7m height
requirement, should not be supported.

Agreed, the proposed wall height variation is
not supported and is addressed in the body of
this report.

View Sharing
The submissions raise concerns with overall

view sharing impacts upon their property.

This concern is addressed within the body of
the report.

In summary, the view sharing impacts are
considered to be moderate and the application
is recommended for refusal.

Side Boundary Setback Breach

The submission raises concerns with regards
to the proposed side boundary setback
variation.

This element is assessed within the body of the
report. Notwithstanding, the side boundary
setback is not considered acceptable for the
portion of terrace roof enclosure within 900mm
and is not compliant with the DCP provision.

Breach of the Height Control

The submission raises concerns with regards
to the breaching of the height control
development standard.

Agreed, the proposed lift area and roof
enclosure subject to this assessment will
breach the 9.5m height control and is not
supported.

Air Circulation

The submission raises concerns with regards
to circulation and air movement with particular
reference to sea breezes.

The proposal does not propose any change to
built form separation. The existing setbacks
allow for adequate circulation between
buildings.

Solar Access Impacts

The submission raises concerns with regards
to any impacts upon solar access and
overshadowing.

Solar Access impacts are addressed within the
body of this report.

In summary, the proposed exacerbation of
overshadowing impacts are not supported.
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Issue

Comment

Privacy Impacts
The submission raises concerns with regards

to privacy from the glass lift areas and the
rooftop enclosure.

The lift shaft and lift proper are all transient
areas and not “habitable” spaces as defined.
The lift and stairways are not occupied for any
great amount of time and are not used for long
term occupation being strictly and clearly,
access areas. Further, the proposed stairwell
and ramp access was approved under the
previous modification and the proposed
amendments would not substantially alter the
sight lines from this portion of the dwelling. .

Therefore, overlooking and privacy impacts will
be at the minimum in this part of the building.

Acoustic Impacts from the lift
The submission raises concerns with regards
to the noise generated from the lift.

An existing condition of consent is in place to
ensure the design and operation of the lifts,
remains below 5dBa as required by the POEO
Act and Associated regulations.

Streetscape character
The proposal is inconsistent with the future
desired character of the area.

Agreed, the proposed lift access and roof
enclosure will result in a roof form that is
inconsistent with the locality and that generates
further environmental impacts.

Bulk and scale
The proposal results in excessive bulk and
scale impacts.

Agreed, the proposed roof addition, height
breach, wall height variation and FSR variation
contributes to further bulk and scale impacts.

Construction Noise
The noise associated with the continued
renovation of the development.

The noise impacts associated with construction
would be temporary and conditions are in place
to regulate noise and vibration levels. The
proposal will not alter these existing provisions.

Public Interest
The proposed amendments are not in the
public interest.

Noted, the application is not supported due to
the resultant adverse environmental impacts
outlined within this report.

4, Randwick Local Environmental Plan 2012 (LEP)

The site is zoned Residential R2 Low Density under Randwick Local Environmental Plan 2012 and

the proposal is permissible with consent.

The proposal is inconsistent with the following objectives of the zone, given the proposed roof
additions will not the proposed activity and built form will not enhance the aesthetic character of the

area or protect the amenity of the local residents.

The following development standards in the RLEP 2012 apply to the proposal:

Clause Development Proposal Compliance
Standard (Yes/No)

Cl 4.3: Building height (max) 9.5m 9.73m (measured | NO (refer to
to the top of the lift | discussion
extension) below)

Cl 4.4: Floor space ratio (max) 0.75:1 0.89:1 NO (refer to

discussion
below)

5. Key Issues

Clause 4.3 - Height of Buildings and Clause 4.4 Floor Space Ratio

Height of Buildings

The subject site has a maximum building height limit of 9.5m and the new lift extension and terrace
roof enclosure has a proposed height of 9.73m, which is 2.42% (or 230mm) above the allowable
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maximum. The proposal seeks to vary the development standards contained within the Randwick
Local Environmental Plan 2012 (RLEP 2012) as follows:

Clause Development Standard Proposal Variation (%)
Building Height 9.5m 9.73m (measured to | 2.42%

the top of the lift

extension)

Floor Space Ratio
The subject site has an area of 373.4m2. The maximum FSR for dwelling houses on land zoned
R2 with a lot size more than 300m?2 but not more than 450m2 is 0.75:1 (280.05m? of GFA).

