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On 28 October 2008, |, Gregory Joseph Martin of 33 Herbert Street, St Leonards in the State:-
of New South Wales, Regional Director, state;

Employment History

1 1 am currently the Regional Director of the Oceania Division of Wallenius Wilhelmsen
Logistics AS (WWL), a global logistics company that provides shipping line services to
Austral a | have been employed .n this position since October 2007

2 From around April 1996 to August 2007, | was employed as Chief Executive of the
Sydney Ports Corporation (SPC)

3 From around 2002 to 20086, | was also Chairman of Sydney Pilot Service, a wholly
owned subsidiary of SPC that provides pilotage service in the Sydney ports area The
SPC acquired this business in around 2002

4 Fram around 1890 to April 1996, 1 was the Chief Executive Officer of the Port of
Brisbane Corporation

Filed on behalf of the Applicant by 7 Contact: Danielle Gatehouse
Australian Government Solicitor Fite ret. 07200389
Level 42, WMILC Centro Tetephone: 02 9581 7617
19 Mariin Placa Facsimila: 02 9581 7413
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Definitions

5

In this statement, | use the following expressions in the following ways:
“automofive terminal” means nfrastructure for the loading or unloading of motor vehicles
onto or from a car carmying vessel ano the temporary storage of those vehicles and which
may also be used for the loading or unloading or other forms of cargo

“terminal” means a location at a port with facilities for loading or unloading of cargo

Sydney Ports Corporation {SPC)

§

10

1

The SPC is a State-owned corporation established in 1995 under the Ports & Maritime
Administration Act 1995 (NSW) (the Act), which is administered by NSW Marilime
NSW Maritime is the State Gavernment Authority respensible for marine safety,
regulation of commercial and recreational boating and oversight of port operations

SPC’s functions are set out in sectlon 10 of the Act and include, amongst other things,
establishing, managing and cperating port facilities a2nd services in SPC’s ports

SPC is responsible for port management and operations within Sydney Harbour (Port
Jackson) and Port Botany The SPC has a commergial arm, which is concernsed with
supplying terminal land and facilitating trade, and a marine operations arm, whose role
is to ensure safe navigation of the port channels.

SPC's annual revenue in 2006/2007 was approximately $177 million SPC’s revenue is
roughly split up in the following revenue streams: 60% container and cargo wharfage
charges, 20% marine tonnage and berth hire charges and 20% from land rental

Automotive trade has accounted for approximately 4-5% of SPC’s total annual revenue
during the period 2001 to 2007 The majority of this was comprised of cargo charges,
and a small percantage comprised tand rental

in 2002, approximately 200,000 vehicles were handled through Sydney Harbour
including terminals at Glebe Island and Darling Harbour This volume has gradually
increased since 2002 and, in 2007, there were approximately 250-300,000 vehicles
handted through Port Jackson

Port fand owned by SPC

12

13

14

15

b

SPC owns freehold title in various parcels of land around Sydney Harbour and Port
Botany. The land was transferred from the Maritime Services Board after the formation
of the SPC in 1995 SPC subsequently acquired parcels of land at Port Botany and
White Bay from the Ministerial Marine Holding Corporation

SPC owns all the wharves, road and rail on its land in Port Botany and Sydney
Harbour In Sydney Harbour, it also owns sheds and silos on the land

Since at least 2001, the land owned by SPC at Glebe Island and White Bay in Port
Jackson has been zoned as “Port and Employment” under the State Regional
Environmental Plan 26 (SREP).

Regulation 20C of the SREP provides that the only permissible land uses within this
zoning are uses that are consistent with the following zone objectives:

15 1 to facilitate the continuation of commercial port uses,
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152 to allow a range of commercial port facikties {such as buildings, structures,
activities or operations and uses ancillary to these, associated with carrying
gouds from one port to another and associated with storage and handling and
access to the port),

15 3 to encourage development on Glebe Island and land adjoining White Bay which
requires close proximity to the port,

15.4 to encourage a mix of land uses which generate employment opporiunities,
particulzrly In relation to port and maritime uses,

15 5 to allow a mix of uses which generate employment opportunities in the White Bay
Power Station site,

156 to provide for the ongoing rail access to the port and related activities,
15 7 to provide pedestrian and cyclist links with surrounding public access networks,
15 8 to encourage port-related uses which optimise use of existing rail facilities, and
15.9 to provide road and rail access to port activities

16. SPC owns the parcels of land on which the following terminals are located:

16 1 Up unti! the end of 2007, SPC owned approximately 5§ berths at Darling Harbour,
including berths that have handied bulk liquid, motor vehicles, general cargo and
passengers As of early 2008, the only operating berth has been the passenger
berth at berth 8 Motor vehicle trade ceased at in Darling Harbour in around
August 2007, when WWI commenced caliing directly to Port Kembla

16 2 Cireular Quay — 1 berth for the overseas passenger terminal

16 3 10 berihs at Glebe Island and White Bay, including berths that have handled
motor vehicles, general cargo and dry bulk As of around November 2008, ali
motor vehicie shipping operations at Glebe Island wilt be relocated to Port
Kembla as part of the NSW State Government’s retocation of shipping operations
from Port Jackson 1o Port Kembia

16 4 Approximately 6 container berths and one bulk liquid berth at Port Botany. SPC
has also received planning approval to develop a second bulk liquid berth at Port
Botany

17 Annexed to this statement and marked "GJM-1" is a map identifying the port facilities
and tenants in Sydney Harbour as at 1 October 2007, prior to the closure of Darling
Harbour. Since around 1995, SPC has owned freshold tille to all of the land on which
the terminals are tocated

18 SPC canto a limited extent develop the land it owns for port related activities, subject
to the approval of its shareholders, including the NSW Treasurer, and subjact to
obtaining planning approval from the NSW Department of Planning, for more significant
developments

19 In order to obtain planning approval when reguired, the development must generally
comply with requirements under the NSW Environmental Planning and Assessment
Act 1979 (EPAA) As part of the planning approva process, certain proposed
developments may also be required to comply with requirements under other
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20

21

22

23

24,

25

legislation including federal legislation such as the Environment Protection and
Biodiversity Conservation Act (1999) (EPBCA)

SPC has recently cbtained approval to develop 60 hectares of land in the Port Botany
area to create 5 new container berths The development requires the investment of
over $700 million to be contributed by SPC and the stevedores that will operate the
area

The total Government and planning approval process for the Port Botany development
took approximately 10 years SPC was also required to obtain a number of subsidiary
approvals, as part of the ptanning approval process, for example approvals from the
federal Department of Agriculure Fisheries and Forestry and AirServices Australia

It was generally not possible for SPC to acguire extra land for a terminal in the Sydney
Harbour area due mainly to the general unavailability of suitable land sites Since
around the 1970s, land for port activities within Port Jackson has contracted
significantly, to make way for other developments including residential and commercial
developments

in addition, even if SPC was able to acquire land within Port Jackson there would be
difficulties for SPC in obtaining planning, environmental and other subsidiary

approvals

Singe around 2001, SPC has not considered acguiring any additional land at Port
Jackson for use as an automotive terminal This has been largely due to the general
unavailability of land in Port Jackson and as a result of the NSW State Government's
decision in around October 2003 1o relocate auiomotive shipping from Port Jackson to
Port Kembla

The cost of developing land to create new terminals varies considerably with the
physical conditicns of the land such as the type of subsoil and whether dredging is
required for the reclamation of land Where conditions are ideal (that is the soil is sandy
and no dredging is required), | estimate it would cost a minimum of approximately $30-
50 million fo create a new berth, approximately 250 metres long, with a concrete wharf

SPGC’'s Glebe Island and White Bay Master Plan

28
27

28
29

30

bets

In around November 2000, the SPC released its Gleba Island and White Bay Master
Plan {Master Plan} This was a requirement under the SREP, which provides that
development consent for development in the Glebe Island and White Bay arsas is
subject to a master plan adopted by the Minister for Urban Affairs and Planning

The Master Plan was intended to control and direct the future development of port
facilities in the Glebe Island and White Bay areas Under the SREP, the consent
authority must take the Master Plan into account when determining a particular
development application.

Annexad to this statement and marked “GJM-2" is a copy of the Master Plan
Incorporated info the Master Plan was the State Environmental Planning Policy No. 61
{SEPP), made under the EPAA The SEPP provides a simpler approvals process for

routine development proposals at Glebe Island and White Bay areas The SEPP also
clarifies the extent of exempt and complying devslopment on port land

Annexed to this statement and marked “GJM-3" is a copy of the SEPP

Kowrgs5 o



SPC designation of terminal usage

31

32.

33

35

Throughout my time at SPC, the range of cargoes handled across Sydney Harbour and
Port Botany included containers, automotive, general cargo, buik fiquids and bulk cargo
such as grain, cement, sugar and gypsum Passenger ships were also handled at
Darling Harbour and Circular Quay

Throughout that period, SPC determined which types of cargo were handied at the
terminals within Sydney Harbour and Port Boteny  Generally, SPC designated a
particutar terminal for the handling of particular types of cargo or cargoes

SPC encouraged a balance of trades and made decisions to cater for the handling of a
broad range of cargo required by industry Generally speaking, SPC took into account

2 number of considerations in selecting the types of cargoes to be handled inits ports,

inchuding:

331 SPC's objectives as specified under sections @ and 10 of the Act respectively.
These include operating a successful business, promoting and facilitating port
trade and ensuring that SPC's port functions are carried out

33 2 For more significant developments, planning policies as determined by the NSW
Department of Planning, with input from SPC’s shareholders, including the NSW

Treasurer
33 3 Environmental considerations, generally in line with the EPAA

33 4 SPC general policy in relation to port management ard operation. For instance, it
would not be ideal to have the dangerous cargo such as bulk liquids handled
close to residential areas

During my time at SPC, | was not asked to consider and did not consider the possibility
of an automotive terminal being established at Port Botany Based on my experience at
SPC, in my view SPC would not consider putling an automative terminal at Port Botany
as the whole of this port has been designated for container and petrochemical cargoes,
and the development of any new facilities at Port Botany weould be required to cope
with the strong growth in container trade

I am aware from my knowledge and experience thal, in around the 1960s, the NSW
State Government and SPC’s predecessor designated the area at Port Botany for
future container and petrochemical operations

During my time at SPC, | considered the motor vehicle trade to be an attractive trade
for SPC at Sydney Harbour, and particularly at Glebe Island, for the following reasons:

36 1 Autamotive operations are generally clsaner and have a relatively low impact on
surrounding residential areas when compared to other types of cargo For
example, it would nct be suitable to berth large oil tankers at Glebe Island as this
woluld involve poteniially dangerous cargo near residential areas. Similarly, iocal
residents have complained in the past about noise associated with container
stevedoring operations at Glebe Island;

36 2 SPC had sufficient land to facilitate the automotive trade, and that the growth in
automative trade could have been accommodated at Glebe Island into the future,
probably with the addition of a high rige ¢ar park;
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37

36 3 SPC did not consider Port Botany suitable for automotive stevedoring as that
area had been dedicated primarily to container operations; and

36.4 Porl authorities including the SPC have traditionally received higher wharfage
charges for motor vehicle cargoes than for other cargoes such as
petrochemicals For exampla, motor vehicles have traditionally been charged at a
set rate per cubic metre. As volumes have increased over the years, resultant
revenues from motor vehicle wharfage charges have increased

SPC was disappointed with the NSW State Government’s decision in October 2003 lo
relocate automotive operations from Glebe Isiand to Port Kembla SPC wanted to
retain automotive operations at Glebe Island because it has traditionally been an
efficiently run and hucrative trade

Access to terminals on land owned by SPC

38

39

40

41

42

43

Throughout my time at SPC, and since then, SPC has managed its port land identified
in paragraph 16 above by either:

381 leasing the relevant land to a lessee o use for a particular purpose; or
38.2 Operating the relevant facilities as a “common user area”

In cases where SPC has granted a lease to a parly to use port land, that party
generally secures the land for its own exclusive use However, in around 2002, SPC
granted a lease over the Glebe Island automotive terminal to Australian Amalgamated
Terminals Pty Lid (AAT), who operates the terminal on a multi-user basis — third party
stevedores (who were not shareholders of AAT) were to be granted access to AAT™S
terminal on reasonable commercial terms

An example of a common user area operated by the SPC is the bulk liquid berth at Port
Botany that handles gas and other inflammables SPC controls and maintains this
terminal, including providing security and terminal access to importers who unload their
own cargo Importers wilt usually pay SPC a2 site access charge to use the berth

In my experience, SPC generally prefers {0 lease port land for a designated purpose
where a lessee is able to make sufficient use of the terminal rather than operate it as a
common user area This enables the Isssee to take responsitility for the operation and
maintenance of the area. Common user facilities are generally used where cargo
volumes are low, and where a number of users can properly share the facility

For instance, SPC operates its dry bulk terminal at White Bay berths 7 and 8 as a
common user ferminal The dry bulk cargo is unloaded directly from the vessels into
hoppers or into the sHos situated behind the wharf by way of conveyor belt This
minimiges the time in which cargo is controlled on the wharf, and therefore minimises
the time that the importers require control of the berth. Accordingly SPC can schedula
the usage of the berth and wharves for a number of users at the tarminal

In comparison, SPC has chosen fo lease the Glebe Island automotive terminal It has
leased the ferminal land to AAT since 2002. AAT were granted a 10 year lease with an
option to extend the lease 10 2017, subject to AAT agreeing to undertake ceriain capital
works at the terminal, including the possible requirement to erect a high rise car park

- Page 6



44  Prior to that, SPC leased the Glebe [sland automotive terminal to P&O since around
1992 | understand that P&O was granted a 5 year lease with a 5 year option 1o renew
to 2002

45  SPC preferred to lsase the automotive terminal at Glebe island rather than operate it
on a common user basis for a number of reasans, including:

45 1 Management of autometive terminal operations is not one of SPC’s core
businesses

45 2 if SPC was to operate the terminal on & common user basis, it would need to be
managing the terminal at all times, including times when the terminal is idle Itis
more convenient and productive for SPC to allocate these functionsto a
dedicated terminal operator.

45 3 There were a number of experienced {erminal operators wha SPC considered
might be willing {o lease the site, including P&C and Patrick

45.4 There are two PDI operators located within the terminal adjacent to the wharf,
and receiving and delivering cargo on the wharf therefore requires a high level of
scheduling management This is best performad oy a dedicated terminal
operator

Automotive terminals in Sydney Harbour

46  During my time at SPC, automotive terminais were located at Darling Harbour and also
at Glebe Iskand and White Bay berths

47 The Glebe Island terminal is approximately 11-12 hectares in area and can
accommodate approximately 5000 vehicles at a time | understand that an average
shipload of vehicles 1o be discharged at the automotive terminal in Glebe Island is
between around 1500 and 2000 vehicies

48  Generally speaking, an automative terminal requires the following characteristics:

48 1 A sufficiently large area to contain at least one vessel load of vehicles which, as
stated above, is around 1500 to 2000 vehicles A larger area would be highly
desirable to allow faster loading and unloading of vehicles and minimise ship
waiting times This area is usually near the wharf where the vehicles are
discharged However, the area may be located away from the wharf provided
there are facilities {0 transport the vehicles, such as a road or a rail line,

48 2. A sealed pavement in the terminal area;
48 3 Security around the perimeter, including fences and gates;

48 4 A berth of around 300 metres in length to accommodate the larger car and truck
carrier vessels; and

48 5 A sufficiently strong wharf to handle the ramps used by the vesseis, which can
waigh up to 400 tonnes

49 Some automotive terminals also allocate space for PDI operators to service vehicles
However, | am also aware that some car importers use PDI operators with premises
that are located away from the automotive terminal
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50

Prior to arcund August 2001, when SPC released an invitation for expressions of
interest for the lease of port land at Glebe Island and White Bay, | had informat
discussions with the foflowing parties regarding their interest in operating an
autornotive terminal at Glebe Island:

501 P&O
50 2 Patrick

50 3 Toll Holdings, however it did not subsequently submit any written expression of
interest

50 4 WWL Whilst WWIL. did subsequently submit an expression of interest, they never
proceeded to submit a formal proposal to lease all or part of the Glebe Island
gite | recall that WWIL. also wrote to SPC after the formal process had concluded
requesting SPG to operate the Glebe island automotive terminal on a common
user basis

50 5 Australian Amalgamated Terminals

Competition

51

82.

