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Contents 

On 28 October 2008, 1, Gregory Joseph Martin of 33 Herbert Street, St Leonards in the State - 
of New South Wales. Regional Director, state 

Document 
Number 

1. - .. - - . - . - - 
2 

3. 

Employment History 

1 I am currently the Regional Director of the Oceania Division of Waileniw Wilhelmsen 
Logistics AS-(WWL),~ global logistics company that provides sh~pping line services to 
Austral a I have Seen employed .n this position since October 2007 
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2 From around April 1996 to August 2007. 1 was employed as Chief Executive of the 
Sydney Ports Corporation (SPC) 

121 

-- 
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referring to 
annexurels) 

4 Annexure GJM-3 

3 From around 2002 to 2006, 1 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 amund 2002 

30 

4 From amund 1990 to April 1998, 1 was the Chief Executive Officer of the Port of 
Brisbane Corporation 
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5 In this statement, I use the following expressions in the following ways: 

'automotive term~nal" means nfrrrslruclure for the lcadlng or unbadhg of motor vehlcles 
onto or fmm a car wrrylng vessel ano the temporary storage of those vehicles an0 w h ~ h  
may also be used for the loading or unloading or other forms of cargo 

'terminar means a lowtion at a port wkh facilities for loading or unloading of cargo 

Sydney Ports Corporation (SPC) 

6 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 Maritime 
NSW Maritime is the State Government Authority responsible for marine safety, 
regulation of commercial and recreational boating and oversight of port operations 

7 SPC's functions are set out in section 10 of the Act and include, amongst other things, 
establishing, managing and operating port facilities and services in SPC's ports 

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

9 SPC's annual revenue in 200612007 was appmximately $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 

10 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 percentage comprised land rental 

11 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 250300.000 vehicles 
handled through Port Jackson 

Port land owned by SPC 

12 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 

13 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 

14 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) 

15 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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15 2 to allow a range of commercial port fadWes (such as buildings, structures, 
activities or operations and uses ancillary to these, associated with carrying 
goods from one port to another and associated with storage and handling and 
access to the port), 

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

15.4 to enmurage a mix of land uses which generate employment opportunities, 
particularly in relatlon to port and maritime uses, 

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

15 6 to provide for the ongoing rail access to the pwt and related activities, 

15 7 to provide pedestrian and cyclist links with surrounding public access networks, 

15 8 to enwurage 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: 

18 1 Up until the end of 2007. SPC owned approximately 5 berths at Darling Harbour, 
including berths that have handled 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 Darlina Harbour in around ~~ ~ .~ ~ ~~ - ~ -  ~ - ~ - ~~~-~~ 

August 2007, when WWL commenced calling directly top& KemMa 

16 2 Circular Quay - 1 berth for the overseas passenger terminal 

16 3 10 berths at Glebe lsland and Whie Bay, induding berths that have handled 
motor vehicles, general cargo and dry bulk As of around November 2008, all 
motor vehicle shipping operations at Giebe lsland will be relocated to Port 
Kembla as part of the NSW State Government's relocation of shipping operations 
from Port Jackson to 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 identifylng 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 freehold title to all of the land on which 
the terminals are located 

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

19 In order to obtain planning approval when required, the development must generally 
comply with requirenengunder the NSW Envrronmental Plannrng and Assessment 
Act 1979 (EPAA) As cart of the clannino accmva crocess. certaln D ~ O D O S ~ ~  - . .  
developments may also be requi;ed to comply ~ith're~uirements uryde; other 



legislation including federal legislation such as the Environment Protection and 
Biodiversily Consewation Act (1999) (EPBCA) 

20 SPC has recently obtained 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 

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

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

23 In addkion, even if SPC was able to acqulre land withln Port Jackson there would be 
drfficunies for SPC in obtaining ~lannina, environmental and other subsidiary 
approvals 

24. Since around 2001, SPC has not considered acquiring any addiional 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 to relocate automotive shipping from Port Jackson to 
Port Kembla 

25 The cost of developing land to create new terminals varies considerably with the 
ohvsical conditions of the land such as the tvoe of subsoil and whether dredaina is . . , , 
required for the reclamation i f  land where condaions are ideal (that is the soil 7s sandy 
and no dredging is required). I estimate it would cost a minimum of approximately $30- 
50 million to create a new berth, approximately 250 metres long, with a concrete wharf 

SPC's Glebe lsland and White Bay Master Plan 

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

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

28 Annexed to this statement and marked "GJM-Y is a copy of the Master Plan 

29 Incorporated into 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 lsland and White Bay areas The SEPP also 
clarifies the extent of exempt and complying development on port land 

30 Annexed to this statement and marked "GJM-5" is a copy of the SEPP 
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SPC designation of terminal usage 

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

32. 'Throughout that period, SPC determined which types of cago were handled at the 
terminals within Sydney Harbour and Port Botany Generally, SPC designated a 
particular terminal for the handling of particular types of cargo or cargoes 

33 SPC encouraged a balance of trades and made decisions to cater for the handling of a 
broad range of cago required by industry Generally speaking. SPC took into account 
a number of considerations in selecting the types of cargoes to be handled in its ports, 
including: 

33 1 SPC's objectives as specified under sections 9 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 detemlined 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 and operation. For instance, it 
would not be Ideal to have the dangerous cargo such as bulk liquids handled 
dose to residential areas 

34 During my time at SPC, I was not asked to consider and dld not consider the possiblllty 
of an automotive terminal being established at Port Botany Based an my experience at 
SPC, in my view SPC would not consider putting an automotive 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 would be required to cope 
with the strong growth in container trade 

35 1 am aware from my lolowledge and experience mat, in around the 1960s, the NSW 
State Government and SPC's ~redecessor desianated the area at Port Botanv for 
future container and petrocierilical operations " 

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

38 1 Automotive operations are generally cleaner and have a relatively low impact on 
surrounding residential areas when compared to other types of cargo For 
example, it would not be suitable to berth large oil tankers at Glebe lsland as this 
would involve potentially dangerous cargo near residential areas Similarly, local 
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 thatthe growth in 
automotive trade could have been accommodated at Glebe Island into the future, 
probably with the addition of a high rise car park; 



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

36 4 Port authorities including the SPC have tradtionaily received higher wharfage 
charges for motor vehicle cargoes than for other cargoes such as 
petrochemicals For example, 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 

37 SPC was disappointed with the NSW State Government's decision in October 2003 to 
relwate automotive operations from Glebe lsiand to Port Kernbla SPC wanted to 
retain automotive operations at Glebe Island because it has traditionally been an 
efficiently run and lucrative trade 

Access t o  terminals on land owned by SPC 

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

38 1 leasing the relevant land to a lessee to use for a particular purpose; or 

38.2 Operating the relevant facilities as a 'common user area" 

39 In cases where SPC has granted a lease to a party to use port land, that party 
generally secures the land for its own exclusive use However, in around 2002, SPC 
granted a lease overthe Glebe lsiand automotive terminal to Australian Amalgamated 
Terminals Pty Ltd (AAT), who operates the terminal on a multl-user basis - third party 
stevedores (who were not shareholders of AAT) were to be granted access to AAT's 
terminal on reasonable commercial terms 

40 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 will usually pay SPC a site access charge to use the berth 

41 In my experience, SPC generally prefers to 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 lessee to take responsbility 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 h e  facility 

42 For instance. SPC operates its dry bulk terminal at White Bay berths 7 and 8 as a 
common usertermlnal The dry bulk cargo is unloaded directly from the vessels into 
hoppers or into the silos situated behind the wharf by way of conveyor belt This 
minimises 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 schedule 
the usage of the berth and wharves for a number of users at the terminal 

43 In comparison, SPC has chosen to lease the Glebe Island automotive terminal It has 
leased the terminal land to AAT since 2002. AAT were granted a 10 year lease with an 
option to extend the lease to 2017, subject to AAT agreeing to undertake certain capital 
works at the terminal, including the possible requirement to erect a high rise car park 
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44 Prior to that, SPC leased the Glebe lsland automotive terminal to P&O since around 
1992 1 understand that P 8 0  was granted a 5 year lease with a 5 year option to renew 
to 2002 

45 SPC preferred to lease the automotive terminal at Glebe lsland rather than operate 
on a common user basis for a number of reasons, including: 

45 1 Management of automotive terminal operations is not one of SPC's core 
businesses 

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

45 3 There were a number'of experienced terminal operators who SPC considered 
might be willing to lease the site, including P8O and Patrick 

454 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 manaaenent This 1s best ~erformed ov a dedicated terminal - - 
operator 

Automotive terminals in Sydney Harbour 

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

47 The Glebe lsland terminai is approximately 11-12 hectares in area and can 
accommodate approximately 5000 vehicles at a time I understand that an average 
shipload of vehicles to be discharged at the automotive terminal in Glebe lsland is 
between around 1500 and 2000 vehicles 

48 Generally speaking, an automotive terminal requires the following characteristics 

48 1 A sufficientiy large area to contain at least one vessel load of vehicles which, as 
stated above. is around 1500 to 2000 vehicles A lamer area wodld be Mohlv ~ -~ ~ ~~~ ~ 

desirable to allow faster loading and unloading of veiiclis and minimise ;hi; 
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 to 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 vessels, which can 
weigh up to 400 tonnes 

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



50 Prior to around August 2001, when SPC released an invitation for expressions of 
interest for the lease of port land at Glebe Island and White Bay, I had informal 
discussions wilh the followina  arks reoardm their interest in o~eratino an 

w - 
automotive terminal at ~leb-island: 

- 

50 2 Patrick 

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

50 4 W L  Whilst W. did subsequently submit an expression of interest, they never 
proceeded to submit a formal proposal to lease all or palt ofthe Glebe lsland 
site I recall that WWL also wmte to SPC after the formal process had concluded 
requesting SPC to operate the Glebe Island automot'we terminal on a common 
user basis 

50 5 Ausballan Amalgamated Terminals 

Competition 

51 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 unloading of 
motor vehicles These ports included Port Kembla and the Port of Newcastle 

52. However, to my knowledge Port Kembla did not have a suitable terminal with sufftdent 
oaved area cawble of handlino all of the automotive trade until AAT made a smnificant 
investment to develop its termial at Port Kembla, and began servicing car carger 
vessels in around 0itober 2007 

- 

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

54 1 do not consider that Port Kembla or Newcastle would have been attractive to car 
importers or car caniers during the period 2001 to 2007 These ports are located away 
from the market h Sydney, and car importers would incur additional transport costs 
(roughly $100-150 per vehlcle) in moving their vehicles to the Sydney market 

55 For these reasons, I do not consider that Port Kembla would have been able to 
compete with Sydney for automotive terminal operatlons if the NSW Government had 
not decided to relocate automotive shipping operations from Port Jackson to Port 
Kernbla 

Selection of tenants 

58 When selecting a tenant to 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 

57 During my time at SPC, SPC leased land within Port Jackson to numerous parties 
including Patrick. P&O, Australian Cement tioldings. Sugar Australia and CSR 



58 In my experience, SPC generally considers a number of factors when choosing 
tenants: 

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 cargo will nomlally be specified in the lease and lease tender 
documents If SPC agrees, leases can also be varied to specify additional 
permitted cargo 

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

58 3 Whether the prospective tenant is willing to undertake t b  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 leaal reauirements includina industrial relations reaulations. OH&S - 
requlkmenk and lndustrlal relGions issues 

58 5 Whether the prospective tenant can guarantee a certain 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 land - for example to 
prevent competitors from acquiring the lease 

58 6 Whether the prospective tenant can meet tthe base rental, or alternatively, 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 
prospective 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 will undertake a market 
valuation of the land, which is conducted independently by the Valuer General through 
an industrial land valuation process I understand this process involves an assessment 
of the value of industrial land located nearthe 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 I believe is consistent with the general market practice in 
many Australian ports for evaluating rent 

61 However, in my experience, SPC andotherports have variatlons to the general market 
practice for some leases Whilst SPC will attempt to maximise Its prom, including by 
charging as close as possible to commercial rent, in my experience SPC has also 
sought to encourage a balance of trades at the ports, including less lucrative trades 

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

2001 Glebe lsland 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) 

Page 9 



7 he €01 called for expressions of interest to lease various parcels of land, induding an 
area of approximately 11-12 hectares where the present Glebe lsland 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 decided to call for expressions of Interest rather than renew PBO's existing 
lease at Glebe lsland 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 site to a 
single occupier, to the use of the land by multiple users with the whaii being available 
on a common user basis In the event that more than one party bid for the lease, SPC 
also had the option of operating the Glebe lsland berths on a common user basis and 
allocating specific areas of land behind the wharf to multiple operators 

The EOI specified 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 common user berth fadlities, and to submit rental 
rates that they were willing to pay 

Out of the parties who submitted an expression of interest in relation to the Gleba 
lsland 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 lsland automdive terminal site 

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

SPC ultimately decided to grant the lease over Glebe lsland to AAT for a number of 
reascns, 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 multi-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 lsland 

70 2 During lease negotiations, AAT undertook to comply with the law of the land. 
includina reauirements under the Trade Practices Act 1974. and to allow third 
party st&edores to access its terminal on fair and reasonable terms 

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

70 4 Had SPC awarded the lease of the whole automotive terminal site at Glebe 
lsland to either PBO or Patrick. it was possible that the unsuccessful party may 
have been excluded from the automotive import trade in Sydney after 2006 when 
it was expected that Patrick's lease at Darling Harbour would terminate 

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



NSW Ports Growth Plan 2003 

71 In October 2003, the NSW Government announced its Ports Growth Plan 

72 1 understand that the Ports Growth Plan outlines the following main policy objectives 

72 1 Sydney Harbourwould continue handling construction materials (eg cement. 
gypsum, soda ash), passenger cruises and o l  cargo 

72 2 General cargo and can would 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 wntainer trade growth 

72 4 Newcastle would be designated as an ovefflow port for container trade after Port 
Botany reaches capacity 

73 SPC worked to implement the Ports Growth Plan after it became puMic policy in 2003 
Prior to that, to my knowledge there were no other NSW Government state-wide polts 
plans during my time at SPC 

,. . 

Gregory Joseph Martin 

-6 before me: 

Kerry Ashton 
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->ydney ;'iartjc1.11. facilities 

3)drey Hacbat~r tenants 3s at 1 Octabsr 2007 

A Overseas Passenga Terminal G Gypsum Rescurces Australta 0 Berfl> numbers 
B Patr~ck Stevedores H Sugar AuStralia 
C Wharf 8 Passenger Termlnsl I Ccment Australia 
D Mwres Wharf-SPC Marineoperations J Penricesoda Products 
E PatrickA~rtccare K Marr Contracting 
F A~utrslian Pvnalyamated Terminals : , , : ., ! 1: 





lnfroduction 
Glebe lsland and White Bay form part of the area covered by 
State Reglonal Environmental Plan 26 LSREP 26) The State 
~ovemmenl is comm'tted to Sydney ~arbourcont lnuir~ to be 
a work~ng harbour Under the provisions of tne SREP tne slle 
's zoned for'Pon ano Emoloment' uses SREP 26 orovides 
that development consenifo;development in the GI& lsland 
and White Bay Port Area is subjecl lo a Master Plan adopted 
by the Minister for Urban Affairs and Plannlng 

The Glebe lsland and Whie Bay Master Plan will wntrol and 
direct the future development ofthe Port facilities The 
consent authority must take the Master Plan Into cooslderation 
when determlnlng a development application 

The Master Wan requires a Ports Improvement Program to be 
established. The Ports Improvement Program includes 
guidelines that will enhance the appearance of the pwt through 
landscaping, signage and select&d'colour schemes and 
provide standards agalnst which development will be 
assessed 

Thls document Is divided into two parts: 
Part A Master Plan 
Part B Ports Improvement Program 

Each pan Is an Independent document Future development 
needs to consider bo!h parts 

In order to ~rovide a com~rehensive set d~ l ann ing  
instrumenti relating to the Glebe tsland and whneBay Master 
plan area, a copy of Stale Environmental Planntng Polky 61 Is 
attacned This provides a simpler approvals process for 
ro~l ine proposals and clar,fies the extent of exempt and 
complying development on port land 

L.eltersfrom the Deoartmenl of Urban Affiirs and Plannlna 
indicating adoption &the Master Plan, approval of the PO: 
ImDrovement Proaram and aazettal of SEPP 61 have also 
been inserted in f;ont of ea& relevant part 