The current approved FSR on the site is 0.87:1 (326.57m? of GFA). The subject modification
proposes the increase of the FSR to 0.89:1 (332.44m? of GFA), which is 18.7% (52.39m? of GFA)
above the allowable maximum standard. The proposal seeks to vary the development standard
contained within the Randwick Local Environmental Plan 2012 (RLEP 2012) as follows:

Clause Development Standard | Current approved | prgposal Variation
(%)
Floor space ratio | 0.75:1 0.87:1 0.89:1 18.7%
(GFA 280.05m?) (GFA 326.57m?) (GFA 332.44m?) | (52.39m?)

Legal Framework for variations
It is noted that the proposed modification is not captured by the provisions of Clause 4.6 of the
Randwick LEP.

The relevant judgments (originating with North Sydney Council v Michael Standley & Associates
Pty Ltd [1998] NSWSC 163) indicate that section 4.55 is a ‘free-standing provision’, meaning that
“a modification application may be approved notwithstanding the development would be in breach
of an applicable development standard were it the subject of an original development application”.

Therefore, a section 4.55 modification application can be approved even though it would contravene
a development standard, without the requirement of a Clause 4.6 request to the vary the standard.

Section 4.55 (3) continues to require the consent authority to take into consideration the matters
referred to in Section 4.15, which in turn include the provision of any environmental planning
instrument. The assessment is provided below.

Assessment against the objectives

Height of Buildings
The objectives of the Building Height standard are set out in Clause 4.3(1) of RLEP 2012. The
objectives are addressed as follows:

(a) toensure thatthe size and scale of development is compatible with the desired future character
of the locality

The upper level of the lift core and the new roof will contribute to additional visual bulk and will not
be compatible with the desired future character of the locality. This roof extension will also result in
further side setback, roof design and overshadowing non-compliances. In addition, the view sharing
assessment has indicated that a moderate impact results from the upper areas of the lift structure.
As such, it is recommended that condition 2A be retained to uphold consistency with the objective.

(b) to ensure that development is compatible with the scale and character of contributory buildings
in a conservation area or near a heritage item,

The development is not within a conservation area nor is it within the vicinity of a heritage item.

(c) to ensure that development does not adversely impact on the amenity of adjoining and
neighbouring land in terms of visual bulk, loss of privacy, overshadowing and views.
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Whilst the bulk of the proposed additional area is limited to the southern side of the existing dwelling,
the upper portion of the lift core and new roof addition will result in additional visual bulk,
overshadowing and loss of views. For these reasons, condition 2A is recommended for retention
to maintain consistency with this objective.

Floor Space Ratio
The objectives of the Floor Space Ratio standard are set out in Clause 4.4(1) of RLEP 2012. The
objectives are addressed as follows:

(a) toensure thatthe size and scale of development is compatible with the desired future character
of the locality

Unsatisfactory, as above.
(b) to ensure that buildings are well articulated and respond to environmental and energy needs

Condition 2A is recommended for retention to satisfy the objective and remove the side setback
deficiency that would result from the addition of the upper floor lift core and roof enclosure within
900mm of the southern side setback and result in further overshadowing impacts to the adjoining

property.

(c) toensure that development is compatible with the scale and character of contributory buildings
in a conservation area or near a heritage item,

Unsatisfactory, as above.

(d) to ensure that development does not adversely impact on the amenity of adjoining and
neighbouring land in terms of visual bulk, loss of privacy, overshadowing and views.

Unsatisfactory, as above.

Overall, whilst the provisions of Clause 4.6 are not strictly applicable to the proposed modifications,
it is recommended that condition 2A is retained and the subject modification is refused to uphold
consistency with the objectives, having regard to those matters under Section 4.15(1) of the EP&A
Act.