53

54

55

During the period 2001 to 2007 there were other ports in NSW with land zoned for port
purposes that, to my knowledge, would have permitted the loading and vnloading of
moter vehicles These ports included Port Kembla and the Port of Newcastle

However, to my knowledge Port Kembla did not have a suitable terminal with sufficient
paved area capable of handling all of the automotive trade untit AAT made a significant
investrnent to develop its terminal at Port Kembla, and began servicing car carrier
vessals in arcund October 2007

Similarly, the Port of Newcastle did not have a suitable automotive terminal with
sufficient paved area to handle all of the automotive trade during the period 2001 to
2007 From my knowledge and experiencs, | consider that significant investment in
terminal and berth improvements woutd be required at Newcastle to handle the motor
vehicle trade

| do not consider that Port Kembla or Newcastle would have been attractive to car
importers or car camiers during the period 2001 to 2007 These poris are located away
from the market in Sydney, and car importers would incur additional fransport costs
{roughly $100-150 per vehicle) in moving their vehicles to the Sydney market

For these reasons, | do not consider that Port Kembla would have been able to
compeste with Sydney for autometive terminal operations if the NSW Government had
not decided to relocate automotive shipping operations from Port Jackson to Port
Kembia

Selection of tenants

56

57

When selecting a tenant 1o whom SPC would lease port land, in my experience SPC
would routinely engage in due diligence in respect of the prospective tenant to ensure
that they would use the land optimally

During my time at SPC, SPC leased land within Port Jackson to numerous parties
including Patrick, P&0O, Ausfralian Cement Holdings, Sugar Australia and CSR
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58 In my experience, SPC generally considers a number of factors when choosing
fenants:

58 1 Whether the cargo to be handled by the prospective tenant is consistent with
SPC’s designation of usage The permitted use of the land for the handling of
particular cargoe will normally be specified in the lease and lease tender
documents If SPC agrees, leases can also be varied to specify additional
permittad cargo

58 2 Whether the prospective tenani has proven experience i the business or
specifically in operating a similar terminal

58 3 Whether the prospective tenant is willing to undertake the necessary capital
investment and development of the land The extent and cost of this development
may impact on the length of the lease

58 4 Whether the prospective tenant has experience in dealing with and understands
the legat requirements including industrial relations regulations. OH&S
requirements and industrial relafions issues

58 6 Whether the prospective tenant can guarantee a centain volume of trade at the
terminal SPC has an interest to ensure that prospective tenants do not "land
bank” by acquiring a lease without intending to use the tand - for example to
prevent competitors frem acquiring the lease

58 68 Whether the prospective tenant can meet the base rental, or aliernatively, the
rent they are prepared to pay

Rental

59  During my time at SPC, SPC would generally specify the rental to be paid by a
orospeclive tenant when tendering leases for port land Alternatively, SPC would invite
interested parties to submit the rental that they were prepared to pay as occurred in the
case of the Glebe Island in 2001

60 Where it needs to determine a rental rate for land, SPC wili undertake a market
valuation of the land, which is conducted independently by the Valuer General through
an industrial land valuation process | understand this process involves an assessment
of the value of industrial Jand located near the SPC land SPC will then consider
between around 8% and 10% of the market valuation of the land as the basis for the
rent to be charged, which | believe is consistent with the general market practice in
many Australian ports for evaluating rent

€1 However, in my experisnce, SPC and other ports have variations to the general market
practica for some leases Whilst SPC will attempt to maximise its profit, including by
charging as close as possible to commercial rent, in my expetience SPC has also
sought to encourage a balance of irades at the ports, including less lucrative trades

62 SPC reviews land rentals {o its tenants every 2 to 3 years by conducting valuations by
ihe Valuer General Rental review provisions are typically included in leases

2001 Glebe Island Proposals

63  In around August 2001, SPC released an invitation to submit expressions of interest for
the lease of port land at Glebe Island and White Bay (EOI)

/u/wz;'::‘_‘
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65

66

67

€8

69

70

The EOI cailed for expressions of interest to lease various parcels of land, including an
area of approximately 11-12 hectares whera the present Glebe Island automotive
terminal is located It also asked for expressions of interest in relation to other small
parcels of land located in White Bay

SPC had dacided to call for expressions of Interest rather than ranew P&0's existing
lease at Glebe Island because SPC was aware that there were other parties, including
Patrick, that might be interested in securing a lease At the time, Patrick had a lease at
Darling Harbour that was due to expire in 2006

At the time, SPC was willing to consider options ranging from leasing the siteto a
single occupier, to the use of the land by multiple users with the wharf being available
on a common user basis In the event that more than one parly bid for the lease, SPC
also had the option of operating the Glebe 1sland berths on a common user basis and
allocating specific araas of land behind the wharf to multiple operalors

The EOI spacified the permissible use under the lease as “Port or Port Related
Activities” Parties were invited to submit expressions of interest either for the whole
site, or part of the site with access to commen user berth facilities, and to submit rental
rates that they were wiliing to pay

Out of the parties who submiited an expression of interest in relation to the Glebe
Island automotive terminal site, the only parties that sought to proceed to formal lease
negotiations were Patrick, P&O and AAT Patrick, P&O and AAT each submitted a
formal proposal to lease the entire Glebe Island aulomotive terminal site

The formal proposal submitted by AAT included a proposal to cperate the Glebe Island
terminal on a multi-user basis AAT's proposal also included a higher rental rate than
the Patrick and P&Q responses

SPC ultimately decided to grant the lease over Glebe Island to AAT for a numbaer of
reasons, including:

70 1 SPC considered that the multi-user model proposed by AAT was a more efficient
use of the site  SPC’s intent was for AAT’s mulii-user model to ensure access for
third party stevedores This was consistent with SPC’s objective in facilitating and
retaining the automotive trade at Glebe Island

702 During lease negotiations, AAT undsrtook to comply with the law of the land,
including requiremenis under the Trade Fractices Act 1974, and to aliow third
party stevedores to access its terminal on fair and reasonable terms

70 3. SPC preferred a single operator due o the layout of the Glebe Island terminal
Due to the terminal's triangular shape and the positioning of its berths, it is more
suitable for one operator having regard te space constraints and the need to
allocate areas behird the wharf for storage and processing

70 4 Had SPC awarded the lsase of the whole automotive terminal site at Glebe
Island to sither P&Q or Patrigk, it was possible that the unsuccessful party may
have been exciuded from the automotive import trade in Sydney after 2006 when
it was expected that Patrick’s lease at Darling Harbour would ferminate

70 5 The pricing submitted by AAT was higher, and this was an important factor that
SPC took into account, but not the predominant one

Page 10



NSW Ports Growth Plan 2003

71
72

73

In October 2003, the NSW Government annaunced its Ports Growth Plan
| understand that the Ports Growth Plan outlines the following main pelicy objectives

72 1 Sydney Harbour would continue handling construction materials (eg cement,
gypsum, soda ash), passenger ¢ruises and ofl cargo

72 2 Generat cargo and cars wauld be relocated progressively from Sydney Harbour
to Port Kembla The deadline for the completion of this relocation Is now around
late 2008

72 3 Port Botany would be expanded for container trade growth

72 4 Newcastle would be designated as an overflow port for container trade after Port
Botany reaches ¢apacity

SPC worked to implement the Ports Growth Plan after it became public policy in 2003
Prier to that, to my knowledge thera were no other NSW Government state-wide ports
plans during my time at SPC

Gregory Jeseph Martin

Kerry Ashton
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SYDNEY PORTS
Intfroduction

Glebe Island and White Bay form part of the area covered by
State Reglonal Environmental Plan 26 (SREP 26) Tha Slate
Govermment is comm'tted to Sydney Harbour continuirg to be
a working harbour  Under the provisions of ina SREP tne site
‘s zoned for “Port ana Employment” uses SREP 26 provides
that development consent for development in the Glebe tsland
and White Bay Port Area is subject to a Master Plan adopted
by the Minister for Urban Affairs and Planning.

The Glebe Istand and White Bay Master Plan wilt control and
direct the future development of the Port faciiities The
consent authority must take the Master Plan Into consideration
when determining a development application

The Master Plan requires a Ports Improvement Program to be
established. The Ports Improvement Program includes
guidelines that wiff enhance the appearance of the port through
landscaping, signage and selected colour schemes and
provide standards against which development will be
assessed.

This document is divided inte two parts:

Part A Master Plan

Part B Ports Improvement Program
Each part is an Indspendent dccument  Fufure development
needs to consider both parls

In order io provide a comprehensive set of planning
instruments retating to the Glebe island and White Bay Master
plan area, a copy of State Environmental Planning Policy 61 Is
attacned This provides a simpler approvais process for
rodtine proposals and clarfies the extent of exempt and
complying development on port land

Letters from the Department of Urban Affairs and Planning
indicating adoption of the Master Plan, approval of the Port
Improvement Program and gazettal of SEPP 61 have also

been inserted in front of each relevant par.

Glebe Island and While Bay Master Plan




Part A
Glebe Island & White Bay
Master Plan

Con
.
Your ifuicrcn,

Cear Mr Madin
Re:  GLEBE ISLAND & WHIT IASTER PLAN

The Misister for Urban Alfalrs and Fianning has asked me to advise you (hat on 23 May
2doplad the Master Plan for & nd Wi ianher of
would bo awane, a minor change has T a dot point § of Variaton No.20. This _
L . The Instrument of
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Syuney Regica Cemtral
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Acting Diroctor
Sydn2y Region Central

Pladiiing 1 a BEtar Envir sntrent 1565 A2 ivabiy 3
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1.0 Introduction

1.1 Background

The White Bay and Glebe Islard Master Plan is a requirement of the
Sydney Regional Environmental Pian No 26 — City West, gazetted by the
W nister for Urban Affairs and Planning, end as amended (SREP26) This
Master Plan shoulo be read m conjunction with SREP26  The reference
malerial used in the preparation of this plan i3 noted In the Reference
section at the end of this documant.

Other relevant legls.ation and planning instruments for the White Bay arg
G'ebe Island Master Plan Area inc.uoe the Sydney Harbour Foresnore
Authority Act 1698, Envirenmental Planning and Assessment Acl 1979
and the State Environmental Planning Policy No 56 - Sydney Harbour
Foreshores

1.2 History

Early 19" Century

The 1830's saw noxious industries forced out of Sydney Town and
refocated in the Leichhardt area. The most significani was ine G ebe
island Abattoirs In the 1850's. which further attrected industries such as
s0ap factones and candle makers The Governmertt Abatiolrs were a
heavy source of pol ution witnin the Bay amea ana duning the 1870’s local
protests led to its closure and relocation to Homebush

Late 19" Century

Maior land reclamation occurred in the late nineteenth century for
industrial sites and to create deeper water berths replacing earlier jetlies
This dramaticaly changed the topography of the area.

Early 20™ Century

Maior Industrial uses including the White Bay Power Station and grain
slorage facilitios were established betwaen 1912 and 1920, reinforcing the
important inks to waler transpori and access  Housing 2t While Bay and
the abatioirs were demg’ shed and more iand was rectaimed for berths
and stores

The construction of the Glebs Islana Bridge in 1901 and the ral tracks
through Rozede linking Pynmom ard Darling Harbour in 1919 further
supported industrial development of the area. In 1826, extensive
wharfage for trmber shipment with rall connections was built by the
Sydney Harbour Trust

Glebe stand and Wivile Bay Mastar Plan
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Importance of a Working Harbour

The long term confinued operation of Pcnt faciliities in Sydney Harbour
particularty at White Bay and Glebe Island is ‘mportant not only in termns of
the economic wel be'ng of Sycney bt 850 in tems of the identity of the
harbour in the minds of Sydney people and Australians generally:

= Sydnay Harbour has been a working port since the beginning of
European settlement.

« The port has grown in parallel with the growth of Sydney and has
respended to substantial changes in demand.  For example previous
grain imporiing and coal axporting have bean replaced by general
cargo handing The porl needs to grow as a general cargo facility to
meet the forecast increase in trade

1.3 Strategic Importance of the Port

Shipping accounts for a large section of intemational trade and contributes
directly to the economy and employrnent of the Sydney region. The ports
of Sydney Harbour and Botany Bay are the main gateways for
containerised cargo, break bulk and bulk liquid carge in NSW and are
essential for the economic growth and development of fhe State  Sydney
Harbour and Port Botany are planned and operated as complementary
faciiies

The diversity of activities around Sydney Harbour has been part of the
established character of Sydney Qver the years, efforts have besen made
o accommodate the changing residential character of land adjacent to
White Bay Minimising land use conflicts between residents and Port
operations remains an ongoing issue that requires continued
management

With trade flows forecast to approximately double from 1998/27 to
2019/20 Sydney’s Porls are increasingly under pressure to accommodale
further development. Sydney has a genuine scarcity of deep water pon
sites for Port development to meet trade demand  Both Sydney Harbour
and Port Botany are required to mest the existing need and both have
been identified as Sydney's Ports in various planning instruments  The
location of White Bay and Glebe Island make it the most accessible
location in the Harbour in terms of raill connections and direct links with
main highways.

For NSW to continue growing as a major trading region, with ts
concentration of infrastruciure, manufacturing capacity and labour,
Sydney must provide for race growih by Improving the capacity of its
ports To provide suflicient capacty to accommodate ths growth it is
essenilial that the existing faciities at White Bav and Glebe I1sland continue
lo be upgraded

Giebe Island and White Bay Master Plan
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Most of the Plan Area was fransferred {rom the Maritime Services Board
to the ownership of the newly formec Sydney Potts Comoration (Sycney
Ports) on 1 July 1885 by Miristerial Order of the NSW Govemmen®
Sydney Ports has recently negotiated the purchase of State Rail Authority
(SRA) iand which wll comglete the Plan Asea in the single ownership of
Sydney Ports (Figure 2 Plan Area) Parts of the Plan Area are leased fo
commerciat operators (Figure 3)
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o U Sp— @ e Y sty vt
IR EHGRY s @ e st T e vaarr
@ oo @ WM b i
& v e § e

Figure 3: White Bay/Glebe Island and surrounding areas
{showing existing Lessses of Port Land)
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1.5 Consultation

This Master Plan has been prepared in consutiation with the following
organisations and stakeholders The consultation was based upon a
detalled Discussion Paper prepared by Travis McEwen Group for Sydney
Posts that formed the focus for brisfing sessions and subsequent
workshops

Government:

DuAP

Premier's Depariment

Department of State and Regional Developmert

Ministry of Forests and Marine Administrafion (now Marine Administration
Division )

Atlomey General's Department

Member for Port Jacksen — Honourable Sandra Nor
Sydney Harbour Foreshore Authority

Waterways Authority

RTA

EPA

Energy Australia

Ambulance Service of NSW

Leichhardt Councll

Leaseholdars:

P& O Ports

Ausirattan Cement Holdings

Sugar Ausiralia

Boyd Outdocr

Penvice/ Bulk Maritime Terminals

Nerthside Storage Tunnel Project

CSR

Community:

Local Residents

White Bay/Glebe Istand Noise Reference Committes
Morthside Storage Tunnel Community Liafson Committes
Local Precinet Comimittee Members

Glebe Charmber of Cormmerce

Balmain Association

Glebe kland and White Bay Master Plan



1.6 The Role of the Master Plan

Amaster plan is a step in the planning process between the Sydney
Regional Environmental Plan No. 26 - City West (SREP 26) and a
development application. SREP 26 provides that development consent
for development in the YWhite Bay/Glebe sland Port area is subject toa
Master P an adoptec by the Min ster for Urban Affairs and Planning.

AMaster Plan is intended to;

¢ Provide guidance to operators and guthoritles on the type, scals and
‘o of development which wilt be acceptable in a particu'ar locatien,
within a publicly accountable process;

« Erable development fo proceed efficiently by clarifying issues and
idantifying requirements for coordination end consultation;

+ Agssist the pubfic In understanding the fulure character of the area and
to assist them {o comment on port intentions; and,

* Guide consent authorities when they ars considering developments

The consent authority must take the Master Plan into consideration when
defermining a particular development application

1.7 Planning Context

The White Bay and Gebe Istand site forms part of the area covered by
SREP 26 Urder the provisions of *he SREP the sie is zoned for “Port
and Employment”.

The Master Plan generally complies with the planning principles of the
SREP

The efemanis of the Master Plan in Section 2 have Principles, Provisions
and Actions. These ara defined as follows:

» Principles - Guiding intentions that indicate the desired oulcomes;
» Provislons - Conirols and standards to achieve the principles;

s Actions - Tasks to be undertaken or orgarised by Sydney Ports
Corporalion to meet the provisions

Gleba Island and White Bay Master Plan



2.0 Master Plan

2.1 Vision

The Master Pian for White Bay and Glebe kland is o provide for the
fisture development of port faclit'es in this pan of Sydney Harbour The
site is of particutar importance to Sydney both for its valuable economic
rofe and the environmental characier of the Harbour

The Master Plan provides for the necessary forecast increased utifisation
of tha port over the next 20 years This requires a major upgrade of the
exlsting infrastructure including road and rail. A new road fink will reduce
existing traffic congestion and provide for the pradicted growth  Increased
use of rail freight is an important pricrity for 21 levels of Govemment and
the Master Plan provides for increased rail use

Whilst achieving the stated goals of improved capacity and performance
of the port, another goal of the Master Plan is to operate as a good
neighbeur. A number of initiatives are idertified to ensure that this s
achieved.

The exsting views from fhe areas around the port have been anatysed
The height controls al'ow for views throw.gh ana over the Port without
overly restricling pori Lsage. The proposed built forms have been placeo
where they wil add interest 1o existing views and not obstruct significant
views or vista,

The Master Plan provides for an improvement in the port appearance
throwgh design standards, fandscaping and building improvements
These improvements reflect the ex:sting scale and diversity of the port
environment with a focus on the pot nterface with residentia areas

The Masler Plan contalns a commitment to minimise the mpacts of port
growth. Systems are in place to adow for improved practices that are
within the control of Syaney Ports  There is atso an increased focus on
ESD (Ecologically Sustalnable Development). Existing practices are
reinforced and new sysiems proposed

in summary, the plarming and urban design vision for Glebe Island and
While Bay follows the okjectives in SREP 26 and isto:

+ Upgrade existing infrastructure to allow for growth and to improve
efficiency;

+ Provide guidelines for all port development;

« Improve the pubiic presentation of the port;

s Ensure new development is of a high standard of urban design;
* |mprove management of noise, light spil and traffie;

+ Provide a framework to resolve potentia' conflicts between Por
operations and adjoining land uses; and,

+ Improve ESD {Ecologically Sustainable Development) praciices to
minimise the impacis of current and proposed development and
activities

Gleba ksland and White Bay Masler Plan
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2.2 Land Use

Existing Conditions

The following uses curently oceur at Glebe Island and White Bay :

+ Mulfipumose berths and storage (containers, break butk, cars);

= Dry Bulk berths and storage; and,

« Bulk fiquid not determined as dangerous goods under the ADG code

The Master Plan Area is currently zoned “Port and Employment” by SREP
26

Darling Harbour

Sydney Ports faciiiies in Sydney Harbour include Darfing Harbour

Darling Harbour 's not part of the Master P.an Area as itis under the
conirct of Central Sydney Local Environments| Plan 1996  Derling
Harbour comprises Multi Purpose Berths and storage (containers ana
break bulk} at Wharves 3-7 and a new intemnational passenger terminal at
Wharf 8 It is a requirad Port faciiity for the long term

Secure Zone

Under Section 15 of the Customs Act 1901, all the wharves at Glebe
Island and White Bay, are 'Customs Areas”, ie a secure zone with
authorised access only (Figure 4) This area applies to Sydney Port's
original lano hold'ngs and may nead 1o be extended to cover recenty
acquired SRA lands Tha area shown in Figure 4 is subject to further
negctiations with the Sydney Harbour Foreshore Authority with regard to
their plans for the Rozalle Marshalling Yards

| 3 -Mﬁ‘?ﬁ:{ i o ek ) ": e 'L:-';:' @"_‘-J_. .i ok S|
Figure 4: Secure Zone (Customs Act)
Customs Area for authorised accass only

=
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Figure 5: Land Use Zoning: “Port and Employment Zane’
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Principles

Recognise ths continued role of White Bay/Glebe Isfand as the
significant commercial port facility in Sydney Harbour and facilitate
continued use

Provide for Improved port efficiency and competitivenass
Provide for enhanced environmental parformance.

Define a set of development standards for fulure development activities
within the Part to improve the appearance of the port

Accommodate forecast trade growth

Provisions

General cango and containers as we as RORO (Rol On Rall Off for
direct access to shipping vessels by trucks and forkfits) to be
accommedated at the multipurpose berths at White Bay Berths 3-6

Alow for up to 3 cranes at White Bay Berths 3-8
Allow for a maximumn of 4 ships at any one tme at White Bay Berths 3-6

Build additional barths at Glebe Island at Berth 5 and Berth 6 to enzbla
expansion of dry bulk facfities and car lerminal.

Allow for a car terminal on White Bay Wharves 1 and 2.