Glebe lsland and White Bay Master Plan 



Glebe Island &White Bay 
Master Plan 



Contents 
1.0 Introduction 

1 1 BACKGROUND 

1 2  HISTORY 

1 3 STRATEGIC IMPORTANCE OF THE PORT 

1 4 M E  SITE 

1 5 CONSULTATION 

1 6 THE ROLE OF THE MASER PLAN 

1 7 PLANNING CONTEXT 

2.0 Master Plan 
2 1 VISION 

2 2  LANDUSE 

2 3 ROAD AND RAIL INFRASTRUCTURE 
231Rosds 

232Rail 

2 4 VIEWS. BUILDING HEIGHTSAND BUILDING 
ZONES 

2 5  BUILT QUALITY 

2 6 ADVERTISING 

2 6.1 Leasehdder Slgnage 

2.6 2lhird Paty Advertismg 

2 7  LANLXCPPING 

2 8 PEDESTRIAN AND CYCLE LINKS 

2 9 HERITAGE CONSERVATION 

2 10 ENVIRONMENT 
2 10 1 Marine Environment EKI Stormwater 

2 102Nois0 

2 10 3 Light Spill 

210 4 Risk 
2 10 5 ESD Principles 

2 11 PUBLIC CONSULTATION PROCDURES 
2 11.1 When Develcpment Application required 
2 112When Davelopmenl Application is not required but 

an EIS is required 

2 11 3 When Deveicprnent Application and an EIS are not 
required 



List of Figures 
Figure 1: Vislon fw the Port in 1913 
Figure 2: Plan Area 
Figure 3: White BaylGlebe lsland and sunwnding areas 
Figure 4: Secure Zone (Custom Ad) 
Figure 5: Land Use Zoning: Port and Employment b e "  
Figure 6: Proposed Road/Rail Confdor 
Figure 7: View Conldors/Sbeet Vistas 
Figure 8: Landmarks 
Figure 9: V i w  Pawmrnas 
Figure 10: Maximum Building Heights 
Figure 11: Maximum Cargo Stack Heights 
Figure 12: Building Zones, Floor Plates 
Figure 13: PwVPubllc Interface Areas 
Figure 14: Pmposed Main Entry 
Figure 15: Exampie d buildng design qualii: 
Figure 16: Example of building interbq 
Ficlure 17: Location of C m s  Sections 
~ lcure 18: Cress Sectlms 8 Proposed Build~ng Envelopes 
F~cure 19: Cms Sectfcns 8 Prwosed Build na EnvzloDes 
~igure 20: Glebe lsland and whiie Bay Ports - 
Figure 21: View of Glebe lsland 
Figure22: View of White Bay 
Figure 23: View of Glebe Island and Amac Bridge 
Figure 24: View of White Bay 
Figure 25: Landscape Precincts 
Figure 26: Public Tmnsporl 
Figure 27: PuMic Access adjacent to Plan Area 
Figure 28: Cycleway 
Figure 29: Heritage Items 

List of Tables 

Tabla A: Heritage Hems in a adjacent to the Plan Area 
Tatle B Badaround ILeol Noke Levels, dB&) , ... . . 
Table C (Table6 1) 

Worst - Case"Assessment of Mi Impact dB(A) 

Appendix 

Appendix 1 Summary of Remo Tonin Aaxlstii Report 

Glebe k r d  and White Bay Master Man 



Abbreviations 
A% 
AQlS 
SHFA 
CEO 
DA 
dBA 
D i m W  
General 
DUPP 
EIS 
EPA 
EMS 
EMP 
E P M  
ESD 
IMO 
LEP 
rn 

wm 
mlpe 
NMP 

RORO 
SEPP 
Sydney Ports 
SRA 
SREP26 
t 
RAC 
RTA 

AustralIan D a m u s  Goods W e  
Australinn Quaranllne ard lnspedm Sewice 
Sydney Harbaur Fasshore Autarity 

Chi3 ExecuUveOfkr 
DavelopmerJAppli~n 
k i k  
Director Genefal of h e  Deparbnentof Urban Affiirs 
and Pleming 
DeFaIbnent of Urban Aflaii and Planning 
Envirormenlsl Impact Statement 
Environinent Pmtedion Aunoiny 
Envimnmental Management Qskm 

Envimnmenbl Management Ptan 
Envlmnmental Planning and Asssment A d  1979 
Edcgically SustaLebk Developmsnl 
Intematioml Mamme Organisation 
Local Environmental Plan 
meke 
square me- 
millkn t o m  perannum 
NOLse Ma~gemsntPlan 
Rdl On Rol msh lp  
Stale Envlronrnental Plarnlng Poilcy 
Sydney ports Capmatiion 
State Ran Aulhanty 
Sydney R e g m ~ l  Environmental Plan No 26- Cily Wed 
tome5 
Ral Access Corpabn 
Roads and Traff~ Aulhaity 

Gkbe Bland andWhUsBayMesterPt3n 



1.0 Introduction 

1.1 Background 
The Whte b y  and Glebe 1shr.d Master Plan is a mqulrem! of the 
Sydncy Regional Envlmnmental Plan No 26- CStv West qazetted bv the 
~ n i s t &  :or~rbanAllairs and Planning, ard as a k d o d  (5'3~~26) ~ h i i  
Masler Plin sbula be read m conjunction with SREP26 The reference 
material ussd in the preparation of this plan is noted In the Reference 
section at the end of this dcannent 

Olher m b a M  kgls.alim and plaming inshuments for the Whb Bay aca 
G'ebe bland LIasIw Plan Area incJoe We Sydney HaMur Forestwe 
AuWolity Act 1998. Envircnrnental Planning and issessment ~c t1979  
and the Sate Environmental Planniw Policy No 56 -Sydney Harbour 
Foreshores 

1.2 History 

Early 19Ih Centuly 
The 1833's saw noxious hdustes forced out of Sydney Taw ard 
rdocated in the Leichhardt area. The most signiFmnt was me G eke 
bland ~ b a t t o k  h the 1850's. which further attracted industries such as 
soap fadones and candle makers The Govemmem Abattois were a 
h e w  m r c e  of pol uwn Hnt~in tne Bay ama am dvlw the 1870'9 local 
protests led to lis dosure and relocatJon to Homebush 

Late lgm Century 
Mapr lmd reclamation oaxrrred in the late nineteenlh century fur 
indusbial sites and to create deeoar v.eier berths replacing eartier ietb'es 
This dramaticany changed tdpography of the aria - 

Early 2om Century 
Major Industria uses indudlng the While Bay P o w  Statbn and grain 
stomae facilities were estaMished between 1912 and 1920. reinfordno the 
Impatant lhnb to water transport and a-s Housing at Whte Bay and 
the ahartoirs were demd shed and more hnd was rechimd for berths 
and staes 

The commdon cd the Glebe lslana Blldge in 1901 and the r d  tracks 
thrwgh RozeJe finking P y m n l  ard Darllng Harbour in 1919 funher 
suooorted 'ndustrial d&6oomen! ofthe area. in 1926, extens~e 
w k q e  for tmbershipment with rall ccnnections was buiH by the 
Sydney HarbourTrust 
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Importance of a Working Harbour 
The low term continued operation of Port facililiks in Svdnev t tahur  
paniculidy at M i t e  Bay and Glebe Island is rrpoctanthot only in t rms of 
the economic we1 be'ng of Sycney b d  aso in terms d the idenW of the 
harbour in the minds ofSydney &le and Australiansgmrally: 

Sydney Harbour has been a workicing port since the beginning of 
European settlement 

The port has g r m  in parallel L%~HI the growlh of Sydney and has 
responded to substantial changes in demand For example previous 
grain imporling and cosl exporting have been replaced by 
cargo handlng The pod needs to grow as a general cargo faclity to 
meet the becast increase in trade 

1.3 Strategic Importance of the Port 
Shipping m u n t s  for a large sectlan of InteMonal Wade contributes 
direclly to the economy and employment of the Sydney region The ports 
of Sydney Harbwr and Botany Bay are the maln gateways for 
containerised orgo, break buk and bulk liquid cargo in NSW and are 
essential for the economic gmwth and development of the Stale Sydney 
Harbour and Port Botany are planned and operated as mmplementary 
faclies 

The diversfly of d i e s  around Sydney Harbour has been part of the 
established character of Svdnev Over the yeats, effats have been made . . 
to acmmmoate the changing residenw chamder cf land adJacent to 
White Bay Minimising land usecomlicts between residents and Pod 
operations remains an ongoing issue that requb'e?, contmued 
management 

Wth trade flora forecast to apprnximtely double from 1996/87 to 
2019RO Svdnds Ports are inmslmlv  under or€s.sure to accommadaie , . 
further development. Sydney has a &Auine s&rdy of deep water pod 
sites for Port development to meet trade demand Both Sydney Harbour 
and Port Botany are requied to meet the ex3sUng need and both have 
been identifled as Sydneys Pods in various plannhq hstruments m e  
location of White Bay and GleSe lsland make it the most accessble 
location in the Harbour in t e r n  of m l  connections and direct links dtl 
maln highways.. 

Fcr NSW to continue growing as a maiortrading regh.  with Its 
concentration d inhastrumre, manufacturing capacrty and labour, 
Sydney must pmvlae forbaoe gmwlh by hnkving the wpawty of its 
pons TO provide ruffiaent capacty to arrrwnmodate ths growth it Is 
essential that the existino faclities at White Bav and Glebe lsland continue 
to be upgraded 

Glebe bland and Whik Bay MaslrPlan 
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Ma9 of the Plan Area was ifansferred lmm the Mantime Sewices Board 
to tke ownershp of the n & y  fomeo Sydney Poqs Corporation (Syoney 
Ports) on 1 July 1995 by Ministerid Werot  lhe NSW Governmen! 
Sydney Ports has recmtly negobated the purchase of State Rail AMhotity 
(SW) land which wll wrnclete tho PlanArea in the sinale ownershb of 
Sydney Pods (Figure 2- ~ ! a n ~ r e a )  Paris ofthe plan-~rea are leased to 
comlmrdal operatws (Figure 3) 

Figure 3: WMle BaylGlabe Island and surrounding areas 
(showing existing Lessaes of Port Lard) 
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1.5 Consultation 
Th's Master Plan has besn prepared in mnsuHatlon with the following 
organisations snd stakeholders The consultation was based upon a~ 
detailed Discusion Paper prepared by Travis McEwen Group for Sydney 
Ports that formed the focus for brlenng sessions and subsequent 
workshops 

Government 

D U N  

Department of Slate and Regional Develqmml 

Minkby of Forests and Marine Admhistration (now Marine Administration 
Division ) 

Attorney GeneraPs Department 

Member for Port Jackson -Honourable Sandra Norl 

Sydney Harbour Foreshore Authmty 

Watelways Author@i 

RTA 

EPA 

Energy Austmlia 

Ambulance Sew'ka d NSW 

LeicMardt Council 

Lellseholders: 

P 8 0 ports 

AustralIan Cement Holdings 

Sugar Auslralia 

Boyd Outdoa 

Penrice1 Bulk Marilhe Terminals 

Northside Storage Tunnel Project 

CSR 

CanmunRV: 

Local Residents 

White BaylGlebe Island Noise Referenca ComidUea 

Northside Storage Tunnel Community Liison Ccmminse 

Local Prdkz l  Cornmiltee Members 

GIebe Chamber of Commerce 

Balmain Asscciatlon 

Webe Island andmne Bay kern  



1.6 The Role of the Master Plan 
A mastwplan is a step in the planning process behvesn Ule Sydney 
Regional Environmental Plan No. 26 - Cjly West (SREP 26) and a 
development applidion. SREP 26 aovMes that development consent 
for deielopxentin the White ~ a ~ / ~ l e b e  sbnd Pon areais subjed to a 
blasler Pan adopteo by the Mm ster fa Urmn Affairs and Plannllrg. 

AMaster Plan is intended to: . Provide quidance to operaton ind aulhoritles m the m e .  Scale end 
'orm of dkvebpment~lch mlt be acceptabb in a parlku'ar laation, 
wm:n a phllcly accountable process; 

Enable development to proceed effilenijy by clarifyirgj iswes and 
identirylng requirements for cmrdmatmn w d  mrsultation: . Assist the public in understandng the Mm character of the area and 
to assist them to mmment on port intentions; and, 

Guae mnsent ruthaitles when thqr am coosiderlng developments 

The mnsent aulhdy must take the Master Plan into mnsideratlon -&en 
determining a particular development application 

1.7 Planning Context 
The Whde Bay and G.ebe Island stte forms par( of the area covered by 
SREP 26 Urderthe Dmslons of +he SREP me sle s zoned for "PoR 
and Employmenr. ' 

The Master Plan generally complies with the plmnhg principles of th3 
SREP 

The elements of the Master Plan in Sedion 2 have Principles. Provisions 
and Actions. These are defined as follows: 

Prindplea -Guiding intentions that indlcate the desired oukornes; 

Provklons - Controls and standards to ach'wve the pinciples; . Actions - Tasks to be undertaken or organlsed by S y d w  Pats 
Corporation to m e t  the provisions 

Glsbe lsland and W e  Bay MslterRan 



2.0 Master Plan 

2.1 Vision 
The M e r  Plan for W e  Bay and Gkbe kland Is to provide for the 
Mure development of port facfn'es h this pan of Sydney H a r m  The 
site is of oarticubr bwtance to SvGnev both for its valuable emnornic 
role and ihe emrimnmental charact& ofihe Harbour 

The Master Plan provides for the -an/ forecast increased vtfllsatbn 
of the port o w  lhe next 20 years This requlres a major upgmde of the 
exlstlng infrasbucture incbd'mg mad and rail A new road link will reduce 
existim haffic conaestlon and orwide f a  the ~redicted orowV, Increased 
use ofrail freight isan importah piwrity for al'levels of 6wemment and 
the Master Plan provides for hcreased rail use 

WhUst achievino Vie stated aoals of imxoved caDadW and oerformance . . 
of the port anoiher goal of ihe  aster plan is to -te asa gwd 
neiahbour Anumber of inifiatives are identified to ensure !hat this k 
achieved. 

The exlsting views from the areas amnd the port have been a%4ysed 
l3.3 heght comols al'ow for wews thmgh ana over the Port wiVaut 
overly rssbicllng porl Lsage. 7ho pmpmed built forms have been placea 
where U~ey wil add interest to exlstlnq vtews and not obstruct slqnlfiwnt 
vieas or vista, 

. 

The Master Plan providas fu  an Improvement in the pon appearance 
lkragh design standards, bndscaphg and building Improvements 
m& i m p ~ e m m t s  reqoct tho e x d i g  scale anddvemly of ihe port 
ennronml  with a fms on the po? nterface wtth readentia areas 

The Masier Plan wntaim a unnnitment to minlmise the hpacts of port 
growth. Sysfems are n place to adow for improved practiQs Vlet are 
W h m  ti-e mtrd of Syaney Porls lhere 6 ako an increased focus on 
ESD 1Emlooicallv ~ustalnable Develooment). E d n a  o rachs  are - ,  -. 
re#nfo&d and new systems propcsed 

In summan/, the planning and ubm design vism f a  Olebe lslrnd and 
Wnae Bay f o l l w  me o5jenives in SREP 26 and is to: . Upgrade existing infmsbudure to allow for guvdh and to improve 

Mciency; 

Provide mel ines for ail port developmenf. 

Improve fhe public presentatinn ofthe port: 

Ensure new development Is of a high standard of urban desip; 

Improve management of mlse, light spll arid traffic; 

Rcwida a framwrk to resoive potential cmfllcls betwesn Poct 
operations and atipining land uses; and. 

lmpove ESD (Emloglcaily Sustaina& Development) practices to 
minimke the impacts of current and pmposed development and 
Bctivities 

Glebe &!and and White Bay MasterPlan 



2.2 Land Use 

Existing Conditions 
The following uses currently o m  at Glebe ls!and and White Bay : 

Munipvrpose berVls and storage (wnia'ners, break bulk, WE): 

Dly Bulk berths and storage; and, 

Bulk Squid not determined as dangerous goods under the ADG code 

The Master Plan Area is currenUy zoned "Pwt and Ernplqrmenf' by SREP 
26 

Darling liarhour 

Sydney Ports facilities in W e v  Harbwr hcU& Dama Harbour 
&ding Harbour's not panof the Masler Pan Area as it;= unaer!he 
contrcl of Cenbal Sydney Local Environmental Plan 1996 b%ng 
Harbour compr ises~u~~urpose Berths and hlorage (containersam 
break bulk) at Wharves 3 7  and a new intematlonal passenger iermlnal at 
Wharf 8 It is a requ*ed Port fadlny for Vw long term 

Secure Zone 

Under Section 15 ofthe CustomsAd 1901, all W w h a ~ e s  at Glebe 
lsbnd and Whhe Bay. are'Cusms Areas', ie a secure m e  ~ i t h  
autholised access only (Flgure 4) This area applies to Sydney Pods 
onginA lam hold'ngs and rray need to be exlended to m r  recent.y 
awi red SRA lands The area shown in Flgurs 4 is subject to lurrher 
negotiations with the Sydney Harbour Fweshore~uthoriy with regard to 
their plansfor the Rmeile Marshalling Yards 

Figure 4: Secure Zone (Customs Act) 
CustornsArea for autho~ised access only 





Principles . Remgnise the continued rde of White BayIGkbe lshnd as the 
siqnkant wmrnerual oort fauli i  h Svdnev Harbaur and facilitate , . .  
continued use 

r Prwtde for Improved port dki incy and mmpefieness 

Pwide far enhanced environmental pafmnam. . D e w  a set of development stmdards fa Mure development adiviiies 
within the Port to i v o v e  tha appeanmce of Me poi? 