View sharing assessment

Introduction

Sharing of views is a design performance requirement in the Randwick Local Environmental Plan
2012 and Randwick Council’'s Development Control Plan 2013, given that the proposal site is
mapped within the Foreshore scenic protection area.

The objectives of the view sharing control are as follows:

= To acknowledge the value of views to significant scenic elements, such as ocean, bays,
coastlines, watercourses, bushland and parks; as well as recognised icons, such as city
skylines, landmark buildings / structures and special natural features.

= To protect and enhance views from the public domain, including streets, parks and
reserves.

= To ensure development is sensitively and skilfully designed to maintain a reasonable
amount of views from the neighbouring dwellings and the public domain.

Controls
i) The location and design of dwellings and outbuildings must reasonably maintain existing

view corridors or vistas from the neighbouring dwellings, streets and public open space
areas.
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i) In assessing potential view loss impacts on the neighbouring dwellings, retaining existing
views from the living areas (such as living room, dining room, lounge and kitchen) should
be given a priority over those obtained from the bedrooms and non-habitable rooms.

i)  Where a design causes conflicts between retaining views for the public domain and
private properties, priority must be given to view retention for the public domain.

iv)  The design of fences and selection of plant species must minimise obstruction of views
from the neighbouring dwellings and the public domain.

v)  Adopt a balanced approach to privacy protection and view sharing, and avoid the creation
of long and massive blade walls or screens that obstruct views from the neighbouring
dwellings and the public domain.

vi)  Clearly demonstrate any steps or measures adopted.

An assessment of the proposed development and its impact on views is carried out in accordance
with the Land and Environment Court planning principle after Roseth SC pp.25-29 in Tenacity
Consulting v Warringah [2004] NSWLEC 140. This assessment is guided by a four step process
identified by the Land and Environment Court.

1. Quality of views:

Step 1. “The first step is the assessment of views to be affected. Water views are valued more
highly than land views. Iconic views (e.g. of the Opera House, the Harbour Bridge or North Head)
are valued more highly than views without icons. Whole views are valued more highly than partial
views, e.g. a water view in which the interface between land and water is visible is more valuable
than one in which it is obscured.”

Response:
Referring to the photographs provided by the resident at 202 Malabar Road and 21A Nymboida

Street, the views are partial ocean views. No iconic or significant views are impeded, there is a
minor nexus between sea and land visible. It is noted that these views are gained across two
separate streets and a park area and thus, at a distance from both objectors’ properties. The view
is a partial view due to existing developments.
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Figure 2: View from the front of No. 202 Malabar Roa Source: Objectors Submission
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Figure 3: View from habitable

Please note further photographs from this property are available within Council documents and are able to be viewed by
the panel on request. These photographs are included with written permission from the resident.
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Figure 4: View from rear private open space of No. 21A Nymboida Street Source: Objectors Submission

2. From what part of the property are the views obtained?

Step 2. The second step is to consider from what part of the property the views are obtained. For
example the protection of views across side boundaries is more difficult than the protection of views
from front and rear boundaries. In addition, whether the view is enjoyed from a standing from a
standing or sitting position may also be relevant. Sitting views are more difficult to protect than
standing views. The expectation to retain side views and sitting views is often unrealistic.

Response:
The views are gained across the front boundary on Malabar Road and along the side boundaries

of Nymboida Street. These views are gained from both the kitchen, dining/living and private open
space areas (as per photographs), from both standing and siting positions.

3. An assessment of the extent of the impact?

Step 3. The third step is to assess the extent of the impact. This should be done for the whole of
the property, not just for the view that is affected. The impact on views from living areas is more
significant than from bedrooms or service areas (though views from kitchens are highly valued
because people spend so much time in them). The impact may be assessed quantitatively, but in
many cases this can be meaningless. For example, it is unhelpful to say that the view loss is 20%
if it includes one of the sails of the Opera House. It is usually more useful to assess the view loss
qualitatively as negligible, minor, moderate, severe or devastating.
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Response:
When considering the entire property, the location of the objector’s sites and the extent of the

existing view, the impact is moderate. This is due to the extent of the view itself and the built form
being focussed within one particular element of the vista. It should be noted that the remaining areas
of these views are maintained.