Allow for bulk goods unloading by a conveyor mechanism on White Bay
Wharves 1 and 2 Allow for storage in new bulldings on the back-up fand
or direct loading ta rail

Parmit a maximum of 9 ships serving White Bay and Glebe Island at any
one time

Pemit container vessels/multi pumose vessels requiring container
cranes (ship 1o shore) and large straddle/gartry cranes (for truck or ¥ain
loading) 10 operate at Glabe Islana Wharves

Prohibit dangerous goods in bulk liquid storage temminals as defined
under the ADG cade

Incorporate the existing infrastructurs of the former graimn terminal info
genera Por operatons for use by dry bulk cargces/car termnal

Pamit a diverse ship type including motor vehicla camiers, container and
contalner/braak bulk ships, dry butk carrlers and self discharging
vessels

Gleba Isiand and White Bay Master Plan



2.3 Road and Rail Infrastructure

Background

The exfsting ertries to the site are no! clearly identifiable and the existing
vehicle and train movement patiems in the Plan Area require improvement

Principles

Establsh an efficient mavement patiem on the site for all forms of
transport.

Provide a new railfroad transport comidor in the Plan Area to provide for
the future needs of the Port and to refeve pressure on existing roads

Provide direcl actess from the berth areas fo City West Link Road via a
new Port Road to accommodate existing and predicted demand to the
year 2020

Segregate port-related traffic from residential traffic and provide an
efficiont access to the Port
Maximise opportunities for increased use of rail freight

Increase rail usage to above 25% of tota trade in accordance with State
Govemnment sTategies (NSW State Government Action for Transporl
2010 document)

2.31 Roads

Actions

Build an internal Pont fink road to improve the efficiency of goods
movement to and from the port.

Finalize the detais of the configuration and amrangement of the proposed
port road entry intersection with the RTA

Provide for emergency access only to the port area from Rober! Strest

Resolve drainage and stormwater issues in the design of the new Port
read

2.3.2 Rail

Actions

Determine the rail design and location of the 1ail fire within the Road/Ral
comidcr by operatonal efficiency, environmental issues and lessee
requirements

Provide rail accass provision for Glebe Island Berfhs 7 and 8, and to the
fear of Glebe !sland Berths 1 and 2

Coordinate with Sydney Harbour Foreshore Authority to maintain a main
line connection through Rozele Yard to service the Port.

Glebe Island and White Bay Mastar Plan



+ Remove existing sidings In excess of P&O Ports requirerments

+ Allew an increase of train movements from an average of cne train (iwo
movements) a day 1o up to 510 trains (10-20 movements) per day by
the year 2020

» Discourage shunting and ensure trains are generally not to be broken
into more than 2 or 3 lengths on site

Glebe Istand and White Bay Master Plan
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2.4 Views, Building Heights and Building Zones

Background

The nature of the topography means that the site is overlocked by existing and future
residential areas of Balmain and Rozelle as well as the future residential developments
at the northern and of Pyrmont. Itis also clearly visible from the harbour waters, the
Harbour Bridge and Anzac Bridge.

The built form of the Plan Area is dominated by large man made structures mostly of a
horizontal natyre with the occasional building having considerable height and bulk - the
Glebe Island Silos and the White Bay Power Station and the Anzac bridge adjacent fo

the site

Principles

« Maintain the general view of the Pymmont skyline and Anzac Bridge as seen from the
Balma n residential area (Figure 9)

» Maintain the general view of the Pyrmont skyline and Anza¢ Bridge as seen from
White Bay Park (View 1, Flgure 9}

« Maintain existing views to landmarks (Figure 8} to reinforce the diverse visual quality
of the area.

« Ensure that the approach fo the O'd Glebe Istand Bridge is upgraded to contribute to
the quality of the public domain.

+ Maintain and protect vistas where practicable along strests which teminate at the
waler (Figure 7).

= Pravide flaxibifity for locating port faciliies ncluding huildings and silos

Provisions

e Maximum building heights are shown 'n Figure 10. Heights of buildings are
measured from ground leve ‘o the Jpopermost point of the bullding, excluding:

« Silos (Note: Stos are excluded because of thelr unique buiit form, histonicat assaciation
wh the port. Slos may be ‘ocated anywhere n the Port subject to assessment of
v'ews to and from the Port),

« Mobile equipment: cranes, gantres ele;
« Masts;

+ Contsiner siacks/cargo (Note: container stacks are exciuded becauss they are nota
permansnt structure  Maximum cordainer stack heights are noted In Figure 11);

+ Indidental raef fop venis, plant and equipment; and,
« Skeletal structures

» Ground level on the wharfs is defined as existing wharf level. Glebe Island6eand 7
wharfs are 4.2m high and all olher wharfs are 3m high. (Nota: The height of the
wharf is measured from zero at the Fort Denison Tide Gauge. AnAHD of Qs
0 925m above this point )

o Limit container stacks to a maximum of 5 high fe between 12-13.5m high (note that
container stacks generally average 2-3 containers high) Maximum container stack
heights are shown in Figure 11

= Limit container stacks to 2 high (between 4 8-5 4m high) at White Bay Berth 2

Glahe Istard and White Bay Master Plan



» Nobuildings are to aceur at White Bay Berth 2 due to the low level of the adjoining
land immediately north of Robert Strest

+ Limit the height of container stacks to protect views from the public reatm and to
ensure city skyline view is retained

« Sethack buildings a minimum of 20m off the waters edge as shown in Flgure 10,
Flgure 12 and Section A-Aand Section B-B

» Provide two building zones {Figure 12) for a modem warehouse of up 1o 10,000sqm
in Roor area and 12m maximum height

= Provide a zone for a large building for a 6-7 leve! parking structure of 15,000sqm
buikiing up to 25m maximum height generally within the current buliding envelope of
the existing silos (Figure 12).

el S et 4
Figure 7: View Corridors/Street Vistas
1 View eastwards along Roberts Strect at low level
2 View along Mansheld Streat of Port with water neyond  Distant view of City and
Pyrmont,
3. View down Buchanan Street terminating at the Silo., Distant skyline of Pyrmont and
Anzac Bridge
4. View down Booth Street towards Glebe Island Bridge and full view of Anzac Bridge
5 View from White Bay Park at high level towards Anzae Bridge and Pyrmont.
6. Vlew down Stephen Street at high level toward Anzac Bridge with water gliimpses.
7. View down Ewenton Street at high level towards the Anzac Bridge.
8. View cast along Grafion Sireet towards the harbour with distant city views.

Gleba 'sland and White Bay Mastar Plan



Figure 9: View Panoramas

1. Vlews over White Bay to Pyymiont, city skyline and Anzac Bridge

2. Views from Victoria Road to the Heritage Silos and White Say Power Station,

3 Views from Anzac Bridge across Glebe island to Balmain skylina

4. Views from Pyrmont across the water and the Port to the Balmain skyfine.

5. Views from the water to landmarks Including the Anzac Bridge, the White Bay Power
Station and the Heritage Sitos

Glebe Istand ard White Bay Master Plan
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View 3: View Panorama from Anzac Bridge

View 4: View Panorama from Pyrmont

Glebe kland and White Bay Master Plan
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Figure 10: Maximum Building Heights

Pl
Figure 11: Maximum Cargo Stack Helghts

Glebe Island and Whits Bay Master Plan
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Figure 12: Building Zenes, Floor Plates
Proposed building zones and approximate building footprints. The dotted area ts the
general area in which the bullding can be sited.

Glebs istand and Whita Bay Master Plan
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2.5 Built Quality

Background

The port is a dynamic part of the Harbour. The visual quality of the buil environment of
the port should be improved as part of the future investment in port faciliies.

Principles

L

improve the overall appearance of the pont

Improve the level of information, signage and graphics for visitors to the Port and the
public passing by the port.

Provide a framework to ensure that development within the Port achieves 2 high
standard of urban design

Allow for flexibility In operating the Port to the best Itemational standards

Provide urban design principles which recognise the location of the Port adjacent to
rasidential areas with particutar attention to the physfeal provision of noise control
measures

Figure 13: Port/Public Interface Areas

Bk

Provisions
» Establish a port Improvements Program for afl facilities through coordination of

landscaping, building deslgn and refurbishment, colour schemes for bulldings and
mobile equipment, road Improvements, signage and lighting. As part of this program
a set of design guidelines will be prepared. These guidelines will provide standards
agalnst which development, including development by port lessees, will be
assessed

Improve the urban amenity by providing opportunities for public viewing of the Port
and harbour areas (Figure 13)

Glebe Island and White Bay Master Plan



Actions
Port Improvements Program
1 Establish a Main Port Entry.

= Establish a main entry (Figure 14) highly visible to the public at the nerth side of the
James Craig Road intersection, incorporating special signage and a designed entry
area

Flgure 14: Proposed Main Entry

2. Develop coordinated signage
« Eslablish a strong port identity by coordinated signage
» Develop guidelines for all road signage

« Devalap guidelines for all bullding identification signage including the oppartunity for
leasehclders signage

» Use new signage to define areas and establish pedestrian/vehiclke Zones
e Use new signage fo establish prefemred vehicular movement around the site

» Develop guldelines for ail safefy signage Ensure all safely slgns comply with
AS1319.

+ Ensure signage style and colour coordinates with bullding colour schemes.
« implement new directional and information signage to a coordinated graphic design.

3. Develop coordinated port identity colour scheme for buildings and moblie
equipment.

« Establish a imitad palette of colours for afl buildings, strectures {including mobile
equipment) and signage

+ Selection of colours to be based on building type, location, function and cortext

« Corsider opportunities for individual leaseholder colour schemes (including
guidelines for lessee corporate cclours).

Gleba Istand and White Bay Mastar Plan
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Obtain heritage advice for the colour scheme for the Heritage Silos,
Implement Building Rationalisatfon and Refurbishment

Prepare a program for rfurbishment of all structures and bulldings in accordance
with the Design Standards

Prepare a program of demolition for redundant structures and buildings
Establlsh Guidelines for New Buildings and Structures

Selection of materials to be based on building type or structure, location, function
and context

Prepare a Design Standards Schedule including:

= Selection of materials for all new buildings, structures and signage based on
function and context;

» Guidefines for building forms based on location, function and context;
« “Good practice” guidelines for design detafls;
» Refer 1o Figure 15 and Figure 16

Comply with the NSW Government "Code of Practice for the Construction Industry”
for ecolegically sustainable developrent

Buildings to be oriented to maximise opportunities for cross ventilation and natural
light
Provide for passive ventilation

Provide roof and wall insulation and maximise solar access lo mtemal working areas
duning winter months. Minimise heat gain to Intenal working areas during summer
months

Provide far colection ana storage of stormwater from roofs of buildings for recycing
for processing ana Irigation of landscaped areas

Provide for natural light to all internal work areas

Giebea Istand and While Bay Master Plan



Fi Figure 16: Example of ilding interior;

design quality; View shows an example of the seale of
High quality architectural design the porinateo potential bu Jdings
required for large Port builcings and the ave ¢f natural light

Glebe lstand and White Bay Master Plan
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Figure 21: of Glebe Island
Looking south showing Silos and Anzac Bridge

, White Bay
/ Power Station

W

L e e S
Figure 22: View of White Bay
Showing White Bay Power Station

Glebe Island and White Bay Master Plan



Flgure 23: View of Glebe |sland and Anzac Bridge
Looking south fowards Pyrmont and Blackwattle Bay

Ezﬂ;;& e

Figure 24: View of White Bay
Showing the White Bay Power Station and looking south towards Rozalle
Bay

Glebe Island and White Bay Master Plan
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2.6 Advertising

Background

There are two types of advertising in the port: leaseholder signage and
commercial third party advertising Custently acvertising is located on the
G ebe Island sitos and on the Vctoria Road Bridge {over the railline) The
heritage sios in particular are a dominant visual clement n one of Central
Sydney’s major gateways, which Is re nforced by the form of Anzac
Bridge Adverlising is a sensilive design issue in such & prominent
location.

Principles

* Prepare signage and advertising guideflines with inpul from the
following professional disciplines: architecture, advertising, landscape,
graphics, heritage and traffic safety

» Signage and advertising is not to obstnuct views to heritage items and
to lanomarks and Is not 1o interfers with, or advarsely impact on views
to and from the “arbour angd its foreshores;

» Signage and advertising is not to adversaly affect tha pubtic domain,
particularly with regard to lighting levels, visual impact and
overshadowing;

* Signage and advertising is to be integrated with the architecture of the
host /ouilding /struciure and must be contained within the existing
profie of the host building / structure;

= Free standing. third party advertising structures are fo be avolded in the
plan areg;

» Advertising and signage should ba compatible with the design of the
building / structume and the contexd of the site;

« Each sign and advertisement should be as simple In image as pogsile
with few words; and,

» The guidelines should ensure that third party advertising is clearly
differentiated from port and leaseholder signage

2.6.1 Leaseholder Signage

Provisions

+ Limited to one logo slgn for aach elevation of the building arid of a size
that imegrates with the form of the buildings as a minor element.

» The logo sign is to be visible from the water

Glebe Island and White Bay Master Plan



2.6.2 Third Party Advertising

Provisions

DUAP or the Minister for Urban Affairs & Planning is the consent
authority for advertising

Development consent for advertising ks limited to a period of 3 years

Encourage simple adveriisements, reduced to a logo or simple image
with one or thrae word phrase

Placement of advertising should consider existing slgns ona
bullding/structure or site so as to avoid physical and visual clutler

Glebe Istand and White Bay Master Plan
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2.7 Landscaping

Background

Exlsting vegetation within the port area is concentrated within three areas

on the edges of the port:

» the northem boundary from Robert street 1o the Eastern Rail Overrun
Promontory, Including the cliff face;

«+ tha north sida of Victoria Road, especially oppesite James Cralg Road,
and;

» the area between the Anzac Bridge and the old Glebe Island Bridge

Although these areas are a minor proporion of the total site area, they

play a malor part in the public perception of the port because they are

located at the boundaries Their landscape freatment has the potential to

significantly improve the visual appearance of the port

Existing landscape elements incude:

» Casuarinas and Banks#as along Victoria Road;

» {talian Poplars and Photinias along Grafton Streat; and

¢ Chain mesh fencing along much of the Pori's terrestrial boundary

Principles

» Rainforce the distinctive identity for the port.
« Usealimited palette of materials (plant spedies, fenting, paving and
outdoor fumiture}

» Selact plant species primarily by aesthefic and functional criteria such
as desired helght and form, by current or past association with the
Port and by use of native species

» Ensure all materials used convay an atiractive, robust industrial image,
have low maintenance and simple forms with a scale to malch the
scate of the ports spaces.

= Foster a publc awareness of and pride in the port by interpreting the
Porl's cument uses ana history through information panels in adfacent

public spaces.
+ Soften the ‘hardscape’ of the port with plants wherever possible

= Prepare procedures far tidiness and cleanliness in the port area

¢ Ensurs that the proposed landscape works are consistent with the
other provisions of this Master Plan

Provisions

= Delalled landscape provisicns are subject 1o further investigation as set
out in the actions below

Actions

s Commission a landscape architect to:

+ prepare asiandard pslette of materials for use throughout the port area
These malertals should Include: tree, shrub, creeper and ground cover

Glebe tstand and While Bay Master Plan



species, perimeter fences and gales, paving, outdoor seats, retaining
walls, Interpretation signs

+ prepare detalled landscape improvernent plans for each of the following
precinets: the old Glebe !sland Bridge curttage; Balmain interface; main
entry; and the Eastern Rall promantory (See Figure 25)

* Inthe short term, clean pubticly visible areas of the perimeter fences’
fow concrele base wall to remove al stains, Use acid etching, high-
pressure water blasting or similar cleaning technique

¢ In the medium term, replace all perimeter fencing with a new security
fance that is attractive, at least 80% transparent and fulfils all functional
requiraments including security

* In the medium term, implement the prepared landscape plans
» [mplement a long term maintenante programme

* Mark the water “gateway” into the port 2t the end of the rail promontory
This could be In the form of signage or a sculpture

+ Coordinate landscape proposals with propesals for the adjoining
Rozelle Bay Master Plan arse.

+ Provide convenient and safe pedestrian access between the Old
Glebe Island Bridge and James Cralg Road wast of Anzac Bridge

+ Subject to heritage advics, relocate the US Memorial to where il
can be viewed by the public.

b e

Flgure 25: Landscape Precincts
1 Old Glebe ksland Bridge Curlilago

2 Balmazin ntarface

3  PonEmry

4 Eastarn Rail Promontory

Giebe Istand and White Bay Master Plan
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2.8 Pedestrian and Cycle links

Background

Pedestrian and cycle links within the port are restricied because of the
Customs Area Secura Zone (Figure 4}. Links may occur with the
surrcundings at the main and secondary access polnts to the Port

Principles

Encourage use of public transpert by making access to nearby bus
&tops converant to the port

Recognise that foreshore public access is being substantially improved
in nearby areas but cannct be Improvad In the port area due 1o
customs requirements

Encourage use of cycles by making access to the regional cycleway
system convenlent 1o the port access points

Actions

»

Invesligate a pedestrian link between the proposed main gate on the
New Port Road and the nearest bus stops to facilitate public transport
and pedestrian access by employees (Figura 26)

Consider nking cycleway between the proposed maln gate and the
proposed cycleway in Leichhardt Council's LEP (Figure 28)

Additional bigycle Hinks should be investigated with reference to the
Bays Precinct Transpor Study

Provide Enks where possible to ensble continuous public access elong

Figure 26: Public 1"ransport

the edge of the Port (Figure 27)

e S

The Plan Area is serviced by a variety of bus routes.

Glebe Island and White Bay Master Plan
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Figure 27: Public Access adjacent to Plan Area

Flgure 28: Cycteway
NSW Bicycle Natwork Strateglc Map

Gleba island and White Bay Master Plan
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2.9 Heritage Conservation

Background

The following table lists heritage itams in the Plan Area Kdeniified by
recognised organisafions. The table indicates the opportunifies and

constraints regarding each ilem

Table A: Heritage items In or adjacent to the Plan Area

IR R, :
Located within the Plan Area
Balmain Coal Loader Godden McKay Recorded prior to
McDonald McPhee | demoliion Nofurther
action neaded.
Glebe Isiand Grain Silos CGodden McKay State significance
(Blocks AB & C only) McDanald McPhee
| Inst Engineers,
National Trust
Leichhardt LEP
Monument - Flrsl fanding of US Godden McKay State significance
Forces, Glebe Island McDonald McPhee | Possible relocation
LeichhardtLEP required 10 provids for
efficiency in Podt
7 operation.
Geclogicel Monument - The Great | Gaological Saclety | Development s to
Sydney Dyke at Gleba of Australiz consider impact on the
dyke Consultation wih
Geatechnical consufiant is
recommended.
Located adlacent to the Plan Area
Olc Glebe Island Bridge Register of the Retain access to Bridge
Natonal Estats
Data Base
White Bay Power Station Guodden McKay Retain landmark views of
Power Station from water
Balmain Conservation Area Godden McKay Retain landmark views of
area from water Reduca
Por fraffic 2ccess o his
- area,
Principles

« To encourage the conservation of existing heritage items and
structures of significance with compatible uses within the Port area

+ To ensure that Port activities do not detract from the heritage values of

items of environmental heritage

Glebe Island and White Bay Masier Plan
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Figure 29: Heritage Iltems

Actions:
Obtzin Heritage advice on:

-

Appropiiate relocation of the Memorial;
Appropriate identification and interpretetion of the Great Sydney Dyke;
The landscape design for the approach to the Old Glebe Island Bridge;

Appropriate advertising strategy for the sllos taking into account the
provisions and gukelines of section 2 6 of this Plan;

Any budings proposed in close proximity to the silos; and,
The colour scheme for the Herttage Sllos

Glaba Island and White Bay Master Plan
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2.10 Environment

Background

8ydney Ports has commissioned a range of environmental studies
including risk assessmenl, acoustic assessmant, light survey and a
vehicular access study An Environmental Management System (EMS)
and a Noise Management Plan have been implemsnted. The opportunity
Is to further refine the current proceduras where relevant to the Master
Plan

In implermenting the EMS, Sydney Ports works with port users,
appropriate govemment agencies and the community in setting strategies
and implementing actions with the objective of achieving continual
improvement of the ports safety and environmental record

Principles
+ Minimise the impact of port activitles on the marire enwircnment

+ Minimise impacts of the port aclivity on the urban environments whilst
recognising the operational requirements of the port  Impacts thatare
required to be addressed include noise, light spill, water quality, air
quality and hazard risk

+ Ensure that new development and activities take place in accordance
with ESD principles.