Amommadata forecast trade gravth 

Provisions . General c a p  and mnlainers as we as RORO (Rd On RollMf for 
dired access lo ShlpDng vessds by trucks and forkrAs) to be 
acwmmcdated at the rwltipurpose t8nhs al Whine Bay Berlhs 3-6 - ~ n o w  for up to 3 a n e s  at White Bay Berths 3 6  . Allow for a maximum d 4 ships at any one lime at WhRe Bay Berths 36 . Bufld a d d h a l  berths at Glebe Island at BeIh 5 and Berth 610 eneble 
expansion of dly bulk facfhties and car terminal 

Albwfor a carterminal on White Bay V I l h m s  1 and2 

Albw fw bulk goods udcading by a mnveya mechanism on Whjte Bay 
Whmes 1 and 2 Albw for sloraae il new bulldinas on the backur, land - - 
or direcl logdhg to rml . Permit a maximum d 9  ships sewing Whlte Bay and G!&e lsbnd at any 
one time 

Pennlt container vessetslmulti ~ u m e  vess6is IWW container 
crams (shpto shore) and lage s t r a d ~ g r t r y  &nesifor tNck or tain 
Icadng) to operate at Glebe lslana Wharves 

Prohibit dangerws goods in bulk lkluid staage terminals as defined 
under the ADG code 

Incaporate me existiq lnfraslrudure ofthe f o m r  gain bnninal into 
genzre Pun operations for use by dly bLIk wrgcedca tannnal 

Permit a diverse ship type including motor vehicle canism. container and 
contalnwheak bulk ships, dly bulk wrrlers and self discharging 
vassek 

Webe Islend an3 WhkBaykbster Plan 



2.3 Road and Rail Infrastructure 

Background 
The exkUng entries lo the site are not dear)y identifiable and U?e edsting 
vehlde and train movement pahems in the Plan Area r q i r e  inpmvemenl 

Principles 
Establish an efficient mavemnt pattern on the site fof all forms of 
bansport 

Provide a new raillroad bamport mrridor in the Plan Area to prwide for 
the future needs of the Port and to relleve pressure on e x k l i  roads 

Prwide dired access from Ihe berth amas to City West Llnk Road via a 
new Pat Road to aocommodate existing and predided demand to the 
year 2020 

Segregate pal-related traffic from residential traffic and provide an 
efficient access to the Port 

Max3mise opporbmities fw increased use of ral freight 

Increase rail usage lo above 25% d tola uade in acmrdance Wh Slate 
Gowmment sfa(eaiss (NSW Slate Gwemmenl Acbon for Transpa( - 
2010 document) 

23.1 Roads 

Actions 
Build an internal Port nnlc road to impmve the efkbncy of gwds 
movement to and fmm the pelt. . Finaliie the detaib of the cor+ration and anargement of lb pproposed 
port read entry interredion with the RTA . Provide for emergency access only to the porl area from Robert Street 

Resolve drainage and stwmwater issuas in the design of the new Port 
road 

2.3,,2 Rail 

Actions 
Determine the rol des'gn and W o n  of the rail Ace viiihln the RoadIRan 
mnidcr by opwalonal efficiency. envivnrrenlal Lswes ard lessee 

Pmvide rail access prwismn for Glebe Island Bems 7 and 8, and to the 
rear of Glebe lslard Berths 1 and 2 

Coordinate with Sydney Harbour Foreshore .4Ahorlity to mlntah a main 
line mnnectlon through RoeelleYard tosewice the Port. 

Glebe Island and White Bay MasWrPlan 



Remwe existing sidngs h excess of P&O Pnts requirements 

A I M  an increase of tra'n movements horn en average of one train (tv,u 
movements) a day to up to 510 trains (10-20 niwements) per day by 
me year 2020 . D i r a g e  shunting and ensure t a b  are generally not to be broken 
into more than 2 or 3 lengths on site 

Glebe Island and Wh& Bay Mestar Plan 





2.4 Views, Building Heights and Building Zones 

Background 
The nature of the toDoaraDhv means that ihe site is wedcoked bv ex.stina and M m  
residential arms of ~$mah'& Rozelle as well as the fulure r&dentlal &velopments 
at Ule northern end of Pvrmont It is also clearlv visible fran the harbour waters. the 
Harbour Bridge and Anzac Bridge. 

The built bnn of the Plan Area is dominated by large man made structures mostly d a 
hofizontal natdre vdh the oaasional buildno havinq considerable helaM and ~ u l k  - the 
Glebe Island Silos aml the White Bay ~0we;~tation and the Anzac bridge adjacent to 
the site 

Principles 
Maintain the general vinw of Pyrrnont skyline and m a c  Brdge as seen from the 
Bahna n residentnl area (Flgure 9) 

Maintah the general e w  of the Pymwn! skyline and Anzac 8rldge as seen from 
Whi!e Bay Park (Vim I, flgure 9) . Mahtain erdsthg views to landma*s (Figure 8) to reinfme the dhrerse visual quality 
of the area. 

Ensure that the approach to me Old Glebe lsland Brldge is upgraded to conmule to 
the quality of the public domain . Maintain and protect vistas where practicable &ng sbeets w h ' i  terminate at the 
water (Figure 7) . PmrMe Rexlbilii for l m g  port facilities including buktlngs and silos 

Provisions 
Vaximum building heights are shaMl 'n Flgun 10. Heights of buWlngs are 
measured from gwnd  b e  !o the mpermos! pint  d th8 bulding, exchdlng: . . . 

Silm (Note Silos are exdxted b e m e  ofther unbue bult form hiisloricatassociah 
wlh & pml S 1% my be'ocned anywhere n Uebm ~Jbleatoassessmern ot 
vwrsoandhombePon). . ~ o b k  equbmanl: cranes, gan- ete: 

Masts: 

CoMner stackslcargo (Note: container stacks are exobded because thsy are no1 e 
prmanenlsbumrc W m u m  mnbiainers(ack heights are noted In Figure 11): . Inddmlal mof bpwrds, plant and equipmnt: and, . S L W ~ W ~ J P S  

Gmnd level on tk wharfs Is defined as existing wharf level. Glebe lsland 6 and 7 
wharfs are 4 2m high and ail other wham are 3m high. (Nde: The height of the 
%barf is measured from zero at the Forl Denlson Tide Gauge. An AHDof 0 is 
0 925177 above t k  point ) 

Llmn mtainer stacks to a Mximum of 5 high ie between 1213 5m high (nde that 
wntainer stacks genedly average 23 cmlaineci high) Maximum wntainer stack 
heights are shown in Flgure 11 

Limit mntainsrstacks to 2 hi@ (between 4 8 5  4m high) at White Bay W h  2 

Glebe Island an3 White B a y M e P ! a n  



No buldings are to ocan. at White Bay BerVI 2 due to the low level of the adjoining 
land h e d i i e l y  north af Robert Streat . Limit the helght of &her stacks to protect view from the pubb reabn and to 
ensure city skyllne view is retained 

Setback buMings a minhnum d2Omoff thewaters edge as sh3wn in Flgure 10, 
Flguro 12 and Sectirm A-Aand Sectian B B  

ProvkIetwo buildlng zones (Flgure 12) for a modem warehouse of up lo 10,000~m 
in h o r  area and 12m maximum height - Provide a zone for a l a m  bmldins for a &7 level Darkim struchm of 1 hW&am 
buikling up to 25m maxhum he;& generally witjun th&nent buildin~envel~pe of 
the existing silos (Flgure 12) 

1 Vew eastwards along Robem Street a! low kvcl 
2 Vlew along h!nmf*jld Streat of Polt wdh wtcr oeyond Distant view of CRy and 

Pyrmont 
Wow dawn Buchanan Street terminating atthe Silo Distantskyhe ol Pyrmontand 
Anzac Bridge 

4 Wew down Bwth Street lowads Gkbe lsbnd Bridge and tunview o f A w c  Bridge 
9 View from White Bay Pa* at high level towards A w c  BrMge and Fyrmont. 
6 \Ilew down Stephen Streetat high levelloward AmacBrMge with water glimpses 
7 Yiewdown Ewentcn SIreet at hlgh level towardsthe Anzac Brldge. 
8 Weweast along G M o n  Street towards the harbwr with distant ckyvfews. 
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Flgure 8: Landmarks 

Figure 9: Vlew Panoramas 
?. Vlem over White Bay to Pyrmont, cky shyhe and Anzac Brldee 
2 Hews frwn Vlctoria Road to the Helitage Silos and White Bay Power Stathn. 
3 View fmm Anzac Bridge across Olebe Island to Balmain skylina 
4. Views fmm Pyrmont across the water and the Port to the Balmah skyha 
5. Hewsfmm the water to landmarks Including the Anzac Bridge, the Whke Bay Power 

Station and the Heritag Siios 
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View 1: View Panorama from Balmain 

View 2: View Panorama from Victoria Road 
r_--------- , . --1 

View 3: View Panorama from Anzac Bridge 

['---'. -- 
i ri j -1 

Vicw 4: View Panorama from Pyrmont 
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Figure 10: Maximum Building Heights 

Figure 11: Maximum Cargo Stack Helglits 
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Figure 12: Building Zones, Flow Plates 
Proposed building zones and approxhnate bulldlng foatpdnts. The dotted area k the 
general area in which the bullding can be stted. 
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2.5 Built Quality 

Background 
The port is a dynamlc part of the Harbour The vLsual quality of me built environment of 
the port should be improved as part of the fuhm inveslment in port fadlties 

Principles 
Improve the overall appearance of the port . lmpove the level of information, signage m d  graphics for visitas to ihe Pal  and the 
public passing by the port. 

Provide a frameworlc to e m  that development H n  the Port achieves a high 
standard d urban des* 

Allow for f lexbil i  h operating the Port to the best Inleematanal standards . Pmvide urban design pn'nciples whkh reccgnise the location of the Port adlacat to 
residenlial areas with particular attenurn to the physlcal provision of noise control 
measures 

Figure 13: PorVPublic Interface Areas 

Provisions . Establish a port Ixpmvements Prcgram for all faciliies through mrdhal.m of 
landscapi-, buildi i  deslgn and refurbishment, coburschmes for bulldings and 
mobile equlpmenl mad Improvements, signage and lighting As part of this program 
a set of &is guidelines will be prepared These guidelines wll pmMe standards 
agalnst which devebpment incbdng devewment by port lessees, lMll be 
assessed 

Improve the urban amenity by providing opportunities fof publicviewing of the Poct 
and harbovrareas (Flgure 13) 
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Actions 
Port Improvements Pragrarn 

1 Establish a Main Port Entry. 

Establish a main entry (Flgure 14) highly visbk tothe public at the north side of the 
James Craig Road htersectii, incorpwating special sbnage and a designed enby 
area 

Flgure 14: Proposed Main Entry 

2. Develop coordiMed signage 

Eslabilsh a stmng port identity by cmrdinated signage 

v Develop guidelines for all road signage 

Develop guidelines for all bulldhg identificatbn s i w g e  inciudw the opportunity for 
leasehdders sgnage 

Use new s'kpage to deflne areas and establish pedesl~ianlvehide zones 

Use new signage to establish preferred vehicular movement around the site . Develop guidelhes for all safety signage Ensure all safety slgns amply MU7 
AS1319. 

Ensure signage style and mlour coordinates with building mbur schemes. 

Implement new dictional and informatiin slgnage to a coordinated graphic design. 

3. Develop Eoordtnated port identity wlour scheme for buildings and moblle 
equipment. 

Establish a Emited palette ofcdours for all buildings, strudures (indudlng mobile 
equipment) and signage 

Selection of cdours to be b e d  on bu1M1ng type, localion, fmciion and context 

Conslder oppatunitie~ for i m u a l  leaseholder colour schemes (incldng 
guidelines for lessee mrpwate wlours) 
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. O w n  herilage advice for the colwr scheme fathe H&age Silos. 

4. Implement Bulldtng Rationaliffon and Refurbishment . Prepare a pmgram for refu~shment of all structures and buMngs in accordance 
with the Design Standards 

Prepare a program of demolnion for redundant structures and buiidings 

5 Eslabllsh Guidelines fw New Buildings and Strudures 
Selection of materials to be based cm building type w shmlme, beafion, function 
and context 

Prepare a Design Standards Schedule M n g :  

Selection of materbk for all new bmldings, stwchres and signage based on 
function and d e x t ;  

G u l d e l i  for building forms based on location, funct'on and mntext: 

'Gwd p r a M  guidelines for design detats: 

Refer to F i r e  15 and Figure 16 

Comply with the NSW Government "Code of Practlca for the Const~ucti i  Indushy" 
for ecologically sustainaMe development - Buildings to be oriented to d m i s e  opportunities for cross ventilaticm and nalural 
light . Provide for passive ven6lallon 

Provide rod and wall ~muiation and maximke solar access to mtamal working areas 
dLnna vvlntermolhs Mh.mlse heat gain to Internal M i n g  areas dunng summer 

Pmvide for rnlectlon am stadge of aomMlatar from rwfs of b u U h g ~  for recydng 
for processing arm lnlgatbn of landscaped areas 

Prwide for natural ligM to all internal work areas 

Glebe bbnd and Whis Bay Masler Plen 



Figure 15: Example of building Figure 16: Example of building interior; 
desion aualitv: View shows an examole of the scale of 
~ - -  < ---.-,. 

High qual i  ar;hilenufal design the norln3tco po:enlia: bu idllps 
reqvired for large Port builcings and the m e  cf nat~ral ligM 
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Looking south showing Silos und Anzac Bridge 

stowing white Bay power Gation 
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Figure 23: View of Glebe Island and Anzac Bridge 
Looking sou@? towards Pyrmom and Blackwattle Bay 

Figure 24: View of White Bay 
Showing the White Bay Power Station and laokhg south towards Rozelie 
Bay 
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2.6 Advertising 

Background 
There are hvD twes of advertisha in the oort: leaseholder si- and 
mmrnercial thirh'paiy advertising ~ u r ~ n t l ~  advertising is l&d on the 
G tbe Island silos and on the Vct& Road Bridge ( o w  the rail llne) The 
heritage silos in partbular are a domnant visual element :n one of Central 
Sydney's M o r  galmay$ &ch k re'nforced by the form of Anzac 
Bridge- ~dGrt ishg is isensilive design issue in such a pwninent 
lxaticn. 

Principles 
Repare signage arid advertking guidehes with in@ from the 
following professional dscipllnes: archiiectue, dertislng, landscape, 
graphics, heritage and lraffic safety 

Signage and advertislrw is not to obsbuct views to herila4a items and 
toian&rks d b not-lo interfere wilh, or adverseiy i&icton views 
to a id  frun the %rbw and tstoresnores; 

Signage and advertking is not to advewly affect ths public domain, 
palticularty with regard to lighting levels, vlsual hnpact and 
overshadwing; 

Signage m d  advertking b to be integrated wlth the erchitsdure of the 
host lbclildina Istudure and must be mntamed W n  the existha 
p d e  of theWhhost building /structure; 

- 
Free standmg. third party advertsing structures am fo be avdded in the 
plan area: 

AdverUslng and signage did be mmpatibk wim the design of the 
tuiiding istmchae and the cantexl afthe site; 

Each slgn wd advertisement should be as simple in Image as posslole 
vvith few words; and. 

The gvidelhes should ensure that thhd party advertidng b dearly 
diferanfiated from port and leaseholdw signage 

26.1 Leaseholder Signage 

Provisions 
Umited to m e  logo sign for esch elevation of the building and of a size 
that itnegates wiUl the fwm of the buildings as a minor element. 