4. An assessment of the reasonableness of the proposal that is causing the impact?

Step 4. The fourth step is to assess the reasonableness of the proposal that is causing the impact.
A development that complies with all the planning controls would be considered more reasonable
than one that breaches them. Where an impact on views arises as a result of non compliance with
one or more planning controls, even a more impact may be considered unreasonable. With a
complying proposal, the question should be asked whether a more skilful design could provide the
applicant with the same development potential and amenity and reduce the impact of views of
neighbours. If the answer to that question is no, then the view impact of a complying development
would probably be considered acceptable and the view sharing reasonable.

Response
The key built form control is the height and bulk of the proposed development. The modification

proposal results in an external built form outcome that compromises the approved roof form and
that fails to comply with the overall building height of 9.5m, FSR, side boundary setback and external
wall height.

In terms of the design changes proposed under the subject maodification, it is noted that the roof
addition has incorporated glazed panels to all elevations in the aim of preserving sight lines to the
foreshore. However, it is still considered that views would be obscured by the overall size of the
metal framed structure and that this glazed material treatment particularly facing the western street
frontage has the potential for increased solar glare resulting in additional view corridor impacts.

As demonstrated in the above assessment, the proposal has the potential to adversely affect the
view from the nearby property owners. Accordingly, it is recommended that Condition 2A be retained
to not permit the upper portion of the lift core and associated changes to the roof form and ensure
the proposal is more in line with the expected outcome of the DCP that aims to minimise the extent
of view loss from the nearby properties.

Given the above reasons, the subject modification is recommended for refusal to maintain view
sharing between the site and the neighbouring properties further to the west.

Foreshore Protection Area
Noting the above assessment, it is also considered that the proposed bulk and scale of the
development does not comply with the following objectives of the foreshore protection area:

a) torecognise, protect and enhance the natural, visual and environmental qualities of the
scenic areas of the coastline,

b) to protect and improve visually prominent areas adjoining the coastal foreshore,

d) to ensure development in these areas is appropriate for the location and does not detract
from the scenic qualities of the coast.

Randwick DCP 2013 - Part C1: Low Density Residential

Section 3.2 Building Height (External Wall heights)

Referring to Figure 5, the new glazed curtain wall element proposed has a variation to the 7m
external wall height up to 2.73m across a distance of 5m or 18% of the side boundary.

The following is an assessment against the underlying objectives relating to the controls:
e To ensure development height establishes a suitable scale to the street and contributes to

its character.
Comment
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The proposed rooftop lift and roof extension is positioned within the front portion of the existing
dwelling and visually prominent from the adjoining street perspective. It is noted in this regard
that the proposed modification has an overall building height and wall height above the
respective control requirements and results in a roof form addition that is inconsistent with the
scale and character of development within the immediate streetscape and the wider locality.

Further, due to moderate view loss impacts as assessed against Tenacity Consulting v
Warringah [2004] NSWLEC 140, consent condition 2A is to be retained requiring the top floor of
the lift structure to be deleted from the approved plans and for the lift to terminate within the first
floor envelope.

e To ensure development height does not cause unreasonable impacts upon the
neighbouring dwellings in terms of overshadowing, view loss, privacy and visual amenity.

Comment

These environmental impacts have been assessed within the body of this report. In summary,
the proposed modification has shown to have an impact upon the views enjoyed by the
dwellings to the west and will significantly increase the visual bulk of the development from the
street perspective. As such, consent condition 2A is recommended for retention to uphold the
requirement for the deletion of the upper floor lift and the roof extension.
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Figure 5: West Elevation Source: Fox Johnson
e To ensure the form and massing of development respect the topography of the site.