2.10.1 Marine Environment and Stormwater

Background

The stormwater catchment area s extensive and resuits In substantial
stormwater runoff entering the bays ' Wesl of Victoria Road, there
appears to be ne record of existing drainage around the marshaliing
yards. Itis likely that the proposed new access road will pass over the
channel to the east which commences opposile Easton Park and runs
paraliel to Lilyfield Road The new road would Incorporate drainage
provislons that deal with this issue

Provisions

« Provide for improvernents to water quality within the Harbour whenever
possible.

« Invesfigate new drainage oplions required by the increased lang Lse of
the SRA/Pacific Power sites east of Victera Read

» Provide drainage work associated with new roed and rall layouts and
any changes to existing facilities

Glebe Island and White Bay Master Plan
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+ Prepare a Sediment and Erosion Control Plan in accordance
Managing Stormwater, Soils end Construction Manual 1998
NSW, Depariment of Housing

» Continue the control of ballast water discharge and ballast water
exchange in accordance with AQIS requirements

¢ Conduct Baseline Studies of Marine organisms in Sydney Harbour

* Continue fo audit processes for oilffuel transfers, acid bige water
dischargas.

« Continue to operate a 24 hour potiution telephone line.

» Maintain an ofl-spil response unit

« Implement measures to reduce the impact on waterways from
stormwater

+ Consult with Leichhardt Council, Sydney Harbour Foreshore Authority
ard relevant agencies regarding tneir sequicements for water quality
control and slormwater control ' This potentially Includes provision of a
water retention basin, with any redevelopment works, o intercept
stcrmwater so that it can be discharged in a control ed way and the
installation of gross pollutant traps

+ Continue implementation of silt capture lachniques during construction
projects.

« Continue controls on the discharge from vessels of olls, sludges and
noxious liquid substances which are controlled by a Sydney Forts
approval process. Ersure recycling and re-use of these materials is
praclised by the treatment plants.

2.10.2 Noise

Background

Tre Port facilities at Glebe island and White Bay operate 24 hours per day
7 days a waek and generate noise which is experienced in the
sumoundmg areas of Balmain and Pyrmont  The noise levels in the
residential areas around the port varies significantly fram hour to hour and
from day to day.

In 1924 and 1998 Wilkinson M.may carried out detaded studies of port
noise sumound ng White Bay ana Glete Island and quantified the amount
of nolse impact  The studies identified that noise levess in the area most
affected by the port cperations will ncrease by up 10 2dBA  Areas at the
wastern end of the site adjacent to White Bay Berths 1,2 and 3, are likely
to have increases up to 50BA due lo anticipated increased use of these
berths.

The studies demonstrated that nolse levels at cartain locations around the
port are high when compared with Ervironmental Protaction Authority
guJkdelines for ewironmental noise for commercial ard Industriai
developments adjoining tesidential areas In 1299, Renzo Tonn and
Associates cariea out a further detailed study of Port noise which
generaly confarmed the findings of the Wkinson Murmray stugies The

Giebe [sland and White Bay Master Plan
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Renzo Tonin study noted that residential locations In Balmain near main
roads can be subjact to higher noise levels than the residential area near
the port. A summary of this report is attached as Appendix 1.

The proposed new port roaa wil be subject to noise assessment and
subject to the principles and provisions telow

Sydney Ports cumrently implements a Nolse Managament Plan (NMP) for
the G'ebe istand ana While Bay Port facilities in close lialson with lessess
of port lards  The NP includes a Noise Refaerence Committee which
meets quartery and includes resident representatives  The Committee
monitors the NMP complaints and the lessee responses.

Noise from vesssls on navigated waters and tand adjoining navigated
waters Is regulated by the Marine Authority in accordanee with the
Protection of Environment Operations Act

Principles

« No marked increase in noise kevels for residential areas surrounding
the Port facilities.

» Continue to implament the Nolse Management Plan including
consideration of further nolse control measures and analysis of, and
response (o, complaints

Provisions

= Berth 8, White Bay, to be used for ship handling when other suttable
berths are not avakable

= Where practicable, future bulldings are to be located and designed to
maximise shielding of noise to the sumounding residential area

» The acoustic wall in Robert Street may be renewed and extended
This is to be the sub’ect of a separate investigation, particutarty with
regard to noise performance and design consultations carrent study

» The residents locatad on the eastem side of Lityfield Road avercoking
the proposed rail access Ine and on the eastem side of Lilyfield Road
extanding south from Easton Park are to be approached to detenmine
the suitabllity of erecling acoustic barriers naar their rear boundaries

« Future development Is to conslger the guidelines in the Envircnmental
Protection Authority's NSW Industriaf Nolse Poficy

Actions

+ Ongoing llalson with Port lessess, focal community and other
interested parties to explore and implement appropriate nolse
minimisation measures.

Glebe ksland and White Bay Master Plan



2.10.3 Light Spill

Background

lHumination of per activiies has associated visual impact in the form of
light spiil on neighbouring residential areas. This is an issue for some
residents because of the 24 hour port operations. Light spili occurs when
the light fittings designed to Hluminate the port allow direct light Into the
residential area There have been few complaints over the last five years
and these have mainly concerned the White Bay operations

Principles
= Ensure light spill mitigation measures are adopted

Provisions

+ Redirect light fittings and fit giare shields to avold light spill where
needed

» Use fittings that enable the light to be thrown forward, while keeping the
glass of the fitting horizontal 10 the ground, for the sections of the
terminal furthest from the waler

» Install new poles on the residential side of the termina!l with lights facing
away from the residences and remove the lights facing the residences
from the existing poles

2104 Risk

Background

Vessels at White Bay and Glebe Island include some cargo that consists
of dangerous goods in containers A very small proportion of the cargo
handied at White Bay (Berths 3-6), comprises hazardous materlals which
are operated in accordance with Part It of the NSW Dangerous Goods
Regulations. Current cargo volumes satisfy the applicable risk criteria.

The site has been identified as containing acid sulphate soil on the Acid
Sulphate Sdil Risk Maps These maps have been prepared by the
Department of Lands and Water Conservation and can be viewed at
Leichhardt Councll or at the Natural Resources Depariment of DUAP

Principles
» Operations at the Port are to continue to safisfy applicable risk criteria

Provisions
Ensure any new uses involving dangerous goods satisfy DUAP's risk
criteria,

» Determine potential mitigation measures to ensure operalions are o

continue 1o satisfy applicable risk criteria for increased cargo
movements.

+ Ensure soil testing of the stte prior 1o any development which will
require excavation greater than 850mm below the wharf level

Glebe Istand and White Bay Master Plan



210.5 ESD Principles

Background

Sydney Ports operates the Sydney Perls Environmental Management
System (EMS) whicn is under constant review

Principles
Continue the Sydney Ports EMS:

Contral of scheduted attributes (fe air, water, noise etc)
Reduction of waste deposition to landfl,

Quarantine waste collection and ensure that treatment end disposal
which is regulated and licensed by both the Austrafian Quarantine
Inspection Service and EPA

Envirormental assessments are conducled at the beginning and the
end of each lease period and during the lsase term according to the
nature of the activity

Geotechnical investigation of soil prior to development design

Encourage development of quarantine waste reatrent processes 1o
recycle usaable components

Encourage increased use of existing freight rail systems.
Increase opticns for public transport, cyclists and pedestrians

Adopt energy efficient design methads e g buliding onentation, design
to minimise the heed for artificial light

Minimise tha use of water on Port land
Recyclefreuse construction waste.

Actions

»

Complete an Air Quality Study

Incorporate ESD measures in buliding design guldelings including
Investigating mechanisms to:

« Ensure building materals used are made with renewable
resources;

« Ensure bullding materials used require least energy to process,
manufacture and transport;

+ Ensure building materials used require less energy to maintain,
are durable and can be recycled;

+ Ensure building materials used have minimal effect on human
heatth; and,

« Ensure building materials used create fittle wasts

Giebe Istand ard While Bay Master Plan



2.11 Public Consultation Procedures

2111 When Davelopment Application required

Principles

Where a proposal requives a developmant application the consultation
procedures under SREP 26 and tha EPAACT wil be followed

Actions
* When a development application must be advertised the consent
authority will:
+ Adveriise the davelopment application for not less that 21 days

« Ensure that the adverised davelopment application may be
inspected at both the office of the consent authority and at
Leichhargt Council

+ Reler all advertised development appfications to Leichhardt
Council for formal comment

+ Refer all adverisea devetopment applications to any other
auJthority that it eonsiders relovant

« Bafore granting consent to a development application the consent
authority may seek the views of oiher bodies as defined in SREP 26.

2.11.2 When Development Application is not
required but an EIS is required

Principles

Where a proposal does not require a development application but doss
reguire an EIS under part 5 of the EPAAct the consultation procedures
under the Act will bs followed

Actions

* The determining authority will give not'ce in a dally newspaper that a
copy of the EIS may be Inspected anc provide times and location(s)
where this can occur

+ The EIS will be avallable for inspection for at least 30 days (the
minirmum statutory period)

» Represertations in writing may be made to the determining authority
during the time that the EIS is avaitable for inspection

Glebe Island and White Bay Master Plan
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211.3 When Development Application and an EIS
are not required

Background

Where a proposal does not require a development asplication under part
4 or an EIS under part 5 of the EPA Act the folowing consuhstion
procedures will be followed

Actions
¢ \Where the cost of the development is valued at $100,000 or over the
determining authority will;
= Consult with Leichhardt Council and all relevant agencies

« Notfy Leichharch Councll and all relevant agencies by letler and
publish a not'ce in a loca newspaper providing detads of tho
proposal

¢ Allow a minimum period of 14 days for consuitation with
Leichhardt Council and communily input through the Council’s
Precinct system

» Inform Leichhardt Council and all refevant agencies of the
detormining authority’s response to submissions

Glebe Island and White Bay Waster Plan
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Appendix 1 Summary of Renzo Tonin
Acoustic Report

Background

Renzo Tonin & Associates Pty Ltd were engagsd to camy cut a noise survey and
assessment of typ cal environmental noise effec's from port activities occurmng at
the White Bay and G ebe Islard facilites The purpose of the work was 1o provide
an environmental nolse assessment of port noise affecting both existing and
proposed residantial premises

Anoise survey was conducted between 5 February and 2 March 1999  During this
period, nolse emisston fevels from port activities were measured at six residential
receiver locations surmounding the dock area. Both lang-term unatiended
moenitoring and short-temm attended monitoring was conducted at each of these
locations. Furher, dockside measurements close to ships were also conductsd,

A summary of the key findings of the report follows A copy of the report is available
et the Sydney Perts Comoration

Principles

The report summarised the results of noise measurements and compared them to
the relevant noise assessment criteria set out in the Environment Protection
Authority's (EPA) "Environmental Noise Control Manual" (ENCM), and to the "Draft
Stationary Noise Source Policy” (now released as the NSW Industrial Noise Policy
1999)

Provisions

The resldential receiver locations selected for assessmenl wera :

« location 1 - 16 Batty Street, cn front balcony overlooking dock area,
approximately 200m from the nearast dock

» Location 2 - Bezzina Development Sits, corner of Buchanan & Robert Streets,
near the sales offica, approximately 80m from the nearest dock.

» Location 3- 27 Donnelly Street, on front balcony overooking White Bay Park
and dock area, approximately 140m from the nearest dock

+ Location 4 - 17 Vincent Street, on front balcony overlooking White Bay Park and
dock area, approximately 210m from the nearest dock

+ Location 5 - Units 4 & 5, 1-13 Grafton Street, on rear balcany overiooking east
end of dock area, approximately 140m from the nearest dock

+ Location § - 16 Datchett Steet, on froni balcony overlooking dock area,
approximately 290m from the nearest dock

Glebe istand and VWhite Bay Master Plan



Noise Sourcos

There are essentially two types of noise 1hal emanates from the dock area:

+ Constant noise from ship engines and other auxiliary equipment such as fans
and generators that are 'ocated on the ships and;

« Intermittent noise from container cranes (portainers), forklifts, trucks and metal to
metal impacts from the general unloading, loading and movement of shipping
containers and cargo

Other sources of noise identified on the dock such as refrigeration units on

refrigerated containers, building mechanical services and air condiitioning plant were

not considered to have significant nolsa impact upon the nominated assessment
locations

Glebe istand and White Bay Maswer Plan



Summary of Noise Monitoring Resuits

Background Nolse Levels

The representative noise level {or rating background lavel [RBL] ) of
daytime, evening and night-ime assessment perlods are usually based on
the medlan of individual kowest repeatable background noise levels (or
assessmant background levels [ABL]) acquired over the entire monitoring
pericd However, in this case, the minimum level of all the lowest-
repeatable L g background noise levels (or ABLs) was ceterm.ned for each
assessment period and was set as the represermalive background noise
leval for sach location. In general, the background noise levels prasented
in Table B below, are conservatively low in compatison with available data
and tharefore considered suitable for use in this nolse assessment  Such
background noise levels are however, expected during periods absent of
port aclivilies and perods without ships berthed at the docks

Noise data acquired during days that experfenced adverse weather
conditions {eg ram, strong winds) were compared 10 the data acquired on
finar days Where data was found to be aflecied by adverse woatner
conditions i was discarded from further analysis Table B below presents
the Lgy background nolse levels set for each assessment location

Table B Background (Lae) Noise Levels, dB(A)

150 Background Nelse Levels

o,

Location 1
Location 2 48 o 43 4
Location 3 | 46 44 4
" Location s “ " 4
Location 5“ 43 43 | 39
Location & ) 5 36 —‘—-31;“_
Notes:

1

Day s defined as 7:00am to 6:00pm, Monday ¢ Saturday and 8:00 am to 6:00pm Sundays &

Public Holidays

Evening is defined as 6:00pm to 10:00pm Monday to Sunday & Pubfic Holidays
Night is defined as 10:00pm fo 7:00am, Monday to Saturday and 10:00pm o 8:00am Sundays &

Public Holidays

Atthe locations where the noise logger was posifioned close to a building fagade, a -2 5dB
coirection factor has been applied to establish the equivalent free field background noise level as
recommended in Chapter 157 of the EPA's ENCM

Glebe Istand and Wite Say Master Plan
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Additional Noise Monitoring

Long-ferm noiss monitoring was conducted at two additional locations on the
Balmain Peninsula, from 11 May to 17 May 1999, in areas absent of dock activitles
This was done to allow noise level comparisons to the six selected assessmert
locations near the docks The comparison of ambient noise tevel environments
bewesn different locations on the same pennsula s interded 1o be informative
only The additional noise monttoring was conducted at the following sites:

« Location A: 198 Victoria Road, ROZELLE, end
= Location B: 15 Whaif Road, BALMAIN

A comparisan of ambient noise levels measured at Location B with those levels
measured at Location 5 and Location 6, show that the noiss levels at thesa
locations are generally quiie similar. Location 5 results are siightly higher than
Location B's resuits, but Localion 6 results are shghtly [ower than Location B's
results In genera., this indicates thal noise from ships and related dock activities
may not greatly contribute to ine overall amblent noise levels at locations rear a
dock when compared 0 the noise environment 1o foreshore locations without a
dock. This comparison, however, does not take into accournt differences, which
may exist in the character of the nolse amenity of foreshore locations with and
without an adjacent dock

On the other hand, very high noise levels are experienced on other parts of the
Balmain Peninsula that are not exposed to nolse from karge vessels ar dock
activiies. That is, the noise levels measured at the six essessment locations are
sign ficantly lower than those measured on one part of the sama peninsula that is
exposed to high traffic volumes

Noise Assessment Criterla

At level of 53 2 dB{A) measured indoors comesponds to a conservative lave! of 65
dB{A) measured oulside the bedroom window assuming windows are open for
ventilafion. The repont adopted a criterion which would ensure that 80% of the
population (including the aged) are protected in their sleep an emergencs level
(Lavrax OF Ly) of 68 dB{A). This criteria applies to short-duration noises which may
oceur at night from the oparation of the port, For continuous, steady or quasi-steady
ncise, recant ev dence suggests an L g, of 40 dB(A) be useo as an upper limit for
assessment of sleep arousa Ingide bedrooms

This criteria can also be expressed m terms of noise lovels outside Research
condwcled by Carterst ai(1992) found the attenuation through a sfightly open
window when measured &t the centre (bed position) of a bedroom is in the order of
13 1o 20dB({A) when measured InLy,  Using a typical noise reduction of 15 dB(A),
then the maximum allowable Ly noise levels outside is 55 dB(A} to avoid slaep
awakenings during the night for 30% of the population Including the aged

In summary, the sleep arousal criteria used for assessment purposes were :

s Leg= 55dB(A}

+ Ly = G5AB{A)

when measured outside a bedroom window

Glebe Island and White Bay Master Plan
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Noise Assessment

Table 6 1 summarises the highest Lyg, L1y {0r Lavesme) @nd Logrose levels measured at
each location guring shori-term attended nolse surveys  These noise levels were
acquired from evening and night noise surveys as opposed o day surveys, in order
{0 avoid extranecus noise from construction and other surrounding noise sources
where such were found to be significant. The highest recorded noise levels were
then compared to each assessment period's noise criteria, regardless of what
periad they were measured in

To assess skeep arousal, the greater of the Ly of Leemx N0iSe lovels were used for
each location The Laemex levels were determined by averaging the loudest
instantanecus noise levels recorded during each survey and for each assessment
location, as presented in Appendix A

in short, the results shown In Table € 1 present the ‘worst case’ impact scenario
from all of the available nolse survey data.