The logo sign is to be visible from the water 
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2.6.2 Third Party Advertising 

Provisions 
D U N  or the Mhlster for Urban Affairs & Plarming is the consent 
authorily for advetihing 

Developmsnt consent fm advertlslng is i k  to a m o d  of 3 years 

Encourage mmple adverUsements, reduced to a logo or simple image 
with one or three word phrase 

Placement of sdvw6sing should consider dsting sips on a 
bolldins/s!mchlre or site so as to avid physical and visual clulter 
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2.7 Landscaping 

Background 
Mstirlg vegetation within the port area is concanlmted wllhlm three areas 
on the edges of the pod: 

the northem boundary horn Robert street to the Eastern Rail Overrun 
Prcmontoiy, Including the dlff face: . the north M e  of Vidaia Road, es@alh/ opposite James Crab R&: 
and: 

the area between the Anzac Bridge and the dd Glabe Island Bridge 

Anhough these areas are a minor proportion of the total site area. they 
play a rnaJor part in the pblic pwception ofthe port because they are 
located at the boundaries Their landscape treatment has h e  potential to 
slgnifcanUy improve the visual appearance of the pwt 

Existing landscape elements indude: 

Casuarinas and Banksias along Vctaia Road . Italian Poplars and Phoh'nias along Gr&n Street; and 

Chah mesh fendng along much ofthe Pwt's tenesbial boundary 

Prlnciples . Reinforce the dsthctive identity forthe polt 
Use a lidlee palette of materials (plant spew. fencing, Wng and 
wtdwr furniture) . Select plant speciar pfirnarib by aasmclicand furdanal ul!erlasuch 
as desired heQht and fon, by cunent or past associatbnwim !he 
Port and by use of nab% ywcies 

Ewure ah materials used mnvey an atlractive, robust induslrial image. 
have low maintenance and simple forms with a scale to match the 
scab of the ports s v a m  . Foster a pub lcaireness of and pride in h e  port by hterpdng the 
Pgtis current uses ano history thrcugh infonratlon panels in adlacent 
public spaces. . Soften the 'hardscape'of ihe pwt MI plants wherever passlble 
Prepare procedures fartidhess and cleanlhess in the port ;rea . Ensure that the proposed Ixdoldscspe works are consistent with the 
other provkions of this Master Ran 

Provisions 
Detaled landscape proylsbns are subject lo further imrestigatlon as set 
wt in the acfions b e h  

Actions 
Commission a landscape architect to: . prepare astm&rd palette of matellalsloruse througbutthe port area 

These rnaletials should Include: bee, shrub, creeper and ground cover 
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species, perimder fences a d  gales, pavtrg, ootdwr seafs, rehining 
wails, lmerpretatian slgm 

DreDare detalled IandscaDe ImMwement dam for w h  of thefdlowina 
p&n& the old Glebe ls!and'8rldge curtlage: Balmain "krface; main 
enby; and me Easmm Ral promorkq (See Figure 25) - In the shat t m ,  dean p~biicly visibk areas of lhe perimeter fences' 

!ow concrete base wall to remove a1 stains. Use acid etching, hi* 
pressure water blasting or simlar deaning technique . In the medium term, replace all pelimeter fenchg with a new security 
fence that is allraCrm, at least 80% bansparent and fuBls all functional 
requirements including security 

In the r n d i m  term, implement the prepared landscape plans . lm~dement a l o 3  term maintenance pogramme 

Mark the watw'gatewsy* into the pal at the end ofthe rail promontory 
This could be In the fwm of signage or a sculpture 

Cooranate landscape proposals with pwosals fw h e  adjobling 
Rozelle Bay W e r  Plan area. 

Pmvlde convenient and safe pede&an access betwen the Old 
Glebe Island Bridge arid James Cxalg Road west of Anzac Brldge 

Subject to heritage advice, relocate the US Memorial to where It 
can be viewed by the public. 

Figure 25: Landscape Precincts 
1 Old G h  kbnd BnidgshntiIagag 
2 Bahnrinh.lts&%? 
3 P M E m  
4 EslernRM Prrmontay 
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2.8 Pedestrian and Cycle links 

Background 
Pedestrian and cyde links W n  the port are r d t e d  because ofthe 
Customs Area Secure Zone (Flgura 4) Links may ocwr the 
sunoundh~gs at the main and secondary access pdnls to the Port 

Principles . Encourage use of pubnc lnnspwt by nmking access to nearby h s  
stops mnven~ant to lhe pot  

Reagnise that foreshore public access k, k ing sutstinl ial~ inprwed 
in neadn areas but carnot be I-ed In the pwt area due to 

E m r a g e  use of cycles by rnaklrg tothe regional cydeway 
system convenient to the port access points 

Actions 
Invasl'mate a oedestrlan I l l  between the moosed main aale on the 
N ~ W P G I ~  &d and the nearest bus Sqs'to~acilitale pubk  sport 
and pedestrian access bf employass (Flgura 26) 

Consider Inking cycleway betw6-m (he proposed rndn gate and the 
proposed cycleway in Lsichhardt Counci's LEP (Figure 28) . Addim4 bicycle llnks should be hvestigated w'Vh reference to the 
Bw Precincl Transport Study 

Prwlde Enks where possible to enable conthuous public amess along 
the edge of the Port (Figure 27) 



Figure 27: Public Access adjacent to Plan Arca 

Flgure 28: Cycleway 
USW Bicycle Network Stmteglc Mop 
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2.9 Heritage Conservation 

Background 
me followins table lisg herifage items in the Plan Area identified by 
recoanised omnisatbns. The t a k  Indicates the o~mflunitks and . . 
conskims regarding ea& Rein 

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

~ " c i i c d  wilhln rho Plan Area 

Monument - Flnt landing ofIJS 

( ~eichhardt LEP " 9 u d  toprwlde fw I e i4nw inPd  I 
Gedcgkal Mcrulment- The Great Gedcgbl Soc)sty Deveiopment is to 
Sydney Dyk- at Glebe ofllustrala mnsider impact on the 

dyke Consullaton w h  1 

I I I Power Staton from w&r I 

Old Glebe Island BMge 

Whb Bay Paiver Slatbn 

Principles 

Reglskrof lhe 
Natonal Estate 
Data Base 
Godden M c W  

Balmain Consmtbn Area 

To encourage the conservation of existing herltage items and 
structures of significance with canpalible uses within the Port area 

Retain access lo Wge 

Retain landnarkviews of 

To ensure that Pwt activities do not detract horn the heritage values of 
items of envlmnrnental heritage 

Godden M a y  
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Reten 
areahrm W r  Reduce 
Porttrsffic acoess to mil 
 area^ 



Figure 29: Heritage Items 

Actions 
Obtain Hellfage advlce on: 

Appropriate r e W o n  of the Mewrial; 

Appropdab idmtiication and intwret~tlon ot the Great Sydney w e :  

The landscape design forthe approach to the Old Glebe island Bridge: 

Appropriate advertishg strategy fa Ihs silos taking M o  account the 
provisions and gumlines of section 2 6 of Ulis Plan; 

Any buildings p r o w  in close proxffny to the silos: and. . m e  wlour scheme forthe Heritage Sllm 
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2.10 Environment 

Background 
Sydney Ports has mmmhsbmed a range of environmental studies 
indudina risk assessment. acoustic assessment. light suwev and a 
vehicu& access sbdy An Environmental ~a&-ment (EMS) 
and a Noise Manaoement Plan have Men imolemanted The oDwdunitv 
Is to further rsfine the current procedures wh& relevant to the Eviaster ' 
Plan 

In implementii the EMS, Sydney Ports wow with port users. 
WDroDMte sovemment menc'ss and the comrnitv in se(tiw stralwies 
and knple&nfing actionskh the objjct'k of achiijing mnti&l 
improvement of the pork safety and environmental record 

Principles 
Mlnlmise the i w c t  of port acfivitles on the marine environment 

Minimlse lmds of the wrt a&i& on the urban envbnments hUst  
recognklngke operatikl require;nents of the pod Impacts that are 
reauired to be addressed indude noise, light spill, water aual i ,  air . . . . 
qualib! and hazard risk . Ensure that new development and acfivities take place in accordance 
wlm ESD principks 

2.10.1 Marine Environment and Stormwater 

Background 
The s t m t e r  calchment area k extensive and results In subsbntbl 
stomwater~nofl entering the ba/s West ofVictorla Road, h r e  
appears to be no rscord of exisling drahage anxrnd the marshalling 
yards. It is likely mat the proposed new access mad will pass over the 
channel to the east wtich mmmences oomite Easton Parlc md runs 
parallel to Lilyfield Road The new road k u l d  lncolporate drainage 
provisions that deal with this issue 

Provisions 
Provide fcf Improvements to water warty b%ithbn the Harbour whenever 
possible. 

Invesligate new drahage opfirns reguted by d-e increased lana ~ s e  of 
the SWPwTff i  Power sites east d Vlctorla Road 

Pmida drahage wik associated v,Uh new rosd and rail layouts and 
any changes to existing faclities 
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Prepare a Sedlment and Erosim Control Ran in acmdanoe 
Menaghg SIoimwatcr. Scils andCons(rucr;on Manual 1998 
~ ~ ~ , - D & i v n e n t  of Housing 

Contlnue the conbol of ballast water discharge and ballast water 
exchange in acmrdance wlth AQIS requirements 

Cmducl Baseline Studies of Mar(ne organisms in Syhey Harbour 

Conlkmue fo audit processes for o iMd  bansfers, acld bilge water 
discharges 

Continue to operate a 24 hour pdlut'bn telephone he. 

Mahtam an oil-spll response unit 

Implement meawes to d u e  the impact on wateways horn 
stormwater 

Consun wtth Lelchhardt Cwndl, Sydney Harbour Foreshore AuUKlrity 
ard relevant agencies regarding t&r &i'emenls tor water avalrty 
conbol and slamwater control 'The polentially IndJdes provision of a 
water retentbn basin, with any redcvebpment works. to Intercept 
stcrnwater so that h can be &charged In a control ed *ay and the 
installation of gross pollutant traps 

Continue implementafhn of silt capture lechniques during coiistrudon 
projects. 

Continue cmtrols a the discharge from vessels of oils, sludges and 
noxlous liquid subst- which are catrolled by a Sydney Ports 
approval process. Ensure recyding and re-use of these materlals is 
practised by the treatment plants 

2.10.2 Noise 

Background 
ll-e Port faclhies at Glebe Island & ndhe Bay operate 24 hours per day 
7 days a wnnk and generate noise which is experienced In the 
su&ndmg areas of Balmain and Pyrmont The noise levels in the 
residential areas around the port varies sigMcantly from hour to hour and 
from day to day 

In 1994 and 1998 Wkinson &nay carried aid detaied srudes of port 
noise surround ng White Bay ano Glebe Island and qLantified the amount 
of noise Impact The studies ldentlfled Ulat m e  loves in the area tnC6t 
affected by h e  pod o p e m l i i  will Increase by up to ZdBA Arms at lhe 
western end of the sle adpcent to White Bay Bcrths 1.2 and 3. are likely 
to have inaeases up to SaBA due to anticimted increased use of these 
berths. 

The studles derranstrated that noise levels at mdan locatbns around the 
port are hiahmen COm~aledMh Envlmnmental Pmteciim Authwitv 
g~ldelinosior elvimnmental noise for commerckl ard lnd~lstriaf 
developnents adjoining resldenbl areas In 1999. Remo Ton n and 
~SSUCI~~CS wniea oul a further aetaik?d study of Port noise which 
geneml,y mnfn-ned the find- o' the Wlk inm Munay stuale?. The 
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Remo Tonin siudv noted that residential locations in Balmah near main 
roads can be subject to higher noise levels than the rssldential area near 
the port A summary of thls report e attached as Appendot 1 

The pqosed new port roao wi I be sdbjea to mise assassmen1 and 
subject to t k  principles and provis'ons below 

Sydney Ports m t l v  imdemmts a Nolse Manmement Plan INMP) f a  
the G'& Islard arm h ~ i e  Bay Pon faclbties in c k e  lia!scm & k h s  
of port lams m e  NMP lncludas a Now  Reference Commitlee which 
meets qJJrterly and ~nctudcs rssldent reposenbtrvff The Corranitlse 
moni'o~ the NMP complaints and the lessee responses 

Noise fran vessels on navigated waters and land adpirhg navigated 
waters Is rquiated by the Marine Authocity in accordance wiUl the 
Protection of Envimnment aperations Act 

Principles 
No marked increase in noise levels for residential areas surrounding 
the Port facilnies 

Continue to inplerneni tim Ndse Management Pbn induding 
consideration of furthef ~ l s e  mlml measures and analysis of, and 
response to, complaints 

Provisions . M h  6, While Bay, to be used for ship handling when other sunable 
berths am not avaiabk . Where practicable, future buildngs are to bo located and deslgned to 
~ s h l e l a i n g  of noise to the sumundng residential area 

The d l  In Robert Street may be renewed and extended 
Th~s is to be he sub;ect d a separare~invsstigation. particularly vmh 
q a r d  to naise pcrlormance and deslgn cons~ltations cdnent study 

The residents bcated on ite eastem side of LiMeld FWad overlooMng 
the popwed mil accsss h e  and on the east en^ slde of Lilflebj b a d  
exterdlng sanh from Easton Park are to be appm&ed to determine 
the suitabfltty of ereding acoustic bamers near their rear boundaries 

Fulure development Is to conslaer h e  gLldelines in the Envlrcnmental 
Protection A~horHy's NSW lnduslnal Noise Poky 

Actions 
Ongdng lialson with Port &sees, Iocal comnunity m d  olher 
interested partles to explore and Implement appropriate noise 
minimisation measures. 
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2.10.3 Light Spill 

Background 
lllumlnation of port acb'vifies has associated visual impad in the form of 
light spill on neighbourtng residential areas This is an issue fa some 
residents because of the 24 hour port operations tight spill occurs when 
the light fittings designed to illuminate the port allow d i i  light into the 
residential area There have been few complaints over the last fwe years 
and these have mainly concerned the White Bay operations 

Principles 
Ensure light spill mitigafwr measures are adopted 

Provisions 
r Redired light Wings and M glare shields to avoid IigM spill where 

needed . Use fmings that enable the light to be thrown forward, while keeping the 
glass of the fiiting hodzontal to the ground, for the sections of the 
terminal furthest from the water 

install new poles on the resldentlal side of the terminal with lights facllg 
away fmm the residences and remove the lights facing the residences 
from the existing poles 

2.10.4 Risk 

Background 
Vessels at Whlte Bay ard Giebe Island indude some cargo that mnslsts 
of dangerous goods in mntainers A very small proporfon of the cargo 
handled at White Bay (8sflhs 36), comprises hazardous materlals Wch 
are operated in acwrance with Part II of the NSW Dangerous Goods 
Regulations Current cargo volumes satisfy the applicable risk criteria 

The site has bsen identified as containing acid subhate sdl on the Add 
Suluhate Sdl Rlsk Maps These maDs have been ~ re~ared  by the 
~ekrtment of Lands and water ~~"servation and'can be viewed at 
Leichhardt C~uncil or at the Natural Resources Department of DUAP 

Principles 
Operations at the Pod are to continue to satisfy applicable risk criteria 

Provisions 
Ensure any new uses Involving dangerous goods satisfy DUWs dsk 
criteria. 

Determhe potential rnil(gatlon measures to ensue operations are ta 
continue to satisfy applicable rislc criteria for increased cargo 
movements. 

Ensure soil testlng of the site prior to any development whlch wUl 
require excavation greater than 650mm below the wharf level 

Glebe Island am m e  Bay Master Pbn 



2.1 0.5 ESD Principles 

Background 
Sydney Pwts cpemtes the Sydney Porls Envirwmental Managomnt 
System (EMS) w K n  is underconstant review 

Principles 
 the Sydnay P o 6  EMS: 

Corn04 of schsduled attributes (ie air, water, noise etc) 

~eductlon of waste deposition to landfdl, 

QuaranUne wasle cdle&n and ensvre that treatment and disposal 
vhlch is regulated and licensed by both the Australian Quarantine 
Ins- Service and EPA 

Environmental assessments are conducted at the beginnkg and the 
end of each lease p?rkd and dudng the lease tern1 according to the 
nature of the activily 

Geotechnkal investigation of mil prior to development design 

Enmurage devebpment of quarantine waste beabnent processes to 
r m e  useable components 

Encourage Increased use of existing freisht rail systems . Increase options fa public IraffipMt cycnsth and pedestrians 

Adcpt energy elklent design methods e g bulHing Orientation, design 
to minlmise the need for atiidal light 

Mitimise the use of wakr on Port h d  

Recyclelreuse construction waste, 

Actlorn 
Complete an Air Quality Study . lncnrpaate ESD measures in bullding deslgn guldellnss includng 
InvestQating mhat isms to: 

Ensure Wldlng materfals used are made wHh renewable 
TeSOUtces; . Ensm burning materials used require least energy to pnxess. 
manufacture and trar!sport; 

Ensure budding materials used require less energy to maintain. 
are durable and can be recyded; . Ensure building matehls used have m h h l  effect on human 
h e a b  and . Ensure building materials used create 6Hb waste 

GWe lslsnd ard WhUm Bay M a r  Plan 



2.1 1 Public Consultation Procedures 

2.11.1 When Development Application required 

Principles 
Were a proposal requies a development a p p l i d i  Uw wmultatlon 
procedures under SREP 26 an4 the EPAAn wig be foMowed 

Actions 
When a development appficallon must be advertised ihe mment 
authority will: 

AdverIke the development appbcatlon for not less that 21 days 

Ensure that the advdised development application may be 
inspected at both the Ma, of the consent aWr i t y  and at 
Leichhardt Counal 

Refer all advertised devebpment appAcaticns to Leichhardt 
Council for formal cwnrnent 

Refer all actvertiim developnent applications to any other 
adihorlty that it nns ldm rolovard 

Before grantlng consent to a developmetd spplicatlon the consent 
authority may seek the views of other bodies as defined in SREP 26. 