Comment

The modification results in the alteration of the existing roof form in a manner that increases the
massing of the development from the street frontage and the southern side boundary. The
proposed lift and roof extension presents as an additional storey at roof level from the
streetscape perspective and will exceed Council’s building and wall height requirements. In this
regard, the location of the lift extension and roof extension is an inappropriate response to the
topographical characteristics of the site.

Sub-section 3.3 - Setbacks

The following table outlines the relevant side setback controls:
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Dwelling Houses & Dual Occupancies (Attached & Detached)

Frontage width Ground storey First storey Second storey &
above

Frontage width = 13.715m 1.2m 1.2m 1.8m

Frontage widths greater than
12m.

Referring to Figure 6, the assessment of the side boundary setback is as follows:

Objectives

To maintain or establish a consistent rhythm of street setbacks and front gardens that

[ ]
contributes to the character of the neighbourhood.
Comment
The proposal will not alter the approved front setback.
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Figure 6: Floorplan shown setback variation Source: Fox Johnson
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e To ensure the form and massing of development complement and enhance the streetscape

character.

Comment
In comparison with the immediate Denning Street streetscape, the proposed roof addition is not
consistent with the existing built form. Accordingly, condition 2A is recommended for retention

to preserve the design of the existing pitched roof form.
e To ensure adequate separation between neighbouring buildings for visual and acoustic
privacy and solar access.

Comment

The proposed roof addition result in a deficient separation distance that reduces solar access

and sunlight between buildings.
e Toreserve adequate areas for the retention or creation of private open space and deep soll
planting.

Comment

These areas are maintained in their current locations and not impacted upon by the variation to

the side boundary setback.
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e To enable areasonable level of view sharing between a development and the neighbouring
dwellings and the public domain.

Comment:

Any impacts on view sharing have been addressed within the body of this report and are
assessed against the four (4) step process outlined within Tenacity Consulting v Warringah
[2004] NSWLEC 140. In summary, it was determined that the proposed roof addition would
result in a moderate view impact to properties further to the west of the site.

The specific side setback controls are to be addressed below:
Sub-section 3.3.2 - Side setbacks

Controls
i)  Comply with the minimum side setbacks as follows:

The lift shaft and roof extension is proposed to be setback 900mm from the southern side boundary
for a distance of 5m or 18% of the total side boundary on the rooftop level. The proposed side
setback is not supported for the following reasons:

e The proposed setback of the upper level lift core and roof extension is not consistent with
neighbouring properties and the provided setbacks result in building separation distances
that impact solar access and views to adjoining sites.

e The proposed setback variations result in an unacceptable visual bulk from the street
perspective and compromise the existing pitched roof form.

e The proposal will result in unreasonable visual impacts due to the upper floor of the lift area
encroaching into the existing view that remains for dwellings to the west.

In this regard, consent condition 2A requiring the upper floor lift access and roof extension to be
deleted from the approved plans should be retained.

Section 4.4 Roof Design and Features

The western street frontage elevation shown in Figure 5, illustrates that the proposed lift core and
roof extension proposes to enclose the existing roof pitch in the south western portion of the
dwelling.

The following is an assessment against the underlying objectives relating to the controls:

e To ensure roof design integrates with the form, proportions and facade composition of the
building.

Comment

The proposed roof addition compromises the approved pitched form and the glazed rooftop
addition protrudes from the existing external envelope as an additional storey within the front
portion of the existing dwelling.

e To ensure trafficable roof space is integrated with the built form and maintains satisfactory
privacy relationship with the neighbouring dwellings.

Comment
The proposed lift and roof extension has not been integrated with the existing roof form and
the glazed lift area may contribute additional visual impacts to neighbouring dwellings.
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Section 5.1 Solar Access and Overshadowing

Referring to Figures 6 and 7, the proposal site has an east-west orientation and the proposed upper
floor additions are located within the southern elevation. An assessment of the proposed

modification against the objectives is provided below:

To ensure new dwellings and alterations and additions are sited and designed to maximise
solar access to the living areas and private open space

Comment
The proposed lift extension and roof enclosure encroach 900mm within the 1800mm side

boundary setback zone and will result in further shadow impacts to the living areas and private
open space of the dwelling to the south of the site in the afternoon period.