Conclusion

Renzo Tonin & Assoclates completed an assessment of environmental neise
‘mpact from port activities to a number of nominated residential premises in
Balma'n Moise Impact from port activities was quantifiea and compared to the
noise guidelines set by the EPA

The greatest noise exceedance above the EPA's noise criteria generally accurs
when assessing the Ly intrusive noise emissions  The measuied L. levels
generally comply or only mamginally exceed the set nolse assessment critefia. The
maasured L; {or .eme) l6vels exceed by up to 10dB(A) at Location 2 where the
resigances under consiruction are exposed 1o noise from dock vehicles trave lirg on
Robert Street

Glebe island and White Bay Master Plan
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Ports Improvement Programmo: Glebe istand and White Bay

1.0 Introduction

1.1 Objectives

Shipping accounts for a large section of intemational trade and
contributes directly o the economy and employment of the
Sydney region The porls of Sycney Harbour and Botany Bay are
the main gateways for containerised ¢caigo, break bulk and bulk
1CUia cargo in NSW and are sssental for the economic growth
and development of the staie

This Ports Improvemaent Programsme outlines principles and
guidelines stemming from the requirements of the Glebe Island
and White Bay masier plan which will facilitate the continued and
efficient use of the Pont

1.2 The Port

In the 186(F's Sydney face¢ a port capacity problem Pressure
aross to develop Botany Bay for the contalner trade The
increasing move to containerisation of cargoes, which are
predominantty handled at Port Botany enabled a series of whart
closures in Syaney Harbour. In the 1980's the developman of
new lerminals at Port Kembla also led to the transfer of coal and
grain exports away from Sydney Harbour.

A major rationzlisation of the Sydney Port was accompanied by a
srong increase in the efficiency of those harbour sites which
remained in active port use. This improved efficiancy now allows
Sydney Harbour 1o accommaodate approximately the seme
amount of cargo each year as in the mid 1960's, when there was
almost three times the presant berth length in the port

Significant changes have taken place recently with older industrial
sites surrounding the wharves becoming obsolete or under-
utiised. Many are currently undergolng redevetopment for
residential purposes

Porls Improvernent Programme:;
Giebe tsland and White Bay Master Plan
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1.3 The Glebe Island/White Bay Master Plan

The Glebe Island and White Bay Master Plan is a requirement of
the Sydney Regional Environmental Plan No 26 - City West,
gazetted by the Minister for Urban Affarrs and Planning, and as
amended (SREP26)}. Tha development guidelines further detail
the provision of the Master Plan and accordingly should be read in
conjunction with the Glebe Island and White Bay Master Plan as
adopted on the 23 May 2000.

1.4 Ports Improvement Programme

The Ports Improvement Programme provides principles and
guldetiines for the fotlowing;

1 Establishment of guidelines for new buildings and equipment;
2 Astrategy for dealing with the interface beiween the public
and private domain;

Strategy for the selection of materals and colour schemes for
buildings and robile equipment;

Consigeration of hghting for the port area;

Definition of areas for cargo storage on the wharf apron:

A cchesiveness and legibility in signage;

The conlinued safe and secure operations of the port:

A strategy for public interpretation of the port

w

0~ DU o

1.5 Consultant team

Client Sydney Ports Corporation
Urban Design Travis McEwen Group
Signage and Commercial

Advertising Design Tim Willlams Architects
Landscape Land At

Ports Improvement Programme:
Glebe Island and White Bay Master Plan
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Fig 1. The area is recognisable
as an Industrial landscape and
offers potential 1o Incorporate
existing robust intrinsic
qualities into future
development.

& e
SYDNEY PORTS

Ports Improvement Programme: Glebe Island and White Bay

2.0 Built form overview

2.1 Existing character

Pars of the existing wharves have a patina of age, weathering
and unkempt appearance. Much of the port land does not reflect
an efficient and well maintained facility.

o The Interface between the port area and the surrounding

residential area Is generally abruptly defined.

The entry to the port is not clearly acknowledged, resulting in
amblguity in the ownership of these spaces.

The infrinsic physical qualities of the industrial maritime uses a

* offer opportunities for radefining the image of the Port (Fig1)

*+ 2,2 Future character
g Davelopment on port land should clearly demarcate the port and

the varipus lessess The place should be well maintained and
reflact its status as a valuable state asset.

The Interfaces with the surrounding areas should be clearly
defined addressing the changes in character along the boundary
sdge.

The development of a palette of finishes and formalising a design
framework will enable future devalopment of this site to be
consistent In the approach to new developmant

2.3 Objectives
The objectives of this programme are to:

» Reflect the world class efficiency of the port operations In the
quality of the environment and the visual presentation of the
port

+ Clearly define the interface/boundary between the working
port area and the surrounding uses

+ Establish a main entry to the port land that the presence of the
port and that will strongly mark the presence of the port to the
public

» Provide for the views of residents from surrounding areas and
heritage ftems.

» Establish opportunities for the public to view port areas or
access Information on port activities and heritage

» Define the parameters for advertising ard or signage

Ports tmprovement Programme:
Glebs Island and White Bay Master Plan
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3.0 Ports Improvement guidelines

3.1 Buildings and equipment

. There are a variaty of bulldings and equipment serving a range of
port uses These include:

i= » Fixed and mobile eguipment
> © Buildings
4 »  Lighting elements

1 31.1 Fixed and mobile equipment

These structures are often fixed struclures and serve as pumps

b, s cranes of other specific uses related to loading or unloading are
Fig 2 Skeletal wharf structures  similar in charac¢ter to the movable platforms and generally

are part of the visual imagery of  gepvice shipping and do not form part of the shore bulldings {Fig 2
the Port and 3)

14 Cranes, pumps and support skeletal structures give a clear

« imagery to the Port and the functioning of the wharf. The visibility
i of these elements is significant in identifying the waterfront as a
working port The location of the structures varies daily thus
enlivening the port

The loading and untoading of shipping is the key to all activities on
: ¥R aﬂ the port Aparl from the comings and goings of the shipping it is
e B “X&  the maln aspect of the porl activities which enliven the wharf

s Mo,?jﬂ;ﬁ%:;a:xwgmg apron This occurs through the motion of the cranes loading and
harbour because of its szeand  Unicading shipping

location.

-~ Waork safety practice for these structures is important for and
; accordingly they have been traditionally painted safety colours

The functions atiributed to these faciifties may change and
examples exist where these forms have been intarpreted and
i other uses Inserted Examplos such as communication boxes in
Rotterdam interpret the port function in the design and reinforce
the visual graphics of the port (Fig 4)

i

Fig 4. This example lllustrates
how contemporary
interpretations of wharf
structures can fit the imagery of
the port environment

Ports improvement Programme;
Gleba island and White Bay Master Plan
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Principles
+ Conform to work place safely regulations

+ New built forms should reinterpret the formns of the
characteristic port functions particularly in their structural
exprassion

s The port equipment should in external appearance suggest
clearly their function

+ Funclional and safety aspects of the operations should drive

the design and form of these elements The visibility of
praminent elements should be reinforced with colour.

Guidelines

* Struclures that directly service shipping should be strongly
identified by colour (see section 3 .3)

Ports Improvement Programme;
Glebe Isltand and White Bay Master Plan
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3.1 2 Buildings

The more recent bulldings are generally constructed of steal with
lightweight sheet metal The intemal framing and structural
systems are generally rolled steel and of a portal construction

The scale of these struclures is related specifically 1o the port
uses and are supportad by other elements sch as cranes on the
wharf apron and rolling stock rails {Fig 5)

The scale of these buildings does not relate specifically to any of
the uses in the Immediate surrounding area. These buildings offer
little visual interest apart from their sheer size

The wharf structures visible throughout Sydney Harbour
demonstirate changes in technology used in the maritime industry
Agcordingly building forms and their use have changed
considerably over time (Fig €)

Fig 5. Larger portal structures are characteristic of
contemporary store facilities.

Ponts improvement Programme:
Glebe Island and White Bay Mastar Plan
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Fig 6. Vartations in whart buiiding types are visible throughotut Sydney
Harbour These structures reflect the changing nature of port operations

lmﬂ an mn offfacﬂity

Hiin arw al
#cofifajner s

emavable wharf sruciure
passenqar tarmnals
#now whar siruclire

Ports Improvernent Programme:
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Buitding context

Figure 7 shows the various types of wharf bulldings for port uses
including historical building types, While all these bullding types are
derived frorm operational requirements many of the earfier buildings
gave strong definition to the public domain (e g the shore buildings
at Hickson Rd or were anchored to the land, such as the finger
wharves projecting from the land to over the water).

The current port usage Ie containerisad facilities, do not offer the
same opportunities in placement of buildings to interface the public
domain The buildings on Glebe Islano and White Bay do not
address this interface as they do not connect directly with the
surrounding environment  Additionatfy the scale of these buildings
is difficult fo relate them to a smalier human scale. Today these
buildings are mainly substantial objects in the round

If it is accepted that there is littla possibility to link Port bulldings to
the surrounding area in terms of scale and public domain definition
then a position should be taken as to the prominence cf the
building per se and the qualitics which these structures could
express

A regular grid already exists in the structure of the newer buildings
due to portal frame construction. Structure is visible in most of
these shore buildings and this element is potentially the strongast
key in developing a trealment dealing with the massiveness of
thess buildings.

This posifion accepts that the scale of these new bulldings Is such

that they have there own imagery/character and accordingly this
should ba reinforced in existing structures or new structures

Ports Improvement Programme:
Glebe kiand and White Bay Master Plan
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Fig 7. Analysis of wharf types
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Modulation

Structural systems should be used to explore the external naturs
of these buildings and accordingly this may be used to develop
the design of these buildings in a contemporary way as the
original finger wharves did

Structural systems should be used to develop and reinforea the
nature of these buildings The structure could be strongly
expressed and the larger expanses of wall ireated emphasising
the structure by expressed panel systems Reference should be
made to the modutation of the facade and enabling the structure
1o become the stronger element in the facade

Extemalising fire egresses or circulation can further assist In
breaking down the mass of the building and reinforce the
mod atation of the facade.

Siting

Consideration should be giver: to the siting of new buildings based
on the con‘ext of the surrounding area and the alignments which
already exist In this respect foreground, midd € ground ang
distant vliews should be a consideration In the: siting of buildings
Tre relationships with existing ana proposed infrastructure shou d
be carefully considered in any proposal  (Fig 8}

Poris Improvement Programme:
Glgbe Island and White Bay Master Plan
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Fig 8. Alignment and location of any new structure should consider its
broader context. Aligrniments exist interms of existing infrastructure and
relationships to the immediate surrounding envircnment Note the axis fine
which parallels the White Bay shoreline and directly aligns with the main
port entry (near Victoria Rd bridge) and the Port observation tower at
Millers paint. Other alignments can be used as reference polnts for the
siting of buildings {such as a continuous setback to the wharf edge and

the new roadirail corridor)

Poris improvernent Programme:
Glebe Islandd and YWnita Bay Master Plan
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Principles

¢ New buildings are not fo compets in terms of the primacy of
buiit form with the larger elements of the Glebe Island Bridge
and the Slios ‘

= New buildings should consider the alignments of existing
; buildings and infrasfructure These alignments serve to give
anchering points for new buildings.

i = Ulilise the structural grid of the buliding as the strongest
) element in the building form and defino the larger wall planes as
recessive slerments

Fig 9. Potential for natural

daylig hting within industrial

buildings articutation of the larger wall planes when addressing the
residential areas

« Reduce the scale of the bulk of the buiiding through the

v Intrinsic qualifies of materisls should be emphasised and
expressed.

intrinsic qualities of existing built fabric should be emphasised
and accentuated

Environmental sustainabilty of any proposal should be
assessed (Fig 9)

% Guidel nes

omposite structures  New buildings

ig 10.
may alfow the development of
Interesting building forms The structure of bulldings should be expressed externally

wherever passible {Fig 10)
Wall areas should be recessive elements.

* Verlical circulation may be expressed extemally in order to
further articulate the building (Fig 11)

¢ Tonal varigtion in the colour schemes is to be used to break the
mass of the building

* Entry and egress should be defined in the bullding form further
articulating the bullding

* The night time environment and the appearance of the building
should be considered and utilised in providing an interface
between new buildings ana the surrounding residentia’ area

Fig11. External circulation
assists in artigulating buildings

Porls Improvemeant Programme;
Glebe Istand and White Bay Master Plan
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Existing buildings

¢ The intinsic qualities of the materials for exdsting buildings Is to
be relnforced.

» Wherever materials such as exposed concrete and exposed
aggregate have been used they should be left untreated.

+ Sheet materials are to be painted
» Structure and vertical elements should be expressed
s Existing horizontal banding should be highlighted

* Largs wall elements/pansls are to be recessiva in colour except
where they serve a particular function, ie spedcific lighting
element or interface with surrounding residential arsa.

= Temporary gilos are (o be recesgive elements in the landscape,
howsver they should be located giving due consideration of
locational constraints which other buildings conform to, such as
existing infrastructure alignments

¢ Consideration should be given to the Introduction of elements
whicn could allow the developmenl of a relationship between
the larger scale of industrial buildings and the more human
scale in the surounding residential area

Ports improvermnent Programme:
QGlobe Isiarxd and White Bay Master Plan
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3.1 3 Lighting elements

& Due to operational requirements the port area is extensively lit
There is 2 geometrical locational rigour in the placement of lighting
around the site with numergus light stands demarcating the spaces
both during the day and at night. Lighting and feature lighting could
be used to give a sense of drama lo the port (Fig 12}

The use of differert materials such as translucent or perforated
sheeting can give relief to various building elements, aliowing light
into the bullding during the day, whiist allowing spread of light at
right (Fig13).

i Spedific lighting of various elements of the port, such as cranes
pumps and structure, would reinforce the visual drama of the
working pori at night.

Fig 12. Gonsideration should be
given to the relatlonship
between the grid of lighting Principtes

columns and other elements,
Forexampl, highlightcolours  *  Reinforce the rhythm which is already evident in the lighting

can be used to emphasise the columns across the stte for the datime environment This can

lighting poles patiern whilst be achleved through a single highlight colour  The introguction

treating visual interest of & coordinated colour scheme can also relate otherwise
complotely separate buildings or facilities into a single cohesive
group

s Use lranslucent materials in order to reduce the bulk of the
farger buildings throughout the precinct which would resuit in &
diffused nightime lighting source

= Introduce lighting schemes for wharf structures parficuarly to
highlight expressed siructural elements

= Coordinale the finishes of all eferents visible during the day

s The ganiry structure above the main shore building at White
Bay provides an opportuntly for specific feature fighting

Guidelines

« Lighting stands efc shou'd relats 1o each other through the use
: of a coordinated colour scherne and applled to the entire site
{refer colour patette)

» Provide for safely lighting
»  All new wharf structures fo have a lighting scheme - existing

Flg 13. Potential exists for
articulation of builldings fo be

reinforced through the struclures are encouraged to have a lighting scheme Holistic
introduction of transiucent wall appreach should be mada in considering the quality of the night
paneiling which contributes to time environment

the night time environment.

Porls Improvement Programme:
Gleba Island and White Bay Master Plan
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3.2 Boundary conditions and landscape

3.2 1 General

Background

The master plan identified landscape character as a vital
component of the port's image. This boundary interface is
genera'ly restricted to narrow corridors of open space, such as
clff-tops embankments, raitway edges, ancillary spaces and
simply “left-over” land In the past, these areas have reflected a
marginal and somewhat compromised character, often serving a
purely functiona! role for defining the port's boundarfes and
providing security. However, this boundary interface plays a major
role in the public perception of the port. The way in which the
landscape is addressed in these areas has the potentialfo
significantly improve the visual and environmental guality of the
port.

The master plan identified four landscape precincls as follows:

Old Glebe Island Bridge Curtilage
Balmain Interface
Port Entry

» Eastern Rail Promontory
The master plan highlighled the nesd to develop a landscape
treatment which would reinforce the distinctive identity of the port,
convay an atiractive, robust, industria! image comprising simple
forms to maich the scale of the port and reguiring minimal
maintenance Significant view corridors were estatlished within
these precincts tc quide, In part, the landscape ‘reatment of these
areas

These precincts and the embankment area adjoining the Anzac
Bridge-Vicloria Road bikepath are addressed in the following
discussion of principles and guidelines.

For the purposes of the principles the localions have been
consolidated as follows:

Location 1 Public land/ roadway Interface;
Location 2 Residential interface;

Location 3 Waterfront/ park interface;
Location 4 Main enfry

Watier interface zone

4« &« & a ®

Pants Improvement Programme:
Glebe 1stand and White Bay Master Plan
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General Principles (all focafions)

1

Opportunity to reinforce the distinctive identity of the “working
port”, its visual character, its scale of operations and facilities
thrcugh appropriate defingation and enhancement of ils edge
conditions and associated landscape elfements

« Ensure materials used are appropriately scaled to reflect
the “warking port” charatter;

* Maintain continuity and simplicity in the range and
appearance of materials and planting paleties;

+ Al materizls should be unified in their form, texture and
tonal qualities;

» Planting should be site-responsive to local microciimatic
and alterad soil conditions typical of these port sites (eg.
wind/ salt exposure, aspeact, types of landfill materials.
vehicle emissions, efc);

¢+ Planting should be used lo ameliorate adverse
microclimatic conditions (eg prevailing winds/ wind
tunnels, glare, lack of shade, noise and air pollution);

» Planting palette should be restricted to robust, hardy
species requiring raelatively low maintenance;

s Landscape elements should reflect ESD principles

2 Opportlunily to improve fhe port's public image, its “sense of

ownership” and management of Port iands,

v Provide a continuous, identifiable and *badged” boundary
to establish a broader sense of ownership;

+ Visually enhance edge condiions through appropriate
landscape treatments, using a readily identifiable set of
materials;

» Establish an appropriate management and maintenance
reg me for the ports interface and landscaped areas

Opportunity to improve visual impact of hard-edge, securfly
fencing without compromising porl/ cusfoms securlty

+ Integrate planting with fencing where appropriate to
improve visual and environmental quality;

+ Ensure layering of plants to enhance sense of depth to
boundary (e low-mid-upper level banding);

* Protect and manags views, particularly with respect to
determining heighis/ types of fencing and planting
selection;

» Vary the types of edge treatments to relate to adjoining
tand uses and boundary conditions.

Ports improvement Programme:
Glabe Istand and Whita Bay Master Plan
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3.2.2 Landscape precincts:

The precinct locatlons which have been developed for these
guidelines correspond to he Lanascape precincts in the master
plan and are as follows;
« Location 1 Public land/ roadway Interface;
« location 2 Residential interface;
+ Location 3 Qld Glebe sland Bridge curtilage
» Location 4 Main eptry
v  Water inferface

Fig 14. The plan above shows the location of the landseape pre

Location 1. Public land/roadway intetface

Public land/ roadway interface relates fo Robert Street and P&0
Maintenance Storage Area

Principles:

» Develop a palette of matarials which relate [o the scale and
movement along roadways (ie motlor vehicles, bike-riders and
pedestrans);

*  Subtie modification of the existing standard security fencing to reflect
Ports scale and identity,

e Utilise planting to sofien fencing end hard-edge;

¢ Ensure heights of planting permit views through fence

Fencing:

Replace existing security fence with modified {slightly over-sized)
steal frame! PVC coated mesh fence localed along edge of
footpath to public road.