2.1 12 When Development Application is not 
required but an EIS is required 

Principles 
Where a proposal does not require a development application but doas 
require an EIS under part 5 ofthe EPAAct the consultation procedures 
under the Act vAI be followed 

Actions 
The determining authorty ~ l l  give notce in a dany newspqxr that a 
copy of @e EIS may be inspectea anc p r o w  h e s  and k&ion(s) 
where this can occur 
The EIS win be available for inspeclion for at least 30 days (the 
minimum stabtory period) 

Representations in writing may be made to the determining aulhority 
during the time that the EIS is availme for inspection 



211.3 When Development Application and an EIS 
are not required 

Background 
Were a propod doas mt req~ire a devdopment a9plication under part 
4 oi an EIS under part 5 of tho EPAAct the following ansuhsUon 
procedlres wll be followed 

Actions 
Where the mt of the devdopmmi is valued at $100,000 or overthe 
determining euLhoW Mll: 

Consvlt with Lslchhardt Council and all relevant agmies 

Noffy Leiihbrdl Carncll and all relevant agencies by lener and 
pubfish a not'ce in a loca newspaper provdinq detals ot in0 

Allow a mmimum peliod of 14 days for msdtafion with 
Leichhardt Cwncil and ccmmnitv inDvlthrouah the CounCs'S . . - 
Precinct system . l n f m  Lslchhardt Council and all relevant agencles of the 
determining authority's response to subrnissiow 

Webe Lsland sod White Bay MasBPIm 
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Appendix 1 Summary of Renzo Tonin 
Acoustic Report 

Background 

Renzo Tonin & Assodates Ptv Ltd were ennaaed to cam oat a noise survev and 
assessrent dtyp'ml envim~mental n36e'efks horn pod adivrlles ocxllhng at 
h e  Whiie Bav and G ebe islard faclit'es The ~umose of the work w a  to Provide 
an environ&ntal noise assessment of pclt noise affeding both eristing and 
pmposed residential premises 

A noise survey vias mnducted between 5 Febniary and 2 March 1999 Mng this 
period, ndse emission levels from port advities were measured at six resklential 
receiver locations surmunding the dock area Both longterm unattended 
nmnitorim and sh&-term attended mnitaina was conducted at each of these 
localimns-~urther, dockside measurements ;ax to ships w r e  also conducted. 

A summary of the key findings d the report f o l m  A ccpy of the report k avaflabb 
at the Sydney Pats Corpwatan 

Principles 

The repat summarlsad the rewlts of ncise measuremenls and compared them to 
the rekvant noise assessment criteria set out in the Environment Protection 
Authonky's (EPA) 'Envimnmental Noise Control Manual' (ENCM), and to the 'Draff 
Statinnary Noise Source Policy" ( n w  released as the NSWlndustrial Noise Poiicy 
'999) 

Provisions 

The residential receiver kcatinns selecded fw assessmeni were : 

L o d o n  1 - 16 Bany a e d ,  cn front balcony ovorloolcing dock arm. 
approximately 20077 from the nearest dock 

Localinn 2 - Banlna Devebpment Sie, cotner of Buctianan 8 Robert Sheets. 
near the €ales office, appmximately 80m trom the nearest dock 
Location 3 - 27 Donnelty Street, on front balcony w e k i n g  White Bay Pa* 
and dock area, approximately 140m from the nearest dock 

Lacation 4 - 17 Vincent Sheet, on fmnt balcony oveiicukillg While Bay Park and 
dock area, approximately 210117 from the nearest dock 

Location 5 - UnRs 4 8 5.1-13 Gmlon SWt ,  on rear belmny overlookb7g east 
end of dock area, approximately 14Gm from the nearest Qck . Location 6 - 16 Datchen Sueel cn hmt balcony overlooking do& area. 
approximately rjOm from the nearest dock 

Glebe Island and While Bay MasOr Plan 



Noise Sources 

Tiwe are essentlany two types of noise that emmates from h e  do& area: 
Constant roise from ship engines and other auxiliary equipment such as fans 
and generators that are located on the ships and; 

lntematent mise from mntairwaarm (portalnecs), foRlil, trucks and rnatal to 
metal lmpads from the g e n d  unloading, loading and movement of shipping 
containers and cargo 

Other souroes of noise IdenWied on the dock such as remaeration unb on 
refrigerated contaben, buildhg mechanical seNic8s and i i r  mndiiioning plant were 
not considered to have sianifcant noise impact upon the nominated assessment 

Glebe Island and W h i i  Bay M m r M  



Summary of Noise Monitoring Results 

Background Ndsa -1s 

The rerxesentative noise level (or ratlna backaround level IRBLl )of 
d a y t i ,  evening and night-ti& asse&ment~rlods are ;swdGbased on 
the median of individual l m s t  repeatable backaround mke  levels (or 
assessment background levels [ ~ L J )  acqulredbver h entire mni&ng 
peliod However, h this case. the mirimurn level of all the lowest- - 
repeataMo Leo~&ground noise levels (or ABLs) was tle!erm.ned for each 
assessmt pemd and was set as tlie representalive background miss 
level for each location. In general, ihe background noise levels presented 
h Table B below, are corservativeiy low in mmpatison ~h available data 
and therefore rnnsiderd suitable for use in this mlse assessment Such 
badwound noise levels are however, expected dun3 periods absent of 
pod activities and penods wiUlwt shlps berthed at the docks 

No.% data acquired during days that expwlenced advetse weather 
condi' ja~ (eg rail, strong winds) were compared to me data ecqLired on 
finer days Were data was fmnd to be affected by adverse w t n e r  
conditions H was discarded from furlher analvsis Table B be lw  presents 
the LW background nolse levels set for each assessment location 

TaMe B Background (b) Noise Levels dB(A) 

I~Background Nolse Levels 

Notes: 

h B o n  I 

Location 2 

Loeatloll 3 

Loamon 4 

Location 5 

Location 6 
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Addt t lw l  Noise Monitoring 

Lone%erm ndse moritorina was wnducied at two ad'ticnal locations on the 
~a6aln~eninsda, from li May to 17 May 1999, in areasabsent of d m  activities 
This was done to allow noise level ommarlsons tothe sb; selecled assessment 
locations neer the docks m a  compa&on of ambient noise level en'ulronments 
betwenn different locatiins on the s a w  pen'ns~la s lnterded to be i r~fomrive 
only The addt i ia l  noise monitoring was conduded at the folloniing sites: 

Location A: 198 V~toiia Road. ROZELLE, and 
Location 6: 15 Wharf Road, BALWN 

A m r i s o n  of ambient nolse levels measured at Location B vMh those levels 
meas&ed at L o d o n  5 and Location 6, sh3W that !hs mi% levels at these 
locations are aenerallv aulte similar Location 5 results are s W v  hklherthan 
Location 6's ries~lts, &<location 6 results are sllghtly iowa (hanio&tia\ 6's 
results In genera, this indicates lhat noise frwn ships and related dock ac6vifis 
may not contribute to tne overall a~blent no'& levels at locations near a 
dock wnen mmpared !o ihe noise envionment t0fomshore locations wilhout a 
dock. Thls c m o n ,  havever, does not take into account Merences, rhvhlch 
may exist in the character of the nolse amenity of foreshore locations wiVl and 
without an adjacent dock 

On Ihe oiher hand, vecy high ndse levels are expedenoed on o(her parts of h e  
Balmah Peninsula that are not ex~ased to nMse fmm be vessels or dodc 
aC1IviIies That IS, the nouse level; measured at the SIX &sessment locations are 
slqn:(icantlv lower than ttc6e measured on one wrt of the same peninsula that Is 
exposed m high traffic volumss 

Noise Assessment Criterla 

At level of 53 2 dB(A) m w r e d  indoors correspnds to B conservative level of65 
dB(A) measued outside the bedmom window assundna window are open for 
vmtikon. The repoft adopted a criterion which would ensure that 90% of the 
population (including the aged) are protected h their skep an emergence level 

or L,) of 65 dB(A) This criteria applies to shatdumtion noises which may 
occur at nkht from the operation of rhe port. For wntinuous, steady or quasisteady 
nclse, recek w denpa suggests an 1, of40 d3(A) be ueea as an .ipper limit for 
assessment of sleep arousa ln$de.bedrmm 

This aitena ran also be expressed in t e r n  of ndse lev& outside Research 
wnd~dcd  by Cortcret d(1992) found Ibe attenuation lh-ough a slighW open 
window when measured at the centre (bed position) d a bebrwm is in the order of 
13 to 20dB(A) h e n  measured In L, Using a typical ncise reduction of 15 dB(A), 
then the maximum allowable L, noise levels outside is 55 dB(A) to avos sleep 
awakenings dun'ng the ~ g h t  for 90% of the population Including the aged 

In summry, the sleep arousal criteM used for assessment purposes were : 

. = 55dB(A) 

- k = 65dWA) 

when measoted wtside a bedrown wmdow 
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Noise Assessment 

Table 6 1 summa- the highest Lto, L, (or L,& and L,- levels measured at 
each lccalicm &rim sholi-term attended nolse suwevs These noise levels wen 
acquired from evening and night noise surveys as o&ed to day surveys, h order 
to avoid extraneous nobe from construction and other surroundins noise sources 
where such were found to be signiflcanL The hwest recorded nd68 levels were 
then cornpared to each assessment period's noise trite*, regardless of M a t  . 
period they were measured m 

To assess sleeo arwsal the areater ofthe L or L, noiw levels were used for . - . - 
each localion h e  levekwwe determined by avemging tha loudest 
Instantaneous noise levels remrded durins each survev and for each assessment - 
location, as presented in Appendix A 

In short, the results shown in Table 6 1 present the Worst case'irnpacl scenario 
from ail ofthe available noise suwey data 

Conclusion 

RemoTonh d Associates completed an assessment of environmental nobe 
:rnpact from pon a d i v i i  to a n-urber of nomirated residentla1 premises In 
Baha'n Noise Impact 1- pat adivities has  q u m e o  and compared to the 
noise guidelines s& by the EPA 

The areatest ndse exceedance above the EPA's cake crterla aenerahl m u r s  
when assessing the Lw Intrusive noise &ms The measuk L, Gels 
generally m m ~ k  or onk m - n a l l v  exceed the set nolse assessment criteria The - .  
measured 1, (or~,,jlevels exceed by up to ICdB(A) at Locaton 2 whore the 
resiaences under consbucuon are expcsed to nmse from lock v e h i i  bave l ~ r g  on 
Robert Street 
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SYDNEY PORTS 

Po* Impravomont Programme: Clebewland and White Bay 

1.0 Introduction 

1.1 Objectives 
Shipping accounts for a large sectbn of international trade and 
contributes dlrecuv to the economv and emDlovment of the 
Sydney region The ports of sycniy  arbo our and Botany Bay are 
the main gateways for wntainerlsed calgo, break bulk and bulk 
lcuia cargo in NSW and are essenf'sl for Ule emnomic growth 

ana development of the sme 

This Ports Improvement Programme outlines pfinciples and 
auidelines stemmina from the reouirements of (he Glebe Island 
and White Bay master plan whid; will facilitate the continued and 
efficient use of the Port 

1.2 The Port 

In Ule 1960's Sydney faced a port capacity problem Pressure 
arose to develop Botany Bay for the contalner trade The 
lncreasina move to containerisation of cargoes, which are 
predomlnintly handled at Port Botany enabled a series of wharf 
closures in Syoney Harbour. In the 1980's the development of 
new tenninais at ~ o r l  Kembia also led to the transfer of coal and 
grain exports away from Sydney Harbour 

A major rationalisation of the Sydney Port was accompanied by a 
s t o w  increase in the efficiencv of those harbour sites which 
remained In active port use 6 i s  improved efficiency now allows 
Sydney Harbour to accommodate approximately the same 
amount of cargo each year as in the mid 1960's. when there was 
almost three times the present berth length in the port 

Slgnificsnt changes have taken place recanny with older lndusbial 
sites sumundlng the whaNes becoming obsolete or under- 
utilised Many are currently undergolng redevelopment for 
residential purposes 

Port5 lmpmvernenl Programme: 
G leb  bland and m i t e  Bay Master Plan 



SYDNEY PORTS 
Ports Imrovement Prcgnmme: G l e k  I lBnd and Whit. Bsy 

1.3 The Glebe IslandMlhite Bay Master Plan 

The Glebe Island and Whne Bav Master Plan Is a reouirement of 
the Sydney Regional ~nvirnnm~ntal  Plan No 26 - ~ i y  West. 
aazened bv the Minister for Urban Affa:rs and Plannino. and as 
amended (SREP~~)  The development guidelines luriier detail 
the srovision of the Master Plan and occordinalv should be read in 
conjundion with the Glebe lsland and White Bay Master Plan as 
adopted on the 23 May MOO,, 

1.4 Ports lmprovement Programme 

The Ports Improvement Pmgramme pmvides prindpies and 
guldelines for the followlng; 

1 Establ~shment of guidelines for new bul id i is  and equipment 
2 A Strategy for deallnq with the interface between the Dubiic 

and domain:- 
3 Strategy for the selection of materials and mlour sctremes for 

b~ildings and iroblle eq~ipment: 
4 Consiaeration of 11gMing fw the port area: 
5 Definition of areas for cirao stwaae on the wharf aoron: 
6 A cohesiveness and legib;lity in sl;nage; 
7 The conllnued safe and sewre operations ofthe ~ort: 
6 A strategy for public interpretation of the port 

1.5 Consultant team 

Client Sydney Ports Corporation 
Urban Deslgn Travis McEwsn Group 
Slgnage and Commercial 
Advertising Design Tim Wllliarns Architects 
Landscape Land Arc 

Funs lmprovemat Rogramme: 
Gkbe Island and White Bay Master  Asn 



2.0 Built form overview 

2.1 Existing character 
Parts of the existlng wharves have a patina of age, weathering 
and unkempt appearance. Much of the port land does not reflect 
an efficient and well maintained Facility. 

The interface between the port area and the surrounding 
residenxai area is generally abruptly defined. 

'The entry to the port kno t  clearly acknowledged, resulting In 
ambiguity in the ownership of these spaces 

The intrinsic physical qualities of the industrial maritime uses a 
offer opporlunities for redefining the image of the Port (Figl) 

2.2 Future character 
Development on port land should dearly demarcate the port and 
the various lessees The place should b+ well maintained and 

as an Industrial landscape and reflect its status as a valuable state asset. 
offers potenCal to lnra~omte 
existing robust infinsic The interfaces with the surrounding areas should be clearly 
qualities into future defined addressing the changes in character along the boundary 
development, edge. 

The develwmeot of a valette of finishes and forrndising a design 
framework kill enable iuture development ofthis site tobe 

- 
consistent in the approach to new development 

2.3 Objectives 
The objectives of this programme are to: 

Reflect the world class efficiency of the port operations in the 
aualitv of the envlmnment and the visual vresentation of the . . 
Port . Clearly define the interfacatboundary between the working 
oort area and the sumndlno uses 
~stablish a main entry to theiort land that the presence of the 
vort and that will stronalv mark the vresence of the uort lo the -. 
bublic 
Provide for the vlews of residents from surrounding areas and 
heritage items. . Establish opwrtuniiies for the public to view vortareas cf 
access Information on port act~i71es and heriiage - Define the parameters for adverlis~ng apd or signage 

P m s  hnprovment Pmgramme: 
Olebe laand and Whim Bay Master Plan 



SYENEY PORTS 
Pom lnplOvernent Prqnmm: Glebe Island ond m i t e  Bay 

3.0 Ports improvement guidelines 

3.1 Buildings and equipment 
There are a variety of buikllngs and equipment serving a range of 
port uses These Include: 

Fixed and mobile equipment 

Buildings 

Ughtlng elements 

3 1 .I Fixed and mobile equlpmant 

These slructures are often fixed structures and serve as pumps 
cranes or other specRc uses related to loading or unloading are 
similar In character to the movable platforms and generally 
sewim shipping and do not form part of the shore bulldings (Fig 2 
and 3) 

The loading and unioedlng of shipplng is the key to all activities on 

,denffies theworLing apron This occurs through the motion of the cranes loading and 
harbour because of iissheand unloading shipping 
location. 

Work safety practice for these s W r e s  is Important far and 
accMdingly they have been traditionally painted sabty mlours 

m e  fundons attributed to these lacliRies may change and 
examples exist where these forms have been interpreted and 
other uses inserted Examples such as communication boxes in 
Rotterdam interpret the pon function in the deslgn and reinforce 
the visual graphlcs of the port (Fig 4) 

Fig 4. Thls example Illushates 
how contemporary 
interpretations of whari 
structures can Ti? the imagery of 
the port environment 

Improvement Programme: 
Glebe Island and Wllita Bay Master Plan 



S Y ~ N E Y  PORTS 
Pons impravemen1 Pmnmms: Olebe bland and Whno B.y 

Conform to wo* place safety regulations 

New buin forms should reinterpret the forms of the 
characteristic port functions particularly in their structural 
expression 

The pod equipment should in external appearance suggest 
cleariy their function 

Functional and safety aspects of the operations should drive 
the design and form of these elements The visibility of 
prominent elements should be reinforced with colour. 