To ensure development retains reasonable levels of solar access to the neighbouring
dwellings and their private open space.

Comment
The proposed roof addition is located on the southern elevation, exceeds the floor space ratio

and height limit and encroaches within the side boundary setback. As such, the proposed solar
access reduction to the adjoining property in the afternoon period is not considered acceptable.

To provide adequate ambient daylight to dwellings and minimise the need for artificial
lighting.

Comment
The proposed addition will result in further reliance on artificial lighting for adjoining properties

to the south of the site and is not supported.

The proposal is unsatisfactory with regards to solar access and the retention of consent condition
2A is recommended to require the deletion of the roof lift access and the roof enclosure.
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Figure 7 Shadow diagram Proposed Source: Fox Johnson
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6. Referral comments
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No referrals were required for the assessment of the subject modification.

7. Section 4.15 Assessment

The site has been inspected and the application has been assessed having regard to Section 4.15
of the Environmental Planning and Assessment Act, 1979, as amended.

Section 4.15 ‘Matters for
Consideration’

Comments

Section 4.15 (D)(a)(i)y -

State Environment Planning Policy (Building Sustainability

instrument

Provisions of any | Index: BASIX) 2004.

environmental planning | Standard conditions of consent requiring the continued

instrument compliance of the development with the SEPP: BASIX were
included in the original determination.
Randwick Local Environmental Plan 2012
The proposed modifications are not considered to be substantially
the same, given the significant external roof form changes and the
resultant adverse environmental impacts. Further, the
development is not consistent with the general aims and
objectives or the zone objectives of the RLEP 2012.

Section  4.15(1)(a)(ii) - | Nil.

Provisions of any draft

environmental planning

Section  4.15(1)(a)(iii) -
Provisions of any
development control plan

The development is non-compliant with the following objectives
and controls of the Randwick Comprehensive DCP 2013:

e 3.2 Building Height (External Wall heights)

e 3.3.2 Side Setbacks

e 4.4 Roof Design and Features

e 5.1 Solar Access and Overshadowing

e 5.6 View Sharing

Section 4.15(1)(a)(iia) -

Provisions of any Planning

Not applicable.
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Section 4.15 ‘Matters for
Consideration’

Comments

Agreement or draft Planning
Agreement

Section 4.15(1)(a)(iv) -
Provisions of the regulations

The relevant clauses of the Regulations have been satisfied.

Section 4.15(1)(b) — The
likely impacts of the
development, including
environmental impacts on
the natural and built
environment and social and
economic impacts in the
locality

The proposed modifications have not responded appropriately to
the relevant planning controls and will result in any significant
adverse environmental and social impacts on the locality.

Section 4.15(1)(c) — The
suitability of the site for the
development

The site has been assessed as being suitable for the development
in the original development consent.

The modified development is not considered substantially the
same as the originally approved development and does not meet
the relevant objectives and performance requirements in the
RDCP 2013 and RLEP 2012. Further, it is anticipated that the
proposed modifications will adversely affect the amenity of the
locality.

Therefore the site is not suitable for the modified development.

Section 4.15(1)(d) — Any
submissions made in
accordance with the EP&A
Act or EP&A Regulation

The issues raised in the submissions have been addressed in this
report.

Section 4.15(1)(e) — The
public interest

The proposal is inconsistent with the objectives of the zone and
will result in any significant adverse environmental and social
impacts on the locality. Accordingly, the proposal is not considered
to be in the public interest.

8. Conclusion

The proposed modifications are not supported for the following reasons:

1. The proposed modifications are not considered to result in a development that is substantially
the same as the previously approved development.

2. The modified development results in adverse environmental impacts upon the amenity and

character of the locality.

3. The modified development is inconsistent with the controls and objectives of the Randwick LEP

2012 and DCP 2013.

4. The proposed modifications are not considered to be in the public interest.

Responsible officer:

File Reference:

Ferdinando Macri, Senior Environmental Planning Officer
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