Fig 15 F.’noposad security
fence with black PVC coated  Fance Helght: 2.4 metres
Materials: galvanised posls - straight, capped with 3

strand harbed wire exdension;

Pors Improvement Programme:
Glebe \sland and White Bay Master Flan
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corner posts tc be BONB straight capped;
intermediate posts to be S50NB;
mesh to be 50mm x 2.5 black PVC coaled;
knuckle selvadge finish;
Sydney Ports “badaing” to be located
centrally within each pane! {Fig 14)
Planting:
Locate selected trees, shrubs and groundcovers along fence to
soften impact of security fencing whilst allowing views through
fence

-+ Planting height: Trees to 12 metres height and under-
pruned te 2 5§ metres;

Shrubs trimmed 10 1 2m to permit views
frorm cars {eg. along Robert Street)

e Trees: Weeping Fig {Ficus benfamina var
Wintergreen)(Fig. 15)
Shrubs: Sweet-scented Jessamine (Murrava
paniculata)
Accents: Gymea Lily (Doryanthes excelsa)
~ Groundcovers: Poa blue-grey form (Poa Jabiflardieri var
Eskdale}
Fig 16. Proposed Weeping
Figs and Murraya hedge g R
?&{bﬂ F‘"' §, i ".-" I\‘L‘“"""'s {
fort rjn Wuargten | A e _s
- ,.;‘-”“}’:} .

GLenords

e g/ Foseies

Fig 17. The conceptual landscape design addresses the narrow
space between the new Port Road and Roberts Road.

Ports Improvement Programme:
Gleba 1siand and White Bay Master Plan
Page 220f 51
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Location 2. Residential interface

Principles:

Develop a palotte of materials which relate 0 the transitional scals
from Port to residential area;
Install aitarnate palisade style lence with hoight dependent upon site
topography, public safety and security requirements (fe reduce
height of fence where cliff-line reducas securily risk);
Romovs any unnecesseary or redundant glements (ie Internal
fencing along private road, ad hoc signage),
Utiise planting to soften fencing anc hart-edge,
Ensure heighls of planting permit views through fence

_— o

] L Lo

T 0 e A o, dgssaare

L spfiradeace

= Zepompticd ot
=i st vk

W2 SaY e

PFRATE AT W ITREALS

Tigee g

Fier

Fig 18. The cIff edge requires particular consideration Nots the
balustrade at the clitf interface with White Bay Park while Port security
is provided by a concea'ed barped wire just beiow the top of the ckif
face.

Poris Improvement Programme:
Glgba Isiand and White Bay Master Plan
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Fencing:

Replace cyclons mesh fance with black powder-coated tubular
stee! palisade style fence. Option to insiall 3-strand barbed-wire
4:Y4 below cliff-top (ie. concealed security detail)

Palisade height: 2 4m where boundary is leval
1 2m above base plinth where boundary is
on cliff top (Fig.19)

Materials: heavy duty welded galvanised square
tubular steel;
vertical bars to pass through top raft (for
Fig 19. Proposed 1.2m high added security and safety);
palisade fence black premium quality, polyester powder-
coat finish

Planting:

Plant layered shrubs, accents and ground covers (no trees)
adjacent to base of palisade fence to visually integrate boundary
condition with residential properties and maintain views throuch
fence {Fig 20)

i

¥
£r Planting height: layered to 1.2 metres to provide views from
=¥ adjolning residances
Shrubs: Sweet-scented Jessamine (Muraya
panicufata)
o] Accents: Gymea Lily (Doryanthes excelsa)
“" Groundcovers: Poa blue-grey form (Pca lsbillardieri var
Eskdals)
Spiky Mat-rush {Lomandra longifolia var Katrinus)

Fig 20. Propased Weeping
Figs, Gymea Lillees and
groundcovers

Location 3. Old Glebe Island Bridge curtilage

Principles:

+ Continus with a restricted paletfe of matenals ensuring
consistency with the port’s character,

s Atidress opportunities fo engage public in the port’s activities
through interpretive facilities/ signage and artwork;

e Landscape elements should reinforce any henitage items (eg
old Gleba Isfand Bridge/ memorials),

« Utilise planting to ameliorate adverse microclimatic conditions
(eg. prevailing winds/ wind tunnels caused by structures,
glare, lack of shade/ amenity, noise and air pollution);

+ Protect and manage view corridors.

Portg Improvement Programme:
Glabe Istand and White Bay Master Plan
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Planting:

Planted areas should provide broad definition to these areas,
emghasising the scale, function and role of the pont There should
be a repetition of form, texture, colour and balance reinforcing the
Port identity Planting should be restricted to a simple palelte
suited 1o site-specific requirements with a relatively low
maintenance regime Trees should not in any way impede

Important views
Planting height:
Tree Accents:

Trees {rowf grid):

Large Shrubs:

Accents:

i Matorials:

Fig 21. Proposed recycled,

customised hardwood

timber seat
Seating:
Bins:
Suppliers:

Flg 22. Proposed aluminium
alloy litter bin

¢ Outdoor Fumniture:

Outdoor Furniture should specifically reflect the port's character in
being robust, sturdy Wharf! jetty timbers should be recycled
wherever possible

varies up to 20+ meflres

Hoop Pina {Araucaria cunninghamii)
Weeping Fig {Ficus benfamina var.
Wintergreen)

Tuckeroo (Cupaniopsis anacardioldes)
Cherry Satinash (Syzygium leuhnannif)
Owarf Lilty Pilly (Syzygium paniculata var
Elite)

Gymea Lily (Doryarnthes excelsa)

Beach Lily (Crinum peduncudatum)
Groundcovers: Poa blue-grey form
{Poa tabillardieri var Eskdale)

Spiky Mal-rush (Lomandra fongifolia var
Katrinus)

Type 1:

customised maritime elements such as
large wharf/ jetty timbers, wharf structures
re-configured for seating, barriers, bollards,
alc

Type 2:

commercially available materials must be
vandal resistant and suitable for waterfront
conditions.

Recycled hardweod timbers, square-sawn
with 20mm arise finish to all edges, set
430mm abave ground level (Fig 21)

Powder-coated or aluminium alloy finish.
perforated aluminium frame (55 litre)
Street Furniture Australia

Botton & Gardiner {Fig 22)

Ports Improvement Programme:
Glebe Istand and White Bay Master Plan
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Fig 23. Proposed asphakic

wi‘lh tile banding

Fig 24. Detail of asphaltic
paving and bandi
L R T ;

Flg 26. pos
uplighting

Fig 27 Proposed marine grade
aluminium alloy bollard
lighting

&
SYDNEY PORTS

Ports Improvement Programme: Giebe Istand ans White Bay

Paving:

Paving should be durable and consistent with working port
functions, scale and other materials. Paving should be eilher
continuous flexible pavements {asphaltic concrete) or large
dimensionad unit pavers of monochromatic iones

Type 1: asphaltic concrete (Fig 23 and 24)
Colours: black (other tint options available)
Application; general/ Ports

These araas offer cpportunities for banding using other in-lay
materials (refer to types 2 and 3)

Type 2: unit paving, minimum 450 X 450mm units;
reconstituted concrete (Fig 25).
Application: restricied to public areas
Colours. charcoal 1o mid-light grey tones
Textures; related to usef access;
generally skid-resistant;
Suppliars: Urbansione (eg. Estuary Grey/ Casino
Gray)
Type 3; blugstone/ granite
Application: focal areas only
banding/ edge treatments

banding may include textural and tonal
varniations(eg. honed, shot-blasted, polished
or tile finishas)

Lighting:

Provide lighting for sec.rily, key entry/ access points, intemnal
roads pathways and put'ic areas Lights shoukd be robust,
vandal-resistant and suitable for a watarfront environment.

Typa1: Flush-mounted, in-ground, up-lighting/
highlights and washers (Flg 26)

Applications: public open space, landscaping and
waterfront features/ structures

Materials; stainless steel or water resistant marine
grade aluminium alloy;

Typs 2. Ballard lighting (Fig 27)

Applications: footpaths! bikepaths

Materials: marine grade aluminium alloy boliard

lighting, vandal resistant UV stabilised poly-
carbonate “"Dock” luminaire
Suppliers: Louis Poulsen

Ports Improvemnent Programme:
Glebe lsland and While Bay Master Plan
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Location 4. Main Entry

Principles:

« Create an enlry focus and identily for the port, ensuring
consistency with other port areas in landscape materials and
planting palette;

* Planting should be simply stated, yet dramatic, providing a
unified and supportive component for entry signage;

s Solected species should be tolerant of roadside conditions,

» Lighting should accentuate signage elements {possible use of
uplight/ wash to sithouette planted forms/ accents);

» Paving should be consistent with the public waterfront/ park
interface.

Planting:

Use of trees which will accentuats the signage, creale large scale
patterns of a lirnited species selection. Plants to be homogeneous
d In form, texture and colour and have limitad flowers. Trees should
# be form a green mass solid enough to feature in the larger

¥ environment (Fig28)

Planting height:

i Tree Accents:
i Traes (row/ grid):

Fig 28. Weeping Figs (Parkland/
waterfront [nterface and main

antry)

Accents:

Groundcovers:

. Paving:

Lighting:

Fig 29. Hoop Pines accent
planting {Parkland fiwaterfront
interface and rmain entry)

varies up to 20+ metres (subject to RTA
requirements)

Hoop Pine (Araucaria cunninghamii)
Weeping Fig (Flcus berjamina var
Wintargreen)(Fig 28, 29 and 30)

Gymea Lily {Doryanthes excelsa)

Beach Lily (Crinum pedunculatum)

Poa blue-grey form {Poa labiffardier! var
Eskdale)

Spiky Mat-rush (L.omandra longifolia var
Katrinus)

As in Parkland/ waterfront interface
; Type 2 or Type 3 unit paving

As in Parkland! waterfront interface.
Provide illumination to accentuate signage (possible use of
uplights/ wall-wash fo silhouetie planted forms/ accaenis)

Ports Improvement Programme:
Gleba Island and White Bay Master Plan
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3.3 Materials and colouts

The scope of this work is to develop a palette of materials and
colours which would defiver an increase in the amenity of the port

The principles
s Clear visual definition of elements of the port

« Consider the harshness of the environment and therefore the
nead for longevity in materials selected
S e q » Work with the existing, materials and elements of the wharf
432 The nature of th landscape
g?:;%"or?v‘;‘";f;:f;;;;m « Develop treatments which may be used for the large buildings
on the site

3.3 1 Palette of materlals

The age of the port facliity and tha locetion in a high salinity
environment has Jed to exposed and untreated steel correding A
patina of age is visible throughout the facility particuiarty In
elaments which ¢connect between two alf'esent materias interms
of visibility the mitd stee! fencing, exposed corrugated fron and the
prolifaration of exposed stee! shore structures alf reflect the nature
of the environment and the implications for the bullt form (Fig 32).

The natural weathering procass has reinforced the cnaracteristics
Fig 33 Wcathen of rterials of various materials and as a consequence has relnforced the
rosults in textures which textures of different materials visible throughout the port (Fig 33)

develop purely as aresponseto  Contemporary wharf structures are characterised by extensive
environment use of concrete in structural and non structural capacities  This
materiai offers a range of finishes and exposure o weathering
demonstrating a rangs of textures and colouring or discotouring
(Fig 34)

Composite structures relying on concrate as a base element are
significant in the cenfribution to the sense of the place and
marking it clearly with its industria! nature

i In terms of visibility the mild steel fencing, exposed corrugated

4 iron and the proliferation of exposed sieel shore structures all
reflect the nature of the environment and have implications for the
H built form

Fig 34. Daterloration of material
is visible in most buildings in
this area.

Portg Impravement Progtamme:
Gisbe ksland and White Bay Master Plan
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3.3 2 Paletie of colours

Cranes, pumps and the like give a clear imagery to the port and
the functioning of the wharf The visibility of these elements is
significant in reflecting the waterfront as a working port The
location of the struciures varies daily enlivening the port

These structuras ara ofien brighlly coloured due to safety and
visibikty Issues for port functioning

The site Is characterisad by large expanses of concrete serving as
the wnarf apron as constnuction material for the silos ang for the
structure of the Glebe Island Bridge These specia ised e ements
dominate the industrial landscape. Any new building should not
dominate this landscape and accordingly should be recessive in
colour

Traditienally all large stora bulkdings are characterised by a
regularity in structure and a puncturing of the mass through the
provision of eniry into the spaces

Princlples

* Reinforce the structure with colour as a method of breaking
the mass of the building,

» Utilise materials and colours to break down the building mass

« Ulilise the differences in materials with colour to creale a
building form of intarest In both daytime and at night

* Restrict the paistto of colours to reinforce a maritime
vernacular based on analysis of precedent throughout the port

= The mass of large buildings should be recessive through the
use of muted colours although sxposed struciure and
articulated elements could be highlighted by colour

Poris improvement Programme:
Glebe tsland and White Bay Master Plan
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Guidelines

The following colours shoutd be adopted as demonstrated and
scheduled below:

= Haik
Fig 35. Modulation of the facade
through the use of colour

Fig. 36 Indlcative coiour schedule. The number refers to Austrafian
Standard 2700 standard colour reference systom.

Grey-various shades Lighter shades of gray to be used as
recessive wall elements for larger stores anda sflos Indicative

Fig 37. Columns and horizontal 13096 AS2700 N11 N12 N22 N42 (See Fig 35, 38, 43 and 45)
elements exprossed in existng

buloings, wivist intrinsic
qualitics of materials aro N~ .
retained Darker grey to highlight structure, and lighting columns

N55 N65 {AS2700) or Micaceous iron oxide (See Fig 37, 40,42
and 45)

Translucent shest panelling or articulation efements on facades
g Y33 Y12Y13 Y15 (AS 2700) {Fig. 35 and 48)

Movable wharf structures and unloading facilities and accent on

el : light stands
Fig 38 Silosto be painted In

recessive colours from the grey  R11 R12 R13 (AS 2700} (Fig 38, 39 and 44)
colour palette

Ports Improvement Programme:
Glebe island and White Bay Master Plan
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Fig 39. The existing colour 25
scheme does not take Fig 40. Wharf equipment should be highlighted by colour to give
advantage of the opportunities greater visyal definition

offered by these built
elements

Fig 41. The existing equipment
appears as visual clutter
because elements are not
given visual priority.

elements should be clearly identified by colour. The
skeletal elements and maln masses are highlighted by colour for visual
order and visual interest

Fig 43. Existing built form of
the P & O shore building

o]

Takals  E

Fig 45. The structure is aas el el :

visually defined by darker Fig 44. The movable wharf equipment and structural elements of
colour while the broader wall existing structure shouid be highlighted by colour.

areas are visually contrastad

by tighter colour

il -

Porls improvement Programmet
Glebe Island and White Bay Master Plan
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___ 3.4 Lighting

The scale of the built elemants in the port area provide an
opportunity for selective lighting and the development of a
dynamic and visually exciting night time environment

Skeletal elements and exposed structures offer an opportunity for
W a range of lighting effects. The prominence of the port in the

| landscape suggests that these lighting glements should be
carefully considered and be undertaken in conjunction with port
operations (Fig 50 and 51)

The articulation of the larger shore buildings can achieve required
breakdown of the building mass during the day through use of
colours and variation in materials.

The use of translucent materials serve two purposes the first is
the articulation of the built form whilst &t night allowing the building
to be "marked” (Fig 46 and 47).

Fig 47 Pote! ‘ === The strategic location of these panels can also serve to break
environment down the interface between the public and the private domain by
providing opportunities for public interpretation of the site (Fig 48
and 49)

Principles

¢ Safely is o be considered as a fundamental for any lighting
scheme

» Stucture provides opportunities for lighting elements of the
port which ara of Interest in the night fime environment.

Fig 48 Potential n°ght time .
environment » Consideration should be given to the implications of any
fighting schemne in relation to the surrounding residential

environment

LiRe s
Fig 4% The use of translucent
materials can serve to articulate
tire building during the day,
mark significant points in the
landscape at night and serve to
breakdown the harshness
botween the public and the
private Interface through the
use of specific design elements

Ports Improvemeni Programme:
Glabe Island and White Bav Master Plan
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e T e Py i

Fig 50 Lighting can reinforce the daylight colour schemes qiving the
Port a dramatic and vibrant appearance at mght

Fig 51. Selective lighting
through the use of a filtered
light source can accentuate
elements of Interest in the
existing built form

Poris Improvemert Programme:
Glebe Island and White Bay Master Plan
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3.5 Cargo

3.5.1 Contalners

The Master Plan requires that containers should be limited to a
stacking height of 5 containers. The location of these containers is
generally based on the loading and unloading regulrements of
shipping Accordingly, the pasitioning of these containers is
controlied by operational and management issues For clarity of
site organisation and safety, contatner stacking ereas and veh cleg
crculation areas shodld be ¢ early marked on the ground

Guldelines

» Container stacking areas and vehicle circulation areas to be
cloarly marked

352Cars

Temporary car storage for imported cars is provided on the whari
deck area Controlied location of the cars assists with the efficient
use of the port,

The potential construction of a new multt deck parking fadllity at
the ocation of the demorished silos provides for additionat storage
of cars on Glebe Island

Guldelines

+ The storage locations of imported cars on the wharf apron
should be ¢ early marked on the ground

+ Guidelines te be developed for the multideck facilty

3.5.3 Break bulk cargo

Break bulk cargo includes a variety of goods that are generally not
containerised (a g timber) Cargo Is stared and sometimes
appears unmanaged due to the nature of the cargo.

Where praciicable this cargo should be stared internally as socon
as possible and moved off the wharf apron.
Guidelines

= Break bulk cargo to be stored internalty where practicable

« Extend storage areas for break bulk cargo to ciearly mark on
the ground distinct vehicular circuiation areas

Ports Improvement Programme:
Glebe laland and White Bay Master Plan
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3.6 Signage

The objectives of the signage sirateqy are to identify the Sydney
Ports areas and provide clear and consistent wayfinding

Bold colour

A distinctive orange has been selected as the background colour
for al signage. This co'cur 1 already associated with the Syaney
Ports corporation being part of their corporate logo The Sydney
Porls orange also recalls the colours of the container meving
equipment and with containers themsetves The safety and
waming connotations of the orange further Underline the
appropriate choice of the colour.