Guidellnas 

Slructures that directly service sbpping should be strongly 
identified by d o u r  (see section 3 3) 

PWtS lmprovwment Progmme: 
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SYDNEY PORTS 

PO*= Improvsmsn~ Prcgramme: G k b e  Idand and Whita ~ a y  

3 1 2 Buildings 

The more recent bulldlnos are aenerallv construcied of steel with 
lighlweight sheet metal ?he inikrnal k i n g  and structural 
systems are generally rolled steel and of a portal construction 

The scale of these sirumres is related speclflcally to the port 
uses and are supported by other elements s ~ c h  as cranes on the 
wharf apron and&lnns stodc rails (Fig 5) 

The scale of these buildlngs 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 H a b u r  
demonstrate chanaes In technoloov used in the marltlme induslrv 
Accordingly building forms and the/r use have changed 
considerably over time (Fig 6) 

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

Pods ImPrOYBnlent Programme: 
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SYDNEY PORTS 

PO& Impmvernont Prognnma: Glebs Bland and Vhlte Bay 

Flg 6.Vahtlons h WharlbrMnghlpss am vlsmle Ihrotghout Sydney 
Hatimur These structums mRecl lhe changing nature of part operaUons 

umR on rofloRfacflily 
Biin erwha 
acof?,. er &re 
Yrnavde  wharf qlnrdure . passenger temarals 
BnQW wharf structure 

PO* lmprrwement Pmgranum: 
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SYDNEY P O F ~ S  
POPA ImprOvemsM Programme: Ghbe Islandand wnne B r  

Bulldlng context 

Figure 7 shows the various types of wharf bulldlngs for port uses 
including historical building types While all these bullding types are 
derived from operational requiremenls many of the earlier buildings 
gave strong deflnition to the public domain (a g the shore buildings 
at Hickson Rd or were anchored to the iand. such as the finger 
wharves projecting from the iand to overthe water) 

The current DM usaae le wnlainslissd faciliis. do not offer lhe 
same opporhrnl~es 1: placement of buildings to interface the public 
domain The buildings on Glebe lslano and Whne Bay do not 
adaress this Interlace as they do not m n e d  directly wllh the 
surrounding nnwronment Addltlonally the scale of these b~ildlngs 
is dimcult to relate them to a mailer human scale. Today these - 
buildings are mainly substantial objects In the round 

If it is accepted that there Is llttle ~osslbil'iy to link Port buildlnqs to 
the sunoufiding area In terms of scale and public domairl definition 
then e posi!ion should be taken as to the prominence cf the 
building per se end the qualltics which these structures m l d  
express 

A regular grid already exists in the structure of the newer bulidings 
due to portal frame conslruction. Structure is visible In rnmt of 
these shore buildings and this element is potentially the strongest 
key in developlng a treatment dealing with the massiveness of 
these buildings 

This position accepts that the scale of these new buildings Is such 
that they have there own lmagerylcharacter and accordingly this 
should be reinforced in existing structures or new structures 

Pwts Improvement Rogamme: 
Glebe kbnd and White Bay Master Plan 
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Ports Improvement Pmgramme: Glaba lrmd and White Say 
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Po,, lrnprovemant Pragnrnme: Glabe Ismnd and White Bsy 

Modulation 

Strudural systems should be used to explore Vie external nahlra 
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 reinforce the 
nature of these buildings The shdu re  could be slrongly 
expressed and the larger expanses of wall treated emphaslsing 
the structure by expressed panel systems Referenceshould be 
made to b e  modulation of the facade and enabling the structure 
to become the stronger element in the facade 

Extamaiisins fire earesses or cirarlation can further assist in 
breakhg &&TI themass of the building and reinforce Ule 
mod~latton of the facade. 

Slting 

Considerallon should be aiven to the sitlna of new buildinas based 
on the con:cxtot thc wrr&ndlng area a n i  tho allgnmeni;whlch 
already exisi in lhis respect foreground. midd e qroupd ano 
distant views should be a msid&atlon in the siring of buildings 
Tte relationships w~th existing ana proposed infrastructure shou d 
be carefully considered in any proposal (Fig 8) 

PO* lmpmvament Proaramme: 
Qbbe Idand and Wtdte Bay Mastar Plan 



S v n ~ E r  P O R T S  
PO* hnprovemeot Progmme: Glebc Lnlaod and Whito Bay 

Fig 8.AOgnmslt and I& of any new sbucture ahovldcomldsr its 
bloader contexl Allgnmenb ex6t lntenns of exwhg inhsstructura and 
relalbnshl to the imrndte  surmundq mvbnnmnt Note the axis Kne 
which paallels the White Bay shoreline and dlrecliy aBgns with the main 
port enby (nearVkto"a Rd brldge) and lha Port obscmtlon tower at 
Millers point. Other alignments can be used as reference polnls for the 
sitlng of buildings (such as a ConUnuous setback to the whatfedge and 
the new roadlrail corridor) 

Pods Irwowment Pmgrarnme: 
Glebe ldenrl and While Bay WterPlan 



S u n i ~ e v  PORTS 
Ports Imrovamcnt Piagnmrne: Glab. Island and While Bay 

Principles 
New buildings are not to compete h terms of the primacy of 
built form with the larger elements of the Gkbe Island &r'c&e 
and the SNos 

New bulldngs should conslder the alignments of existing 
buildings and infrastructure These alignments seive to give 
anchoring points for new buildings. 

Utillse the structural gdd of the buildlng as the sfmngest 
dement in the building fohn and define the lerger wall planes as 
recessive elements 

Fig 9 Potential far natural 
dayljgh,jns industel Reduce the scale ofthe bulk ofthe building thnnrgh the 
buildinas articulation of the larger wall planes when addressing the . 

residential areas 

intrinsic qualities ofmaterlals shouldbe emphasised and 
expressed 

Intrinsic qualities of exlsting built fabrfc should be emphasisod 
and accentuated 

Envtronmental sustalnability of any pmposal should be 
assessed (Fig 9) 

Gufdellnes 
., .. ,.X<L 

Fig 10. Cornposac structures ' New bulldings 
may allow the development of 
Interesting building forms The structure of bulldings should be expressed externally 

wherever possible (Fig 10) 

Wall areas should be recessive elements~ 

Vertical circulation may be expressed externally in order to 
further articulate the building (Fig 11) 

Tonal variation in the mlour schemes is to be used to break the 
mass of the building 

Entry and egress should be defined in the building fwm further 
articulating the bullding 

The night time environment and the appearance of the building 
siwulibe considered and uUlised in providing an interface 

- 

berween new b~ildings ana the surrounding residentia! area 

a&isls in articulating buildings 

Ports Improvement P m g m e :  
Glebe Island and Whiis Boy Ma~ter Plan 



Exlstlng bulldlngs 

The intrinsicqualities of the materials for existing buildings Is lo  
be reinforced 

Wherever materials such as exposed concrete and exposed 
aggregate have been used Uiey should be lefl untreated. 

sheet materials are to be palnted 

Structure and vertlcal elements should be expressed 

Exlstlng horizcntal banding should be highlighted 

Lame wall elernenWoanels are to be recessive in colour exceot 
wh& they serve a iarticularf"nction, ie specific lighting 
element or interface with surrounding resldential area. 

* TeIn~Ofar~ silos are to be recesdve elements in the landscam. 
however they should be located giving due mnslderatlon of ' 
locational constraints which other buildinas conform to, such as 
existing infrastructure alignments 

Consideration shoJd be given to the Introduction of elements 
whicn co~ ld  allow the development of a relationship between 
ths larger scale of industrial buildings and the more human 
scale In the surrounding resldential area 

Ports lmpmvment Pwramme: 
Olebe Island and Whlte Bay Master Plan 
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Pons Impovernant Progrsrnme: Glebe Island and W i e  B8y 

3 1 3  Lighting elements 

Due to operational requirements the porl area is extensively lit 
There is a geometrical locatiorial rigour in the placement of lighting 
around the site with numerous light stands demarcating the spaces 
both durlng the day and at night LighUng and feature lighting could 
be used to give a sense of drama b the port (Fig 12) 

The use of dierent materials such as translucent or perforated 
sheeting can glve rellef to various buildlng elements, allowing light 
into the building during the day, whllst allowing spread of iQht at 
night (Figl3). 

Specific lighting of various elements of the pod, such as cranes 
pumps and structure, would reinforce the visual drama of the 
working port at night 

Fig 12. Consideration should be 
giwn to the relatbnshlp 
between thegrid of lighting prlmlples 
columns and other elements 
Forexam~le. hbhllclht coloun Reinforce the rhvihm which is elreadv evklenta the l luht in~ 
can be uscd to e~nphasiu, the columns acrossihf SIB lor the daylike environment j h i o  &n 
lightiug poles palern whi1s.l bc achlered through a single hlghllght colow The lntroouction 
crmting vkual intcrest o l a  cwrdrnated wlour scheme can also relale otherwise ~ ~ 

mmpletely separate buildings orfac/flties into i single cohesive 
QrwP 
Use tmnslucent materials in order to reduce the bulk of the 
lager bulIdings lhmughout the precinct which w u l d  result in a 
diffused nightime lighting source 

Introduce lighting schemes for wharfslructuresparfiwlarly to 
highlight expressed slructural elements 

Coordlnale the finishes of all elements vlsible durfng Ule day 

The gantry structure above the main shore building at Whlte 
Bay provides an opportunlly for specific feature lighting 

Ughting stands etc should relate to each other thmugh the use 
of a coordinated colour scheme and applled to the entire site 
(refer colour palette) 

Provide for safety lighting 
Flg 13 Potential exists for 
adcula,,on buildings to be All new wharf struclures to have a lighting scheme - existing 
reinforced through the structures are encouraged to have a lighting scheme Holistic 
introduction of lranslucentwsll approach should be made in considering the quality of the night 
panelling which contrlbutesto time environment 
the night time environmenl 

Port9 ImpmBmenl hogramme: 
Glebs Island and Whits Bay Master Plan 



S ~ o h l e v  Pours 
Ports IrnprovameM Pmgromm: Glebo Island and While Bay 

3.2 Boundary conditions and landscape 

3 2 1 General 

Background 

The master plan identired landscape character as a vital 
component of VK) port's image This boundary interface is 
genera'ly restricted to narrow corridors of open space, such as 
cltl-tops embankments, railway edges, ancilla!y spams and 
slrnply 'lefl-over" land In the pas!, these areas have rellecied a 
marainal and somewhat wm~romised character. oRen servina a 
pureiy functional rde for defining the port's bwndartes and 

- 
Drovidtna securitv tiowever. thts bounda~ interface olavs a maim 
Ale in Ilk publlc'perceptionof the port.  tie way in which the 
landscam is addressed in these areas has the rntentlal to 
signifi&ntly improve the visual and environmental qualily of the 
Port 

The master plan identified four landscape precincts as follows: 

Old Glebe island Bridge Curtilage 
Balmaln interface - Port Entry 
Eastern Rail prom onto^ 

The master plan highlighted the wid to develop a landscape 
treatment which would reinform the distinctive identity of the port. 
convey an attractive, robust, industrial image comprising simple 
forms lo match the scale of the port and requirina minimal 
maintenance SigniRcarrt view corridors w&e esta~lished within 
these precIw1s tc guide. In part the landscape !reatmen( of these 
areas 

These precincts and the embankment area adjoining the Anzac 
Bridae-Victoria Road blkeoath are addressed in the followim 
diic;ssion of principles and guidelines. 

- 

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

Location 1 Public land/ roadway intsrface; 
Location 2 Residentkl Interface; 
Location 3 Waterfront/ park interface; 
Location 4 Main entry 
Water interface zone 

POW lmrwement Pmgramme: 
Webe Island and Wtita Bay Master Plan 



General Principles (aNlocations) 

1 Opportunity to reinforce fhe dlstincNve identity of the "workJng 
its v k a l  character, its scale of operat6ns and faciltiies 

thrcugh appropriate delineation and enhancement of 17s edge 
wnditions and associated iandscepe elements 

Ensure materials used are appropriately scaled to reflect 
the %oMng port" character; 

* Maintain continuity and simplicity In the range and 
appearance of materials and plantlng palettes; . All materials should be unh4ed in their form, texture and 
tonal qualitles; 
Plantino should be siteresoonsive to local mlcrodimatic 
and ait;red soil conditions iyplcal of these port sites (eg 
wind/ salt exoosure. asoect. tvoes of landfill materials. . . . .. 
vehicle emissions, etc): 
Piantina should be used to amellorate adverse 
rnlcroc~matic conditions (eg prevailing winds1 wind 
tunnels, slare, lackof shade. noise and air Dolltilion): 
Plantirlg palette should be restricted lo rob& hardy 
species requiring relativeiy low maintenance; 
Landscape elements should reflect ESD principles 

2 Opportunlty to Improve the port's public image, Its "sense of 
ownership" and management of Port iands; 

= Provide a continuous, identifiable and 'badged" boundary 
to establish a broader sense of ownership; 
Visually enhance edge condltlons through approprlate 
landscape treatments, using a readily identifiable set of 
materials: - Establ,sh an approprlate management and maintenance 
reG me for the ports interface and landscaped areas 

3 Opportunlty to improve visual impact of hard-eme, security 
fencing without compromising porV customs securlly 

Integrate planting wiih fencing where approprlate to 
improve visual and environmental quality: 
Ensure layering of plants to enhance sense of depth to 
boundary (is low-mictupper level banding); 
Protect and manage views, particularly with respect to 
determining height* types of fenclng and planung 
selection; . Vary the types of edge treatments to relate to adjoining 
land uses and boundary condltlons. 

Ports lmpmvemeni Pwrarnme: 
Glebe Island and Whtte Bay Master Plan 



- 
SYDNEY POGS 

Pofls l m p w ~ m e n t  Pragnmmo: Globs l3lmd and WhHa Bay 

3.2.2 Landscape precincts: 

The precinct locallons which have been developed for these 
auldellnes cwres~ond to he Lanoscape precincts in the master . . 
plan and are as fbllows: . Locanon 1 Public land/ roadway Interface: . Location 2 Residential interface; . Location 3 Old Glebe Island Bridge antllage . Location 4 Main entry . Water interface 

Fig 14, The plan above shows the location of the bndxap predncts 

Location 1 Public landlroadway interface 

PuMic land1 roadway interface relates to Robert Street and P&O 
Maintenance Storage Area 

Pr'inclples: . Devslop a pakfte oImaferlab wh!4 relate to the scale and 
movement along roadways (ie motor vehicles, bike-riders and 
pedestrians); . Subcie modificetion ofthe existing standard securilyfendng to reflect 
Pods scale andldenlity. . Utirise planting to soflen fenchg and herd-edge; . Ensure heights oiplanUngpmit views through fence 

Fenclng: 
Replace exisUng securlty fence with modlfled (slightly over-sized) 
steel frame/ PVC coated mesh fence located along edge of 
footpath to public road 

Fig 1IPropceed security 
fence with black W C  coated F~~~~ Height 
mesh 

2.4 metres 
Materials: galvanised posts - straight, capped with 3 
strand barbed wire extension: 

Ports improvement Program: 
Gbbe Islend and Vii7ile Bay Master Plan 



Fig 16. Proposed Weeplng 
Figs and Murraya hedge 

SYDNEY PORTS 
PO* Improvement Programme: Gbbalrland and Wnlle Bay 

corner posts to be SON0 straight capped; 
intermediate posts to be 50NB; 
mesh to be 50mm x 2.5 black PVC coated; 
knuckle selvedge finish: 
Sydney Ports aadging" to be located 
centrally within each panel (Fig 14) 

Plantlng: 
Locate selected trees, shrubs and groundcovers along fence to 
soften impact of security fencing whilst allowing views through 
fence 

Plantlng height Trees to 12 metres height and under- 
pruned lo 2 5 metres: 
Shrubs trimmed to 12m to permit views 
from cars (eg. along Robert Street) 

Trees: Weeping Fig (Ficus beniamina var 
Winfergreen)(Fig. 15) 

Shrubs: Sweet-scented Jessamine (Munave 

Accents: 
paniculata) 
Gvmea Lily (Dormnthes excelsa) 

Groundcovers: PA blu&iay f d n  (Poa labllla&ieri var 
Eskdale) 

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

Pods Impmvement Pmgsmme: 
Glebe island and W i e  Bay Master Plan 
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S v n w v  PORTS 
PO* Irnprovamant Prcgrarnrno: Gleba Island and Whlte B q  

Location 2. Residential interface 

Prlncioles: 
~ i v e l o j  a palotle of materials whrh relate lo Ula transilkmat scale 
h m  Porl lo rasldentiol area: . Install alternsle polrsaaa sly+= bnce w17h holghl dependent upon s;?e 
topagrephy, public safefy andsecurity regulimnis (le reduce 
helehl offence where cliff-line reduces securitvrisX1: . R O ~ W  any unnscessory or redundanf eiamdn~s (Ie htemal 
fenang along privofo mad, ad hoc sgnago), 
Urrise planlhg to soften lencing ana ham-ndge. 
Ensure heights of planting permit views fnmugh fence 

Flg 18.The clil7edge requlres parIlcUar considerallon Notethe 
baktrade at the c l ' ~  interface vdth Whii  Bay Pa& wMle Port 
is prowded by a concealed b a r m d  wire just below the lop of the c m  
face. 