Simple form

The form of the sfgnage is kept simple and is generally of the
proportions of contatners. (The oimensions of sign types D and E
are those of containers)

Site identification

A simple hierarchy of information is introduced with lettering
scalad to the distance and type of viewer. Leased areas will ba
indicated within the Sydney Ports format in crder fo keep a
coherent granphic style

Hisrarchy of information

As well as marking the perimeter of the site with regular badgeing,
the ertrance fo the site is marked with a bold signage totem,
which includes lighting for the entrance area, and an adge lit
banner for pericdical use.

Ports Improvement Pragramme:
Glebe (sland and White Bay Master Plan
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SYDNEY PORTS
Ports Improvement Programmse: Glebe Island and White Bay

PEDESTRIAN SIGN

VIEWING DISTANCE 2m
TEXT HEIGHT 19mm
SCALE 1100

Type A

To be located along pegestrian or cycle routes such as Anzac
Broge and Anzac memorial. Pedestrian scale sign for infarmation,
History, descriptions of activities and the like. Made out of a folded
sheet of Sydney Ports orange metal. Cut-out text and White text
Brailla

SITE IDENTIFICATION

VIEWING DISTANCE 20m
TEXT HEIGHT 45mm
SCALE 1:100

Type B
To be lotated on fences and gateways around the perimeter of
the SPC area(s) Lettering and logo o be cut-out of Sydney Ports
orange

Ports Improvement Programmie:
Giebe 13iand and White Bay Master Plan
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SYDNEY PORTS
Ports Improvement Programme: Glebe Island and White Bay
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RTA ROAD SIGN (A)

VIEWING DISTANCE 25¢m
TEXT HEIGHT 530mm
SCALE t:100

Type F2

To be located at major decision points on major routes to the
ports. Raversed script in Sydney Ports orange box integrated into
RTA signage (to ba negotiated with RTA)

4000

— —
i !
T"loco T
_________ N
SYDNEY 8
PORTS |
1)
RTA ROAD z W
VIEWING DISTANCE 250m
TEXT HEIGHT 530mm
SCALE 1:400
Type F1

To ba lacated approximately 100m before entry points to the
Paorts RTA format sign in Sydney Ports Orange (To be
negotiated with RTA )

Poris Impravement Programme:
Glebe [sland and White Bay Master Plan



SYDNEY PORTS
Ports Improvement Programme: Glabe Island and White Bay
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SITE ENTRY MARKER

VIEWING DISTANCE 250m
TEXT HEIGHT 530mm
SCALE 1:100

Type E

To be located at principal eniry point to ports land Has 2 sides
Information cut-out with back lighting  Slim line side-lit banner
facllity on one side. integrated pole and lighting with solar
collectars Power to be fed back to grid

Ports Improvement Frogramme:

Gleha Island and White Bay Master Plan
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SYnNEY PORTS
Porls Improvement Programme; Glebe Island and White Bay

PRIMARY DIRECTION

VIEWING DISTANCE 150m/S0m
TEXT HEIGHT 315mm/105mm
SCALE 1:100

Type D1

To be located at major decision paints within Syaney Ports land
General drectory C.ut-out and reflective lettering on Sydney Ports
orange.
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SECONDARY DIRECTION

VIEWING DISTANCE 150m/50m
TEXT HEIGHT 315mm/105mm
SCALE 1:100

Parts Improvement Programme:
Glebe Island and White Bay Master Plan



SYDNEY PORTS
Ports Improvament Programme: Glebe Island and White Bay

Type D2
As far D1. Located at secondary decislon points with in sites
2500
0
P 170 7;‘
— IR IR, ‘1\
&1 | s |
LESSEE =% i

LESSEE IDENTIFICATION

VIEWING DISTANCE 150m/50m
TEXT HEIGHT 313mm/105mm
SCALE 4:100

Type D3
Located at entrances to leased areas Sydney Ports orange with
inset panel for lessee informationfidentification,

2500

INFORMATION SIGN

VIEWING DISTANCE 150nm/50m/20m
TEXT HEIGHT 315mm/1058mm/4Smm
SCALE 1:100

Peorts Improvement Programme:
Glebe Island and White Bay Master Ptan
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SYDNEY PORTS

Ports Improvemeant Programme! Glaba Island and White Bay

Type D4
Located in pedestrian accessibla areas, mejor information sign

Replaceable inset panel for toplcal information.

GATE SIGN

VIEWING DISTANCE 50m
TEXT HEIGHT 105mm
SCALE 1:100

Type C

To be located at afl wharf gates Numbers coordinated with
security services for easy access Sydney Ports orange on thinner
gauge of melal to be attached to gates and fences. Reflective
white lettering

Same format used for other statutory, safety information such as
Keep Clear, Warning etc

Ports Impravemnent Programme:
Glebe Island and White Bay Master Plan
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SYONEY POR1S

Ports Improvement Prograrmmae: Glebe Istand and White Bay

3 6 2 Interpretation

Tha signage strategy acknowledges areas accessible by
pedestrians with appropriate information signage These ‘Info
Tables' are designed to be used for all kinds of interpratative
information such as maps and historical information

3 6.3 Art and the Ports

The scale and dynamism of the ports is fertile ground for
creative artists Some sites seem to lend themselves o a work
of art, but there are many possibllities and i is recommended
that selecled artist(s) be given more freadom to explore and
interpret the site

/

f 3 6.4 Advertising

i Currently advenising signage is mounted above the silos r,a'r';d {s
continuous, having litle regard {0 the torm of Ihs silos The
signage is seen as ‘just advemsing' the fact that one can see the

? back of the signs exaggerales ihair fimsy wmpora;y'

| 8ppearance &% Q‘%

; The sharp edge of the current billtoards ¢
i rounded form of the silos and other ela
{ vicinity

v
Fig. 52. Panorama from .
Victoria Rd towards Anzac Fig 53 View of Heritage Silos from Glebe Island
Bridge

Ports Improvement Programme:
Glebe kland and White Bay Master Flan
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SYDNEY PORTS
Ports Improvement Programme: Glabe Island and While Bay

ey e 4 I il

Fig 54. View of existing condition from Intersectlon of Victoria Rd / The
Crescent

Ports improvement Programme:
Glebe Istand and Whila Bay Master Plan
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SYDNEY PORTS

Ports |mprovement Programme: Glebo Island and White Bay

Praoposed cignage location
Dascription

» The roundec form of the sitos is extended vemically by gdorm
of signage panels that integrates with the form of the sifos

» The signage systam is Ike a stratghad skin with no sfructure
or fixing in view {$6e datals bolow)
Advantages

o Continuous treatmant of suparstructure enabl
g6nn from al sides
Al access and lighting fo the advertising pahiels can be made
easily and safely fram behind
No exiendad gantles orlighting strucidtes requirad
Potantial for messages on three sided
Backit signage, no gantries in ordeT 1o have a very simple
appearance { ke the silos the 23}

Integrated with {ha lonm © s by elintarpreting

building to bs

hosizontal element of si
Revanus to the Smta . {1;‘1., o
N

srizing In @ principal public

Conclusion

— e 8 9 et W e

Ports |mprovement Programme:
Glebe Island and White Bay Master Plan
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SYDNEY PORTS

Ports Improvement Programme: Glebe Island and White Bay
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SYONEY PORTS

Poris Impravement Programmae: Glebe Isiand and White Bay

3.7 Safety and security

The visual clarity of the different functions or their physical layout
of the port assists wth ensuring safe port operatiens

C anification of buiding type in lerms of the function of the building
or structure and the location of that bullding in the context of the
broader port area is significant ensuring safe port operations

Clarity in vehicular movemenrts (including separation of different
ypes of vehicies) must also be established so that the conflict
betwean operations Is alleviated and acrordingly safely is
ensured.

Guidelines

s Circulation areas and storage areas should be clearly markad

Ports Improvement Programme:
Gieba island and \White Bay Master Plan
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SYDNEY PORTS

Ports Improvement Programme: Glebe Island and White Bay

3.8 Public interpretation

The prominence of Glebe island and White Bay means that the
pori can have a high public profie This profile can be assisted in
saveral ways by a pdblic interpretation strategy for the following
parts of the port area.

+ Old Glebe Istand Bridge approach interface including the US
memorial

+ Port observation areas al Anzac bridge and White Bay park
« Main port entry

+ Marking the port at the promontory of Glabe 1sland with a
sculptural element

QO1d Glebe Istand Bridge approach

Provide a pub Ic accessible Interpretation ares near the approach
road which would include the US Memorial and an explanation
panel of the port aclivities, including a brief history of ihe port

Anzac Bridge

At the elevated level near the pedestrian approach {o the Anzac
Bridge, provide a lookout area inciuding panels describing the
port activities - especially a brief history of imports/exports of
goods, as well as the correct capacity of the sites and what they
are now usad for.

White Bay Park

Adan area of the Park that overlooks the port, provide panels
describing the port activities and a brief history of the
Balmain/port historical working relatlonship

Main Port Entry

Near the proposec main porl Entry, provide panels describing the
port activities including a Port actvities directory board

Glebe Islznd Point

Ports Improvemant Programme:
Glebe Istand and White Bay Master Plan
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The Glebe Island Poinl is a prominent location in Sydney Harbour
It couta be markea by a major sculptural element which would
give additional visual interest to the port and mark the central
location of the working harbour in people’s minds

One idea for a suitable sculptural element Is a large modern
windmill that could have a functional use in genarating power and
aesthetic benefits, as well as economic benefit There are a
variety of windmills of sculptural design The windmill could
generate electricity to feed back into Sydney's energy grid (or
provide power for the lighting of the Port Wharf areas) This idea
assists in the ports ESD agenda and would have a high public

j profile for the State Govemment in demonstrating its ESD

§ commitment

Fig 55 Various windmill types
can provide highly distinctive
sculptural qualities.

o S SRS i =

Fig 56 Potential landmark definition of area through the use of a large
windmill which would have the ESD benefit of providing energy to
power parts of the extemal port area, (e g lighting) and have a high
public profile

Ports Improvement Programme:
Glabe Island and White Bay Master Plan
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STATE ENVIRONMENTAL PLANNING POLICY No 61-
EXEMPT AND COMPLYING DEVELOPMENT FOR

WHITE BAY AND GLEBE ISLAND PORTS

under the
ENVIRONMENTAL PLANNING AND ASSESSMENT ACT 1979

UPDATED 8 AUGUST 2000

NO AMENDMENTS (SINCE GAZETTAL OF 4.8.2000)

DISCLAIMER

The New South Wales Legislation published by the Govermment Information
Service in the form of diskettes or on-demand prints is produced from the
Legislation Database compiled and maintained by the New South Wales
Parliamentary Counsel's Office

No warranty is given that the database is free from error or omission
Furthermore, as the database has been prepared from hard copy. the
accuracy of the conversion to electranic form cannot be guaranteed

Accordingly, the State of New South Wales and its servants and agems
expressly disclaim liability for any act done or omission made in refiance on
the Information in the database and any consequences of any such act or
omission
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State Environmental Planning Policy No 61-
Exempt and Complying Development for White Bay
and Glebe Island Ports

Contents
Part 1 Praliminary
1 What is the name of this Policy?
2 What are the aims of this Policy?
3 Definitions and notes
4 Where does this Palicy apply?
5 How this Policy affects other environmental
planning instruments
6 Consent authority
Part 2 Exempt development
7 What this Part does
8 What development is exempt development
Part 3 Complying development
9 What this Part does
10 What development is complying development
11 Conditions of complying development certificates
Part 4 Subdivision, building and demeolition controls
12 What this Part does
13 Subdivision of land
T4 Erection of a building or demolition of a
building or work
Part 5 General
15 Suspension of certain laws
16 Development physically commenced before
amendment of SEPP 4
Schedules

Exempt development

Complying development

Conditions of complying development certificates
Amendment of other environmental planning
instruments
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Part 1

Preliminary

What is the name of this Policy?

This Policy is State Environmental Planning Policy No 61-
Exempt and Complying Development for White Bay and
Glebe Island Ports

What are the aims of this Policy?
The aims of this Policy are;

(8  to provide for exempt development and complying
development on the land to which this Policy applies:

(i) by identifying the development of minimal environ
mental impact that is to be exempt development (and
that, consequently, may be carried out without the
need for development consent), and

(i) by identifying the development that is to be complying
development, and

(i) by specifying the conditions to which complying
development ceriificates are subject, and

{b) o provide that development comprising the subdivision of
land, the erection of a building or demolition on the land

10 which this Policy applies, to the extent to which it does

not already reguire development consent under another

environmental planning instrument in order o be carried
out, cannot be carried out except with development
cansent

Definitions and notes
(1) In this Policy:

gross floor area has the same meaning as in the Environmental
Planning and Assessment Model Provisions 1980

ground fevel means the ground level existing on the
commencement of this Policy

height of a building means the distance between ground

level and the uppermost point of the building

Master Plan means a Master Plan adopted by the Minister
under Sydney Regional Environmental Plan No 26-City West
which applies to the land to which this Policy applies

Note Copies of the Master Plan, including any variations to it are available from:
Sydney Reglon Central Office of the Department of Urban Affairs and Plenning,
Ground Floor, Frankel House 26-32 Pyrmont Bridge Road Pyrmont NSW, 2003
the Act means the Environmental Planning and Assessment
Act 1979

the map means the map marked State Environmental Planning
Policy No 61-Exempt and Complying Developrent for

White Bay and Glebe Island Ports"

the Minister means the Minister for Urban Affairs and Planning



{2} The table of contents and notes included in this Policy are
explanatory notes and do not form part of this Policy

Where does this Policy apply?

This Policy applies to the land shown edged heavy black
on the map

How this Policy affects other environmental
planning instruments

(1) This Policy amends State Environmental Planning Policy

No 4-Development Without Consent, State Environmentaf
Pianning Policy No 60-Exempt and Complying Development and
Sydney Regional Environmental Plan No 26-City West as set out
in Schedule 4

(2) This Palicy prevails over any other environmental planning
instrument made before or after this Policy to the extent
of any inconsistency:
(@) except:
) State Environmental Planning Policy No 11-
Traffic Generating Developmenits, and
() State Environmental Planning Policy No 33-
Hazardous and Offensive Develoment, and
(i) State Environmental Planning Poficy No 55-
Remediatior: of Land, and
(v} State Environmental Planning Policy No 56-
Sydney Harbour Foreshores and Tributaries, and
(v) Sydney Regional Environmental Plan No 26-
City West, and

(o)  except as otherwise expressly provided by:
{i) this Policy, of
{i} any other environmental planning instrument
that commences after the day on which this
Policy commences

Consent authority

The consent authority for development under this Policy is
the Minister



Part 2

Exempt development

What this Part does

This Part identifies the development and the requirements that
must be met in respect of it for the development to be carried
out without development consent as exempt development

Note  The Act states that exempt development:
. must be of minimal envirorknental impact. and

. cannot be caried out in critica! habxat of an cnoangered species popuiation
or ecologica community (identified .nder the Threaterned Spoces
Conservation Act 1995 or the Fisneries Management Act 1994} and

cannot be camied out in a wiiderness area (identified under the
Wikderness Act 1987)

What development is exempt development?

(1} Development specified in Schedule 1 that meets the
standards for the development contained in that Schedule and
that compties with the requirements of this clause is exempt
development for the purposes of this Policy

(2) To be exempt development:

{e)  the development must:

{ meet the relevant deemed-to-satisfy provisions of the
Building Code of Australia, and

(i) meet any retevant development standards, and

(i) be more than 1 metre from any easemant or public
sewer main, and

(iv)if it relates to an existing building that is classified
under the Building Code of Australia as class 1b or
class 2-9, the building must have a current fire safety
certificate or fire safety statement or the building must
be a building for which no fire safety measures are
currently implemented, required or proposed, and

(b)  the development must not:

{i) if it relates to an existing building, cause the building to
contravene the Buding Code of Australia, or

() create interference with the neighbourhood because it
is noisy, causes vibrations, creates smelis, fumes,
smoke, vapour, steam, soot, ash, dust, waste water,
grit or oil, or

(it} involve disturbance 10 a depth of more than 600 mm
below ground level, or

{iv) be designated development



Part 3

{3) Exempt development cannot be camied out on;

{a)  the site of an item of the environmental heritage that:
{i} s identified as such in an environmental planning
instrument applying to the land, or
(i} is listed on the State Heritage Register under the
Heritage Act 1977, or
(i} is subject to an interim heritage order under the
Heritage Act 1977, ar

(} land within a heritage conservation area that is identified
as such in an environmental planning instrument applying
to the land, or

{©) land identified:
(i) by the consent authority on @ map held in the consent
authority's offices, or
(i) In an erwironmental planning instrument, or
{iii} in a development control plan,

as an environmentally sensitive area for exempt
development

Complying development

What this Part does

This Part identifies the development that may be carried out as
complying development, the requirements that must be met for
a complying development certificate to be issued in respect of it
and the conditions to which the complying development
certificate will be subject

Note  The Act states thet davelopment cannot be complying development if:

. it is on land that Is critical habitat of an endangered specles, population or
ecological commumity fidentified under the Threatened Species Conservation
Act 1985 or the Fisherles Managament Act 1894) or

it is on land within a wildemess area (identified under the Wildermess Act
1987), of

. there is an jtem of the environmental heritage on the land that IS subject to an
order or Fsting under the Herftage Act 1977 or an environmental planning
instrument, or

the development Is designated development of
' the developmant Is State significant development or

' the development reguires concurrence, except a concurrence of the Director-
General of National Parks and Wildlife in respect of development that is likely
to significantly affcct a threatened species, population or ecological
community, or its habitat (identified under the Threatened Species
Conservation Act 1995)
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What development is complying development?

(1) Development specified in Schedule 2 that is carried out in
compliance with the development standards listed in that
Schedule in respect of the development and that complies with
the requirements of this clause is complying development for the
purposes of this Palicy

(2} To be complying development, the development must:

(a)

meet the relevant deemed-to-satisfy provisions of the
Building Code of Australia, and

meet any relevant Australian Standards, and

be more than 1 metre from any easemernt or public sewer
main, or comply with any requirements specified by the
appropriate sewer authority for building over sewers, and

have an approval (if required by the Local Government Act
7993) from the council for an on-site effluent disposal
system if the development is undertaken on

unsewered land

{3) Complying development cannot be carried out on:

(a}

(b)

{©)

(@

land within a heritage conservation area that is identified
as such in an environmental planning instrument applying
to the land, or

a site that has at any time praviously been used:

{} as a service station or for the bulk storage of fuel, or
{ii) for waste storage or waste treatment, or

(iii} for the manufacture of chemicals, asbestos, or
asbestos products, or

land identified:

() by the consent authority on a map held in the consent
authority's offices, or

i) in an environmental planning instrument, or

{ii} in @ development control plan,

as an environmentally sensitive area for complying
development, or

land identified as Class 1-4 on acid sulphaie soils
planning maps prepared pursuant to a Master Plan and
for which there Is no provision in an environmental
planning instrument applying to the land that requires an
acid sulphate soils management plan to be prepared,
except where the proposed development will not result in
disturbance to a depth of more than 650 mm below
ground level
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Part 4

12

13

14

Conditions of complying development certificates

A complying development certliicate issued in respect of land to
which this Policy applies is subject to the conditions listed in
Schedule 3

Subdivision, building and demolition controls

What this Part does

This Part extends the requirement that developmert comprising
the subdivision of fand, the erection of a building or the
demoilition of a building or work can be carried out only with
development consent

Subdivision of land

{1} A person may subdivide land to which this Policy applies only
with development consent

{2) This clause applies if the subdivision of land:

{a) does not require development consent to be granted
under another environmental planning instrument, and

(b) is not prohibited by another environmental planning
instrument, and

(€) is not identified in any environmental planning instrument
{including this Policy) as exempt development

(3} This clause does not apply to the subdivision of land that, in
the opinion of Sydney Ports Corporation, is required to be
subdivided in order to facilitate port operations

Erection of a building or demalition of a buikding or work

(1) A person may erect a building on land to which this Policy
applies only with development consent

{2) A person may demolish a building or work on tand to which
this Policy applies only with development consent

(3} This clause applies if the development:

(8  does not require development consent to be granted
under any other environmental planning instrument, and

(b} s not prohibited by another environmental plannhing
instrument, and

(c}  is notidentified in any environmental planning instrument
(including this Policy) as exempt development, and

{d  does not involve Crown building work as defined by
section 115M of the Act



Part 5

15
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General

Suspension of certain laws

(1) For the purpose of enabling devslopment to be carried out in
accordance with this Policy, clause 29 of the Environmental
Planning and Assessment (Savings and Transitional) Regulation
7998, to the extent necessary to serve that purpose, does not
apply to the development

(2) In accordance with section 28 of the Act, before the making
of this Policy, the Governor approved the making of this clause
on the prior concurrence in writing of the Minister

Development physically commenced before amendment
of SEPP 4

If development permitted under State Environmental Planning
Palicy No 4-Development Without Consant was physically
commenced on fand before the amendment of that Policy by
this Policy. the development may be carried out as if that Policy
had not been so amended



Schedule T Exempt development

{Clause 8)
Type of davelopment Development requirements
1 Ancillary development
Develepment that Is incidental or anchlary to a {8 Landscaping must comply with the
purpose for which the land may be used being landscape guidelines prepared as a varlation to
fandscaping car patking Or paving the Master Flan, as approved from time to time

by the Director-General of the Department of
Urban Affairs and Planning

b} Surface water must be directed to Sydney
Ponts drainage system

2 Building akerations

(a) Non-structural alteratlons to the exterior of a
building such as palnting, plastering cement
rendering, cladding antaching fittings and
decorative work, and

{b) Interior alterations to a building that do not
affect the Joad-bearing capacity of any load-
bearing component of the building

ie) Any work Involving the removal of ashestos,
ashestos cement or fead patnt must comply
with any requirements of WorkCover Authority
New South Wales

{d} M_st comply vain Code af Pracrica for the Sala
Remo 1at of Nsbestos [NORSC:2002 (1988)]
contained m the Worksate Austiraka Cooe
Asbestos prepared by the Natonal
Occupational Health and Safety Commission

{e} A tead and asbestos contaminated matesial
must be disposed of in accordance with the
NSW Environment Protectian Authority

requirements
3 Demalition
Sheds kiosks garages, roof spuctures, mtemnal  (a) Maximum gross floor area of 500 square metres
wall:? and ceilings, partitions stairs ducts, {sheds, kiosks and garages cnly)
fercing flagpoies, advenising strucuses funiess (k) Between the hours of 7 00am-5 30pm (Mon-Fri)
part of & herilagg structure) and any other 7 00am-1 00pm Seturday excluding Suncays
development which is exempt developmant and public holidays
cr this Poli
under this Policy (€} Must comply with Australian Standard
2601-1991: The demolition of structures
) Any work involving the removal of asbestos,
asbastos cemant or ead paint myst comply
with any requirements of WorkCover Authority
Mew South Wales
{e) Must comply with Code of Practice for the Safe
Removal of Asbestos INOHSC:2002 (1988)]
contained in the Worksafe Australia Code
Asbeslos prepared by the National
Occupational Health and Safety Commission
B ANl ‘ead and asbestos contaminated material
must be disposed of In accordance with the NSW
Environment Protection Authoricy requirements
4 Fences
Crectlon of fences and gates ncluding security fa) Maximum helght of 3 metses
boom gates {b) Must be constructed from cyclona fencing with

3 strands of harbed wire



Type of development,

Development requirements

5 Erection of Flagpoles

6 Signage and displays
Erection of diractional and safety signage
associated with the Port

Erection of business identification signs being:

»  Flush wall signs, or
- Painted wall signs

Erection of public notice displayed by a public
authority

Change of message to an existing sign

{a) Maximum height of 30 metres

{b} Maximum of 1 on each leased area

(c) Maximum of ona flag par flag pole

{d) Must be structurally adequate

{&) Must be mstalled to mamufaciurers
specifications

i Must not be located within 20 metres of
residential boundary

{g) Must not project over a public road or place

{r) Must not display atvertising material

(3) Maximurn area of 10 square meires

{b} f above a roadway must be a minimum of 5 5m
above ground leval

(c) Must conform with the colour scheme
guidelines prepared as 8 variation 1o the Master
Plan, as approved from time to time by the
Divector-General of the Department of Urban
Affairs and Planning

{th Safety signs must comply with Australian
Standard 1319-1994: Salety signs for the
occupational environment

{e) Must not be internally iluminated

(8) Maximum area of 20 squere metras

{b} Maxirmum of one sign of either type
per business

(¢! Must not be visible from any adjoining waterway

(¢} Content must relate to the usiness of
the lessee

() Maximum height 10 metres except where
the Master Plan provides for a lower
maximum height

) A flush wall sign must:
* not project more than O 3 metres out from
the wall
* not extend verticaity above or \aterally
beyond the wall 1o which it s attached

{g) Must be non-illuminated

(8) Must be non-illuminated

{b) Must comply with Guidelmes for signs prepared
3s o variaticn to the Master Pltan as approved
from Ume to tme by the Director-General of the
Deoartment of Lrban Affeirs and Planning

{a) Must not change the area form or shape af
the sign

b} The existing sign must have lawful
approval/development consent

£} No pan of the message or advertisement is 1o
extend above or beyend the existing sign

121



Type of development

Development fequirements

7 Structures

Ergction of sheds/buildings including switch
rocoms rooms security booths

Emergency services equipment inchuaing
Replacement or a_gmentation of
fire systems

+  Pumphouses
v Fire water tanks

Scaffolding

Erection of awningsfcanopies for weather
protection

8 Erection of hail netting

9 Access
{a) Disabled access

{b) Non-mechanical stalrways ramps pathways

10 Lies/Services

tnstafiation and modification of utlities and
service facifities including pipefines excluding
telecommunications facilities

(&) Maximum floor space area of 100 square metres
{b} Must be a single storey only

[¢) Maximum height 8 metres except where
the Master Plan provides for 8 lower
maximum hekght

{d) Free standing and constructed from
prefabricated nen reflective materials

Must comply with deemed to comply provisions of
Pait E of 'ne Bu kiing Code of Asstra a

{2} Musts mest all requirements of the WorkCover
Authority of New South Wales

(6} Must comply with Australian/New Zesland
Standard 1576 1 1995 ScaTolving Part 1
Genesal requirements

(c}) Must be rernoved as soen as practicable after
completion of use

{d) Removal must not compromise public heaith
and safety

(8) Maximum ares of 100 square metres
(b} Maximum heigit of 3 matres

{a) Maximum height of 12 metres except where the
Master Plan specifies a lower maximum height
for buildings and other structures

b} Must be dark green in colous

{€) Must cover a8 maximum area of no more than
50% of any leased area

(d) The supporting structure and tie down
requirements must be designed by a practising
structural engineer and constructed in
accerdance with the design

{a) Must comply with Austratian Standard 1428
1- 1998: Design for access and mobility
Part 1: General requiremnents for sccess-
New bullding work

o) Maximum grade of ramps must be 1:14

Must comply with deemed to comply provisions of
Part D of the Buikling Code of Australia

{2) Maximum diameter of pipes- 300mm
(0} Maximum haight of 3 metres

{e} Must oblain all necessary approvals from public
utflities prior to commencing work
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Type of development

Davalopment requirements

11 Landscaping and open space

12 Lighting
Erection of fightpoles and fittings

Must comply with the landscape guidelines
prepared as a variation to the Master Plan

as approved from time to time by the |
Direcior-General of the Department of Urban Affairs
andd Planning

|8} Maximum height of 35 metres

[b} Must comply with Austratian Standard 1798
1992 Lighting poles and bracket arms-
Preferred dimensions

{e) Must comply with Australian Standard 4282-
19897 Comrol of the ontrushve effects of
outdoor hghting

{d) Light spill and reflection must be contained
within each lease area



Schedule 2

Type of development

Complying development

{Clause 10)
Development reguirements

1 Building aiterations and additions

Additions/maodification of existing buildings
being office bulldings sheds garages and
klosks

2 Amenities
Canteen/kiosk facilties showers toilets

3 Demolition

Sheds, kiosks, garages, roof struciures
inteenal walls and ceilings partitions, stairg
ducts fencing flagpoles and any other
deveiopment which Is complying development
under this Policy

4 Fences
Fences and gates (ngluding security boom gates

5 Signage and displays
Directional and safety signage associated with
the Port

Business identification sfgn:
= Flush wall sign
= Painted wall sign

(8) Must not increase the gross floor area by
more than 25% or 500 square metres
whichever is the smaller

{9) Maximum heignt (ncluding ateration/
mocification) Is 12 metres except where the
Master P an provioes fur  lower maximum
heigit level

{c) Limited to one addition per building

{s) Maximum gross flpor area of 500 square metres
() Maximum height of 12 metres, except where the
Master Plan specifies a lower maximum height

{c) AB food preparation areas must be constructed
In accerdance with The Nationa! Code for the
Construction and Fitout of Food Premises
published by the Australian Institute of
Environmental Health

Maximum gross floor area of 2000 square metres
{sheds, kiosks, garages only)

{a} Maximum height of 5 metres

(b} Must comply with fencing standards prepared
2s 8 vanat ¢n 10 the Mastor P an as approved
from t me 1o time by the Directof- Genera, of the
Department of Lroan Aftans end Planning

{a} Maxhmum aras of 25 square metres
{h) Clearance to a roadway must be a minimum
height of 5 5§ metres above ground levet

(c} Safety signs must comply with Australlan
Standerd 1319-1994: Safgty signs for the ocoupa-
tional environmeént

(d) Must nol be intemally-illuminated

fc} Most comply with colour standards preparcs as
8 vanation to the Master Plan, as approved from
tirne to Ume by tne Director-Genere! of the
Deparument of 1.rban Affa rs ano P anning

(a) Maximum area of 25 square metres

{p} Maximum height 10 metres

() Maximum of one sign of either type per business
(d} Must not ba visible from adjeining waterway

{e) Content must relate to the husiness of the lessea
{f) A flush wall sign must:

* not project horizontally more than 0 3 metres
out from the watl

= rot extaend veriealy above or celow the walt
towh'ch tis attached or luterally

@) Must be non-illuminated
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Type of development

Development raquirements

8 Structures
Retaining waBs (except seawalls)

7 Storage

Erection of storage tanks including:
+  LPG Installations

+ Diesel Storage

- Firewater Tanks

8 Intermal private reads

Marking out of internal roads (net involving the
construction of new internal roads or new
access to public roads}

9 Utilities/services

Erection of satellite dishes and
telecommunications equipment

{a) Maximum height of 3 metres

{b} Masonry walls must comply with Australian
Standard 3700-1998: Masonry structures

{c) Concrete Structures must comply with
Australlan Standard 1170 1-1989: SAA Loading
Code Part 1. Dead and five loads and load
combinations and Australian Standard
3600-1994: Concrete structures

() Tmber structures must comply with Arstralian
Standard 1720, Timber structures Parts 1,
2and 4

{e} if wall is more than 1 metre in height a
structura! engineer must certify:

) design, and
{ii} construction is in accordance with design, and
(i structural adequacy

(8} LPG Installations:

+ Maximum total storage capacity of 3 tonnes
par business

= VISt comply with all requirements of
WorkCover Autronty New South Wates and
comply with the Dangerous Goods Cooe

{b] Diesel Storage:
»  Maximum total storage capaclty of 50 0CQ litres
per business

= Must comply all requirements of WorkCover
Authority New South Wales and comply with the
Dangerous Goods Code

{c) Firewater Tanks:

» tMaximum total storage capacity of 1500 tonnes
per business

*  Must comply with all requiremerns of
WorkCovor Authority New South Wales

(a) Maximum width of 15 matres

b} Maximurm length of 1000 metres
{¢) Must not connect to a public road
{d) Must be sealed

(a) Maximum hefght of 12 metres

{b) Maximum diameter of 3 metres

{c) Maxtmum of one satellite dish per lease area
{d) Must be consiructed of non-reflective material



Schedule 3  Conditions of complying development
certificates

{Clause 11}

Before you begin work

{1) Two days before any site works, building os demolition
begins, the applicant must:

(a) forward a Notice of Commencement of Work and
Appointment of Principal Centifying Authority (Form 7
of the Environmental Planning and Assessment
Reguifation 1294 to the council, and

{t) inform the adjoining owners in writing that work
will commence

(2) Before any site works, building or demolition begins, the
applicant must:

(@) notify the council of the name, address, phone
number and licence number of the builder, and

(b} as to signs:

(i) erect a sign at the front of the property with the
buifder's name, licence number, site address and
the number given by the council to the application
for the complying development certificate, and

(ii} in respect of development involving either the
erection of a building which is not occupied at all
tirtes or demolition of a building, the sign should
also state that unauthorised entry to the site is
protibited, the name of the person in charge of the
work site and an after hours telephone number at
which that parson may be contacted, and

{iiremove the signs referred to in subparagraphs (i)
and {il) at the completion of work, and

() provide a temporary on-site tollet if access to
existing toilets is not adequate, and

{d) protect and support any neighbouring buitdings
and land, and

{e} protect any public land or place from obstruction,
inconvenience or damage due to the carrying out of
the devsiopment, and

() prevent any substance from fafling onto any public
land or place, and

(@ pay any section 94 contributions if required by a
contributions plan applying to the land, and

{n) comply with any other conditions prescribed by the
Environmental Planning and Assessment Regulation 1994

Mote This kem does not impose a requirement on an epplicant if it 5
complied with by the bullder
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Site management

(3) Run-off and erosion controis must be imptemented before
construction to prevent seil ergsion, water poliution or the
discharge of loose sediment on surrounding land, as follows:

(@)  divert uncontaminated run.off around cleared or
disturbed areas,

{b)  erect a silt fence to prevent debris escaping inte drainage
systems or waterways,

{t)  prevent tracking of sediment by vehicles onto roads,

{d)  stockpile topsoil, excavated material, construction and
landscaping supplies and debris within the site

{4) Suitable screens and/or barricades must be erected prior
to any works involving demolition, excavation or building work to
controt dust emission from the site

Building afterations and additions

{5) Unless tested by a person with suitable experience and
expertise and shown to be otherwise, buildings constructed
before 1970 are assumed:

(a)  to have accumulated hazardous amounts of fine lead dust
in ceiling and wall cavities, and

(b}  to contain components and surfaces coated with
lead paint

Appropriate measures to minimise hazards and contamination
from lead are to be implemented

{6) Waste, including all lead and asbestos contaminated
material, must be disposed of in accordance with the
requirements of the NSW Environment Protection Authority

{7) Following remaval of any friable asbestos located on site, a
certificate from a suitably quatified person must be provided to
the principal certifying authority certifying that no such asbestos
remains on site A copy of the certificate must be forwarded to
Sydney Ports Corporation, the Department of Urban Affairs and
Planning and the council before further alterations or any
additions are commenced

Demolition

{8) Any demalition works authorised by the certificate are to be
carried out in accordance with Australian Standard 2601-7991:
The demolition of structures Building materials should be
recycled where possible



(9} Unless tested by a person with suitable experience and
expertise and shown to be otherwise, buildings constructed
before 1970 are assumed:

(a) to have accumulated hazardous amounts of fine lead
dust in ceiling and wall cavities, and

{b) to contain components and surfaces coated with
lead paint
Appropriate measures to minimise hazards and contamination
from lead are to be implemented

{10} Waste, including al! lead and ashestos contaminated
material, must be disposed of in accordance with the
requirements of the NSW Environment Protection Authority

(11) Following removal of any friable asbestos located on site, a
certificate from a suitably qualified person must be provided to
the principal certifying authority certifying that no such asbestos
remains on site A copy of the certificate must be forwarded to
Sydney Parts Corporation, the Department of Urban Affairs and
Planning and the council before demolition work is commenced

Drainage
(12} Stormwater dralnage lines must incorporate sediment traps

and all new major stormwater lines must be provided with gross
pollutant traps

Hours of works

(13) Any building work must be carried out between 7 00 am and
6 00 pm Monday to Friday and 7 00 am to 5 00 pm Saturdays,
but not on Sundays or public holidays

Survey certificate

(14) A survey certificate must be given to the principal certifying
authority, at the following stages:

() before the concrete is poured for the ground floor
slab or before the sub-floor formwerk is completed,
showing the location of the structure to the boundaries,

{b} at completion of the lowest floor, confirming that
levels are in accordance with the certificate (and
those fevels must relate to the datumn on the certificate)

Certificate of compliance

{15) Before a building is occupied, a certificate of compliance,
if required, must be obtained from the local water supply and
sewer authority



Schedule 4 Amendment of other environmental
planning instruments
{Clause 5 {1}

41 State Environmental Planning Policy No 4-
Development Without Consent

Schedule 2 Land exempted from clauses 6-10

Insert at the end of Schedule 2:
Land to which State Environmental Planning Policy
No 61-Exempt and Complying Development for White Bay
and Glebe Island Ports applies

42 State Environmental Planning Policy No 60-
Exempt and Complying Development

Schedule 1 Where does this Policy apply?

Insert (but not the land to which State Environmental Planning
Policy No 61-Exempt and Complying Development for White Bay and Glebe
Istarid Ports applies)” after apply" in paragraph (3) of Part 1 of Schedule 17

43 Sydney Regional Environmental Plan No 26-
City West
[1 Clause 13 General requirement for development consent

Insert at the end of clause 13:

(2) Nothing in this clause prevents exempt development or
complying development from being carried out in
accordance with State Environmental Planning Policy No
81-Exempt and Complying Development for White Bay
and Glebe Island Ports on land to which that Policy appfies

2 Schedule 3 Develapment not requiring consent
Insert at the end of the Schedule:

The development specified in this Schedule does not
include development to which State Environmental
Planning Policy No 61-Exempt and Complying
Development for White Bay and Glebe Island Ports applies
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