Po* Improvement Rogrsrnme: 
Qlebe Island sndmlle Bay Master Plan 



Fencing: 
Replace cyclone mesh fence with black powder-coated tubular 
steel palisade style fence. Option to install 3-strand barbed-wire 
below cliff-top (ie. concealed security detail) 

Palisade height: 2 4m where boundary is level 
I 2m above base plinth where boundary Is 
on c l i i  top (Fig.19) 

Materials: heavy duty welded galvanlsed square 
tubular steel; 
vertical bars to pass through top rat1 (for 

Fig I S .  Proposed 1 2m high added security and safety); 
palisade fence black premium quality, polyester powder- 

coat finish 

Planting: 
Plant lavered shrubs. accents and around covers (no trees) 
adjace& to base of paliisade lenciio visually integrate boundary 
condition with residential ~ro~ert ies and maintain views throuoh . , 
knca (Fig 20) 

Planting height: layered to 1.2 metres to provlde views from 
adjoining residences 

Shrubs: Sweet-scented Jessamine (Munaya 
paniculata) 

Accents: Gymea Lily (Doyanthes excelsa) 
Groundmvers: Poa bluegrey form (Poa labiliardieri var 

E~kdeiel - -. . . -. . 
Spiky Mat-rush (Lomandra longifolia var Katrinus) 

Fig 20. Proposed Weeping 
Figs, Gyrnea Lfllees and 
groundcovers 

Location 3. Old Glebe Island Brldge curtilage 

r Continue with a restricted palette of rnaferkls ensuring 
consistency with the port's character; 

Address opportunities to engage publlc in the port's acfMties 
through interpretive facilities/ signage and artmrk; 

Landscape elements shouidreinfom any heritage ;ferns (eg 
old Glebe Island Brfdge/mernorials): 

Uiiiise planting to ameliorate adverse microclimaUc conditions 
(eg. prevailing winds( wind tunnels caused by structures, 
glare, la& of shadel amenity, noise and air pollution): . Protect and manage view corrldorj, 

POTIS Iwmvement Pwamme: 
Glebe Island and Whne Bay Master Plan 
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PO- Imprommmt~mgnvnmo: ~ l e b s  Island and Whns way 

~lantedareas shald provide broad definition to these areas. 
emphasising the scale, function and rde of lhe pon There should 
be a reoetitkn of form. texture. d o u r  and balance reinforclna the 
Port identity Planting should be r eswed  to a simple palette- 
suited to site-svacific reaulrements with a relativelv low 
maintenance regime ~ r e e s  should not in any wayimpede 
Important views 
Planting height: varies up lo  20+ metres 
Tree Accents: Hoop Pine (hucaria cunninghamin 
Trees (row! grid): Weeping Fig (Ficus benjamina var 

Wintergreen) 
Tuckeroo (Cuoanbosis anacardioldes) 

Large Shrubs: Cherry saiinash (s'jzygium leuhmannfl) 
Dwarf L.illv Plllv lsvzvaium ~aniculata var . . . . . - . 
Bite) 

Accents: Gymea Lily (Do~yanfhes excelsa) 
Beach Lily (Crinum pedunwlatum) 
Groundmvers: Poa blue-grey form 
(Poa IabillardIari var Eskdale) 
Spky Mat-rush (Lomandm bngifoiia var 
Katrinus) 

Outdoor Furnllure: 
Outdoor Furniture should specifically refled the porrs character in 
being robust. sturdy Wharf/ jetty timbers should be recycled 
wherever possible 

Materials: Type 1: 
utstomised marilimeelements such as 
large wharf/ Jetty timbers, wharf structures 
re-canfigured for seating, barriers, bollards. 
etc 
Type 2: 

Fig 21. Proposed recycled, commerciany available materials must be 

customised hardwood vandal resistant and suitable for waferfront 
Umber seat conditirms. 

Seating: 

Bins: 

Suppliers: 

Recycled hardwood timbers, square-sawn 
wlth 20mm arise finish to all edges. set 
430mm above ground level ( ~ i g  21) 

Powder-coated or aluminium ailov finish. 
perforated alumlnium frame (55 lke) 
Street Furnitute Australia 
Botton & Gardiner (Flg 22) 

Flg 22. Proposed aluminium 
alloy litler bin 

PO* Impmvsmml Programme: 
Glebe Island and WhRe Bay Maser Wan 
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Fig 23 Proposed asphaltic 

S Y ~ N E Y  P O R ~ S  
POW Improunmanl Promamme: olebeisland and While Bay 

Paving: 
Paving should be durable and consistent wRh worklng port 
functions, scale and other materials Paving should be either 
continurwls flexible pavements (asphaltic concrete) or large 
dimensionad unit pavers of monochromatic tones 

Type 1: asphaltk concrete (Fig 23 and 24) 
Colours: black (other tint options available) 
Application: generaw Ports 

These areas offer opportunities for banding using other in-ley 
materials (refer to types 2 and 3) 
Type2: unlt paving, mlnlmum 450 X 450mm units: 

reconstituted wncrete (Fig 25). 
Application: renrined to public areas 
Colwrs: charcoal to mid-llghl grey tones . . .  
Textures: related to use1 access: 

generally skid-resistant 
Suppliers: Urbanstone (eg. Estuary Grey/ Casino 

Gray) 

Type 3: bluestonel granite 
Application: focal areas only 

banding! edge treatments 
banding may include textural and tonal 
variations(eg honed. shot-blasted, polished 
w tile finishes) 

Liahtina: 
~ 6 v l d e i l ~ h t i n ~  for sec~rily, key entry/ access points, internal 
roads pathways and pub'lc areas Lights shoula be robust. 
vandal:reslstant and suitable for a waterfront environment. 

Typel: Flush.mounted, in-ground, uplightlngl 
highlights and washers (Flg 26) 

Applications: public open space, landscaping and 
waterfront features1 structures 

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

Type 2: Bollard lighting (Flg 27) 
Applications: footpaths1 bikepams 
Materials: marine grade aluminium alloy bolierd 

lighting, vandal resistant UV stabilised p l y -  
carbonate "Dock" luminaire 

Suppliers: Louis Poulsen 

lighting 

Pons improvement Progmrne: 
Glsbe Island and While Bay Moeler Plan 
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Pons Improvement Programms: Glebr Island a d  WnneBy 

Location 4 Main Entry 

Principles: 
Create an entry locus and identlty for the pod, ensuring 
consistency with other pod areas in landscape materials and 
planting palette, 

Planting should be simply stated, yet dramatic, provldlng a 
unified and supporiive component for entry signage; 

Selected species should be tolerant of roadside conditions; 

Lighting should accentuate slgnage elements (possible use of 
uplighV wash to silhouelte planted formslaccents); . Paving should be consistent wlth the puMic waterfronupark 
interface 

Planting: 
Use of treea w h i i  will accentuate the signage, create large scale 
patterns of a limited species selection Plants to be homogeneous 
In form, texture and colour and have limited Rowers Trees should 
be form a green mass solid enough to feature in the larger 
envimment (Fig28) 

Planting height: varies up to 20+ metres (subject to RTA 
requirements) 

Tree Accents: Hoop Pine (Araucaria cunnlnghamk) 
Trees (row/ grid): Weeplng Fig (Ficus benjarnina var 

Fig 28 Weeping Figs (Parkland/ Accen,s: 
Wintergreen)(Fig 28.29 and 30) 

waterhnt Interlace and main Gymea Llly (Doryanthes excels) 

ent1-y) Beach Lily (Crinum pedunculatum) 
Groundcovcrs: Poa bluegrey form (Poa labiilardierivar 

Eskdak) 
Spiky Mat-rush (Lomandra iongifolia var 
Katrinus) 

planting (&rkhndlwaterfront 
intertace and main entry) 

Ports lmpmvsment P m m e :  
GI& Island and WhieBay Mosler Plan 
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3.3 Materials and colours 
The scope of this work is to develop a palette of materials and 
colours whlch wwld deliver an increase In the arnenlty of the port 

The prlnclplas 

Clear visual definition of elements of the port 

Consfder the harshness of the environment and therefore the 
neod for longevity in materials selected 

Work wfth the exisllng, materials and elements of the wharf 
Fig 32 The nature of this landscape 
environment resuns in ths 
breakdown of rnatedals . Develop t reahn ts  whlch may be used for the large buildings 

on the site 

The age of the ~ o r i  facllitv and the IocaUon in a hiah salinity 
environment has led to exposed and untreateo steel concding A 
patina of aQe is vlsibk throughout the facility particir~arly in 
elements which connect be6een two aif'erent materias in terms 
of visibility the mild sleel fencing, expcsed corrugated Iron and :he 
~mliferaticm of ex~osed steel shore structures all refled the nature 
bf tne environment and the irnplicallons for the built form (Fig 32). 

The natural weathering process has reinforced the cnaacterisbcs 
of vario~s rnatedals and as a conseauence has reinforced the 

Fig 33. Weathering of materials 
rssults in textures which &lures of different materials visible'throughout the port (Flg 33) 
develop purely us a reylonseto Contemporary wharf structures are characterised by enensive 
env~roment use of concrete in structural and non strunural caoac4tie.s This 

material offers a range of finishes and exposure to weathering 
demonstrating a range of tedures and mlourlng or discolouring 
(Fig 34) 

Composite structures reiylng on concrete as a base element are 
signiRcant in the contribution to the sense of the piace and . marking it clearly with its industrial nature 

' In terms of visibility the mild steel fencing, exposed corrugated 
iron and the proliferation of exposed steel shore structures all 
reflect the nature of the environment and have Implications for the 
built form 

Flg 34. Deterloratition of material 
Is visible In most buildings in 
Urn area. 

Ports improvement Pmgrarnme: 
Glebe bland andmite Bay Msrter Plan 



SYXVEY ~ 0 5 s  
Pons lrnprovcm~nt Programme: Glebs island end While Bay 

3.3 2 Palette of colours 

Cranes, pumps and the IRe give a dear Imagery to the polt and 
the functionina of the wharf The visibilitv of these elements is 
signilicant In &fleding the waterfront asa working port The 
location of the st~ctures varies dafly enlivening the port 

These structures are often brightly coloured due to safety and 
visitil'ty Issues for port functionlng 

The site Is charader id  by large expanses of concrete serving as 
the wnarf apron as constwkion mat~rial tor the sllos and for the 
SnJcture of the Glebe Island Bridge These specla ~sed e emenh 
dominate the industrial landscape- Any new building should not 
dominate this landscape and accordingly should be recessive in 
colour 

Tradiorialiy all large store bulldlngs are characlerked by a 
regularity in structure and a puncturing of the mass through tho 
provision of entry into the spaces 

Reinforce the structure wifh colour as a method of breaking 
the mass of the building 

Utilise matetfals and d o o r s  to break down the building mass 

UNIlse the a77ewnces in materials wlth oolour to create a 
buirdirg form of interest in bolh daytime and st  night 

Restricl the palette of wlours to reinforce a maritime 
vernacular based on analysis of precedent throughout tha pod 

The mass of l a m  buildims should be recassive lhmuoh the 
use of muted cojours alth:ugh exposed struciore and - 
arliculafed elemen~s could be highlighted by colow 

mrtE Iwrousmenl Pragramme: 
Glebe bland mi Whne Bay Master Plan 
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Guidelines 

The f d l d n g  colours should be adopted as demonstrated and 

scheduled below: 

Fig 35. Modulation of (he facade 
thmughthe use dcolour 

FIg 36 Indicative colour schedule. The number refas toAus(ra6an 
Standard 2700 standard colwr reference system 

Grev-vaiius shades Lkkhter shades of Prey to be used as 

Fig 37 Columns and holizon(31 
element% exprosed in exsLng 
bulalngs, wl i lst  i~nrhslc 
qualitrs Of malerials aro 
retained 

recessive wall elementsior larger sloresanh snos Indicative 
lange AS27GU N11 N12 N22 N42 (See Fig 35.38.43 end 45) 

Darker grey to highlight structure, and lighting columns 

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

Translucent sheat panelling or artlalation elements on facades 

Y33Y12Yi3 Y15(AS 2700)(Fig 35 and48) 

Movable wharf structures and unloading facilities and accent on 
light stands 

Fig 38 Siloslo be pamcsu in 
recessive colours from the grey R i  1 R12 R13 (AS 2700) (Fig 38.39 and 44) 
colwr palette 

PO* lmpmvement Prwmme: 
Globe kland and White Bay M-r Plan 



~&erne does not iake 
ahantage of the opportunltks 
offered by these built 
elements 

greator visual defwitiin 

. . 
becauseelements are nd 
given vlsual pnonty 

skeletal elemcnts and maln masses sre highlighted by cdourforvisml 
order and visual interest 

visually deflned by dairer 
cclourwhile the broader wall 
areas are visually contrasted 
by llghter colour 

Flg 44 The movable wharf equipment and s!mdural ekmentri 
existing smctureshould be highlighted by colour 

PW1s Improvement Programme: 
Glebe Island and White Bav Master Plan 
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S Y D N E Y  PORTS 

P o N  lmpravemnnt Programme: Globe Island and Whits Bay 

3.4 Lighting 
The scale of the built elements in lhe port area provide an 
opportunity for selective lighting and the development of a 
dynamic and visually excitlng night time environment 

Skeletal elements and exposed structures offer an opportunity for 
a range of ligilting effects The prominance of the port in the 
landscape suggests that these lighting elements should be 
carefully considered and be undertaken in conjunction with port 

Fig 46 Existing situation 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 
wlours and variation in materiais 

T M  use of translucent materials serve twa purposes h e  first is 
the articulation of the built form whilst at night allowing the building 
to be marked" (Fig 46 and 47). 

The strategic location of these panels can also serve to break 
environment down the intelface between the public and the prlvate domain by 

providing opportunltiss for ptrblic interpretation of the site (Fig 48 
end 49) 

Prlnclples 

. Safety is to be considered as a fundamental br any lighting 
scheme 

Structure provides opporiunrTies for lighting elemenk of the 
port which an, of Interest in the nlght time envlionment, 

environlnent Consideration should be given to the implications ofany 
lighting scheme in relation to the surrounding residential 
environment 

Fig 49 The use of tramlucent 
materials can serve to anicubte 
the building during theday. 
mark slgniRcant points in the 
landscaped night and sews to 
breakdown the harshness 
behveen the public and the 
private Interface Ulrough the 
use of specificdcsignelementa 

Pons lmpmement Programme: 
Glebe laland and Whlte Bav Master Plan 



Fig 51. %led i  lighting 
through theuse of afillered 
light source can accentuate 
elements of Interest in the 
existing built form 

SY-s 
Ports improvement Pmgnmma: Olebe lalsnd and Whi:s Bay 

., .. Llqhting can reonlace the daylight c&ur schemes glvbrq 1t.e 
Pofl a dnmiltlc and vlbrilnl appewaxe at night 

Po* lrnpmument Progrsrnrne: 
Glsbe Island and White Bay Master Man 



SYTNEY P O ~ S  
Ports Improvement Plownmme: G l s b .  Island and While By 

3.5 Cargo 

3.5 1 Con'talners 

The Master Plan reaulres that conlainem should be limited to a 
stacking height of 5 containers. The locatlon of these containers is 
generally based m the loading and unloading requlmments of 
shipping Accordingly. the positioning of these uxltainers IS 

cont~olled by coerational and manauement issues For clariiy of 
site organGtidn and safety, contalner stacking areas and vdh cle 
c'raldllon areas sho~ld be ceariy rnarkedon ti-e ground 

Guldelines . Container stacking areas and vehide circulatbn areas to be 
clearly marked 

3 5 2 Cars 

Temporary car storage for Imporled can is provided on the m a r l  
deck area Controlled location of the cars asslsts with h e  effcient 
use of the port. 

The potential wnSbudion of a new munl deck parking fadllty at 
Ihe ocation of the demolished silos provides for additional stwage 
of cars on Glebe Island 

Guldelines . The storage locations of Imported can  on the wharf apron 
should be c early marked oo the ground 

Guidelines to be developed for the multldedt faculty 

3.5.3 Break bulk cargo 

Break bulk carso includes a varietv of swds  that am penerally not 
contalnerlsed (e g timber) cargois siored and sometimas - 
appear6 unmanaged due lo  the nature of the cargo. 

Where practicable this cargo s h l d  be stored Internally as soon 
as possible and moved off the wharf apron, 

Guidelines 

* Break bulk cargo to be stored internally where precdcable . Extend storage areas for break bulk cargo to clearly mark on 
the ground distinct vehlariar drculation areas 

Pods lmprovemant Programme: 
Glebe la lnd  and White Bay Master Plan 
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Ports Impmvernent Programme: Gbbc laland andwhlts Bay 

3.6 Slgnage 

The objectives of the signage strategy are to Identify h e  Sydney 
Ports areas and provide clear and consistent wayfnding 

Bold colour 

A distinctive orange has been selected as the background obiour 
for el signage.  his w'our 1s already associated with the Syoney 
PMs corporation being part of thelr corporate logo The Sydney 
Ports oranae also recails the mlours of the container rnoina 
equipment"and with containers thernseives The safely and 
warning connotations of the orange further underline the 
appropriate choice of the wlour 

Simple form 

The form of the slgnage is kept simple and is generaliy of the 
proponons of cvntalners. (The olmenslons of slgn types D and E 
are those of containers) 

Slie Identification 

A simple hierarchy of Information is introduced with lettering 
scaled to the distance and type of viewer. Leased areas will be 
indicated within the Sydney Ports format in order to keep a 
coherent graphic style 

Hierarchy of information 

As well as marking the perimeter of the slte with regular badgelng, 
the entrance to the slte is marked with a bdd sianaae totem. 
which includes lighting for the entrance area, a& an edge lii 
banner for periodical use, 

Ports lmpmvement Programme: 
Olsbe Island and W h i i  Bay Mastsr Ptan 
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SYENEY FOGS 
Parts Impravsrnenl Programme: Gtebe Island and Whlte Bey 

VIE'MNG DISTANCE 2m 
TEXT HEIGHT lOmm 
SCALE I I00 

TO be located along peaestrian or cycle mutes such as Anzac 
Bnoge and Anzac rnernonal. Peoaslrian scale sign lor inforrnatlon, 
 ist tor^, descriptions of activities and the llke Made oul of a folded 
sheet d Sydney Ports orange metal Cut-out Bxt and White text 
Braille 

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

TYPO B 
To be located on fences and gateways a r m d  the perimeter d 
the SPC area(s) Lettering and logo to tm cut-out of Sydney Ports 
orange 

Ports lmpmvement Pmgrarnme: 
Glebe bland and White Bay Master Flan 



VIEWING DISTANCE 25Om 
TCXl  HEIGHT UOmm 
SCALE 1:100 

Tb'be located at major decision points on major routes to the 
~orts. Reverred scriDt in Svdnev Ports orange box inteamled into . . 
RTA signage (to be negotiated with RTA) 

- - 

i 

SCALE 1:100 

Type F1 
To be locatad appmldmately 1M)m before entry points to (he 
Ports RTA formatsign in Sydney Ports Orange (To be 
negotiated with RTA ) 

Ports Improvement Rogmme:  
Glebe $land and While Bay Master Plan 
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SYDNEY P O R T S  

P m s l m p o ~ m ~ n t  Pmgmnrne: Glabe Island and Whiteway 

SCALE 1:100 

Type E 
~ b b e  located at principal entry point to ports land Has 2 sides 
information cut-out wiih back liqhling Slim line side-lit banner 
facllii on one side, lntegratod bole and lighting with solar 
 collector^ Power to be fed back togrid 

Pw(s lmpmvemsnt Programme: 
Olehe Island end Whne Bay Master PBn 



SYDNEY PORTS 
Parts Impravemom Programme: Glebe lrland md White Bay 

VIEWING DISTANCE 750rn16Orn 
TEXTHEIGHT 315mm1105mm 
SCALE <:I00 

7yw Dl 
~ i b e  located at major decis ion points withln S y a n e y  Por ts  l a n d  
G e n e r a l  d ' r e c t o v  Cl-out a n d  reflective lettering o n  S y d n e y  Pods 
o r a n g e  

SCALE 1:100 

Pam lmpmvement Pmgrarnme: 
G l e k  Island and Whne Bay Master Plen 
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S Y D N E Y  PORTS 

Pom Improvement Programme: Glebe lshnd an# Whim say 

Type 0 2  
As far D l  Located at secondary decislon polnts with in sites 

2500 

VIEWING DISTANCE 150mI50rn 
TEXT HEIGHT 315mmii05mm 
SCALE 1:100 

Type 0 3  
Located at entrances to leased areas Svdnev Ports oranae with 
inset panel for lessee infomation~identi~catidn 

SCALE I:100 

Ports ImpravemenlPmgramma: 
Gklhe Island and Whiieaay Master man 



SYDNEY PORTS 
mmlmpr~vement Programme: Glebs Island and Whits B y  

Type D4 
Located in ~edestrian accessibla areas. maim information skln 
~eplaceabie inset panel for topical infoimat;on 

- 

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

' g b e  localed at ail wharf gates Numbers coordinated with 
searritv sewlces for easv access Svdnev Ports orange on thinner 
gauge bf metal to be anached to and fences. ~ h e c t i v e  
whHe lettering 

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

Pods lmpmvmenl Program: 
Glebe Island and Whle Bay Master Plan 



S Y C ~ N E Y  POR'IS 
PO* lmprwemsnt Progamne:Glabe Hand and Whste Bay 

3 6 2 Interpretation 

The signage strategy acknowledges areas accessible by 
pedestrians wiIh appropriate information signage mese 'Info 
Tables' are designed to be used for all kinds of interpretalve 
information such as maps and historical information 

i The scale and dynamism of the ports is fertile ground for 
i creatlve artists Some sites seem to lend themselves to a wmk 
i of art, but there are many posslbllittes and it is recommended 

that selected afiist(s) be given more freedom to explore and 
interpret the site 

! beck d the signs exaggemes Vleir Hhnsy s 

Fig. 52. Panorama from 
Victoria Rd tDwards Fig 53 View of Heritage Silos from Glebe Island 
Bridge 

PO* lmprovmsnt P-mme: 
C lek  khnd and White Bay Master Ran 
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Pons Improvement Rognrnma: Globe Islandand White Bay 

Fig54 VRW of exbtlng condition from lntcrsectlon of Vktoria Rd /The 
Crescent 

Ports IlmpmYement Pmgramms: 
Glsbe Island and w3ile Bay Master Pbn 
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P o d  lrnpm~emont Programme: Glebo Island andwhite Bay 

-- - ---,- 
Proposed signage location 
m~cnu~ion / . The rounded fonn d 1he s~los is Bxteridsd venrcslty 

of sianaae oanel8 that finlearates nith the form of - - .  
7rn signage syslem is irks; stretched skin urlth 
or hxino in v~ew (see delaLs below) 

saon from dl sides 
~ l l  access and Kghtlng t~ Ma 
easily and safely lmm behind . Pdenllal lor messages on three d d  

- No exfaodad ganltlas orllghtlng stru 

Backlll signage, no ganniu in cud to have a vely si~Fde 
aopearanco ( I  ko the o i h  tnemgksl 
Integrated wilh fh8 by i e ~ ~ r e h %  
honzmtzl elomen? of SI 

h (I p"dpal pub,lr 

Pons lmpavamant Fmgarnme: 
GIem Island and WhiteBsy Master Plan 



Slgnags wnslructfon 
an, concealed from 

/ 
V$ru a( OptiOn3 IlOm Johnson Bay 

Ports lrnpmvement Rognmne: 
GlWs island and White Bay Master Plan 



SYPSEY P O R T S  
Pods hprovemsnl Pmgrarnrns: Glabe bland and White Bey 

3.7 Safety and security 
The visual clarity of the different functions or their physlcal layout 
of the port asskts wth ensuring safe port operations 

C arificatlon of bui.dlng lype in terms of the function of the bcilding 
or structure and ltm location of that bulldlna in the context of the 
broader port area is significant ensuring safe port operations 

Clarity in vehicular movements (including separation of different 
types of vehides) must also ba established so that ths conflict 
between operations Is alleviated and accordlngly safety Is 
ensured. 

Guidelines . Cirwlation areas and storage areas should be clearly marked 

Potis Impovernerd Pmgarnme: 
Glebe Island and Whle Bay Master Plan 



3,8 Public interpretation 

The Drominenm of Glebe lsland and Whiie Bav means !hat the 
porl &n have a hlgh public profile This pmfile.can be assined in 
several ways by a p~bl ic  interpretallon strategy for the following 
parts of the pok area. 

Old Glebe lsland Brldge approach Interface including the US 
memorial 

Port observation areas at Anzac bridge and White Bay park 

Main port entry . Marking the port at the promontory of Glebm lsland wnh a 
sculptural element 

Old Olebe lsland Bridge approach 

Provide a pubic accessible Interpretation area near the approach 
road whlch would include the US Memorial and an explanallon 
panel of the porl aclivities, including a brief history of ihe port 

Anzac Brldge 

At the elevated level near the oedestrian aooroach to the Anzac 
Bridge, provide a lookout area'lncluOing G e l s  describing the 
oort activities - esoeciallv a brief hlstow of imoorts/exoorts of 
goods, as well as'the co.mct capacity bf the sites and what they 
are now used for 

White Bay Park 

At an area of the Park that overlooks the port, provide panels 
desaibing the port activities and a brief history of the 
Balmainlporl historical working relationship 

Main Port Entry 

Near the proposed main port Entry, provide panels desaibing the 
por! aC11vIIIes including a Pofl act~vnies drrectory board 

Glebe lsland Polnt 

POrts lmprwemenl hogramme: 
Glebe bland and Whine Bay Master Ran 



SV'GNEY PGTS 
Ports Imprrrwment Programme: ~ 1 s t ~  Illand and White Bay 

The Glebe Island Point is a pmminent location in Sydney Harbour 
it cwla be malkea by a major sarlptural element wh~ch would 
gNe add~tional visual interest l o  the port and mark the central 

I location of the working harbour In people's minds 

One idea for a suitable scubtural elemenl is a large modern 

Fig 56 Potsnlial landmark delinnian of area through the use of a large 
windmill which would have the ESD benefit of pmvidingenergy to 
power park of theexternal port area, (e g lightlng) and have a hlgh 
plMic profile 

PO* 1-ernent Pmgmme: 
Olebe IslaM and White Bav Master Plan 
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Part 1 Preliminary 

1 What is the name of this Palicy? 

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

2 What are the aims of this Policy? 

The aims of this Poky are: 

(a) to provide tor 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 dwelopment (and 
that, consequently, may be carried out without the 
need for development consent), and 

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

(iii) by specifying the conditions to which complying 
development certificates are subject, and 

(b) to provide that development comprising the subdivision of 
land, the erection of a building or demolition on the land 
to which this Policy applies. to the extent to which it does 
not already require development consent under another 
environmental planning instrument in order to be carried 
out, cannot be carried out except with development 
consent 

3 Definitions and notes 

(I) In this Policy: 

gross floorarea has the same meaning as in the Environmental 
Planning and Assessment Model Provisions 1980 
ground tevel means the ground level existing on the 
commencement of this Policy 
height of a buikling 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 Ule Mmtw Plan. lndudlng any veriatiap to fi are available from: 
Sydney Region Cenval Office of the Department of Urbsn Affairs and Plannlng. 
Ground Floor. Fmnkel Houw 2632 PyrmMt Bridge Road Pyrmont NSW, 20W 
the Act means the Environmental Planning and Assessment 
A d  1979 
the map means the map marked State Environmental Planning 
Policy No 61-Exempt and Complying Development 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 

4 Where does this Policy apply? 

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

5 How this Policy affects other environmental 
planning instruments 

(11 This Policy amends State Environmental Planning Policy 
No 4-Development Without Consent, State Environmental 
Planning Pdicy No 60-Exempt and Complying Development and 
Sydney Regional Environmental Plan No 26-City West as set out 
in Schedule 4 

(2) This Policy prevails over any other environmental planning 
Instrument made before or after this Policy to the extent 
of any inconsistency: 

(a) except: 
(i) Stare Environmental Planning Policy No I1 - 

Trafric Generating Developments, and 
(ii) State Envlronmental Planning Polky No 33- 

Hazardous and Offensive Develoment and 
(iii) State Envlronmental Planning Policy No 55- 

Remediation of Land, and 
(iv) State Environmental Planning Policy No 56- 

Sydney Harbour Foreshores and Tributaries, and 
(v) Sydney Regional Environmental Plan No 26- 

City West and 

(b) except as othewise expressly provided by: 
(9 this Policy, or 
(ii) any other environmental planning instrument 

that commences after the day on which this 
Policy commences 

6 Consent authority 

The consent authority for development under this Policy is 
the Minister 



Part 2 Exempt development 

'7 What this Part does 

This Part identities 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 
Nae The Ac t  states mat exempt deveiopnem: - musl be of minimal envbonmenul impan and . c a m 1  be cRnlca our in cnlcSl habmt of an mamgered spccles popul~oon 

or ewlorpca cnnmully Irde~t6cd .ndw the lhrealcrad SpoczS 
Cmsenr~llm AR 1995 w Ihe Fjsienes Mmagemnl Acl1994) and 

cannot be canled cut in a wilderness area (identifled under the 
Wildemes An 19871 

8 What development is exempt development? 

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

(2) To be exempt development: 

(a) the development must: 
(17 meet the relevant deemed-to-satisfy provisions of the 

Building Code of Ausaalia, and 
(ii) meet any relevant development standards, and 
(iii) be more than 1 metre from any easement or public 

sewer main, and 
(w)if it relates to an existing building that is classified 

under the Building Code of Australia as class 1 b 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 
currentiy implemented. required or proposed, and 

(b) the development must not: 
(i) if it relates to an existing building, cause the building to 

contravene the Bu~ldmng Code c?~ustral;a, a 
(li) create interference with the neighbourhood because it 

is noisy, causes vibrations, creates smells, fumes, 
smoke, vapour, steam, soot, ash, dust, waste water. 
grit or oil, or 

(iii)invoive disturbance to a depth of more than 600 mm 
below ground level, or 

[N) be designated development 



(3) Exempt development cannot be carried out on: 

(a) the site of an item of the environmental heritage that: 
(i) is identified as such in an environmental planning 

instrument applying to the land, or 
(ii) is listed on the State Heritage Register under the 

Heritage Act 1977, or 
(iii)is subject to an interim heritage order under the 

Heritage Act 7977, or 

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

(c) land identified: 
[i) by the consent authority on a map held in the consent 

authority's offices, or 
[ii) in an environmental planning instrument, or 
(iii) in a development control plan, 

as an environmentally sensitive area lor exempt 
develo~ment 

Part 3 Complying development 

9 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 m that developmen = a n d  be complying dewlopmew i(: . it is on land that is critical habiiat of an endangered species, populadon or 

ecdcgical comrnlnmy (inttfied undw lh3 TMearened Species ConservaUon 
Act 1995 OT the Fsherbs Msmgemenr Act 1994) or 

n is on land wlthhl a wllde- area (kkntifled under the Wilderness Acr 
1987). Or . Vwe is an item of the emrimnmenlal hwbge on me land that is subject to an 
order or listing on& lk MPriTageAU 1 9 7 7 ~  an mimnrncntal planning 
insment. or 

the dewlqmenl Is desigMred development or - the cwebprnent k Stale slqnmcsm dcvelaprnent or 

a the development requires concurrence, excepl a concurrence of the OBenor- 
General of Nalional Parks and Wildlife in mspeu of development Ulal is l i k e  
to signtTicantly aflcct a threatened species, population or woioglcai 
comrn~nity or its h a b i t  Wentifiad under the Threatened Species 
Conservation A d  1990 



10 What development i s  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 Policy 

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

(a) meet the relevant deemed-to-satisfy provisions of the 
Buildlng Code o f  Australia, and 

(b) meet any relevant Australian Standards, and 

(c) be more than 1 metre from any easement or public sewer 
main, or comply with any requirements specified by the 
appropriate sewer authority For building over sewers, and 

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

(b) a site that has at any time previously been used: 
(i) 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 

(c) land identified 
(i) by the consent authority on a map held in the consent 
authwity's offices, or 
(ii) in an environmental planning instrument, or 
(iio in a development control plan, 

as an environmentally sensitive area for complying 
development, or 

(d) land identified as Class 1-4 on acid sulphate 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 



11 Conditions of complying development certificates 

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

Part 4 Subdivision, building and demolition controls 

12 What this Part does 

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

13 Svbdivision of land 

(1) A person may subdivide land to which this Policy applies only 
with development consent 

(2) This clause applles if the subdivision of land: 

does not require development consent to be granted 
under another environmental planning instrument, and 
is not prohibited by another environmental planning 
instrument, and 

(c) 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 Pons Corporation, is required to be 
Subdivided in order to facilitate port operations 

14 Erection of a building or demolition of a building 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 land to which 
this Policy applies only with development consent 

(3) This clause applies if the development: 

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

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

(c) is not identified in any environmental planning instrument 
(including this Policy) as exempt development, and 

(d) does not involve Crown building work as defined by 
section 11 5M of the Act 



Part 5 General 

15 Suspension of certain laws 

(1) For the purpose of enabling development to be canied out in 
accordance with thls Policy, clause 29 of the Environmental 
Planning and Assessment [Savings and Transitional) Regulation 
1998, to the extent necessary to sewe that purpose. does not 
apply to the development 

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

16 Development physically commenced before amendment 
of SEPP 4 

If development permitted under State Environmsntal Planning 
Policy No 4-Develqoment Without Consent was physically 
commenced on land before the amendment of that Policy by 
this Policy, the development may be carried out as if that Policy 
had not been so amended 



Schedole 1 Exempt del!eloptl?ent 
(Clause 8) 

Type of d e w m n t  - Development requlremenn - 
1 Amillary dwelcprnent 
Development mat k incidenml w ancnlary to a (a) Landscaping mun canply the 
purpose f w  whkh the land may be used baing landscape w'delik2s prepared as a varlatim to 
landscap'ng car patking or paving the Master Plan, as appwed from time to Ome 

by the Director-General of the D s p a m t  of 
Urban Affairs and Planning 

fD) Surface water must be d i r d  to Sydney 
Pons drainage System 

(a) N o n - n m u a l  alterauons to the enerior of a 
bulding such as painting. plastering cement 
rendeting, cladding anaching fINngs and 
dacorative vlork, and 

[cl Any ny Ilnvdvlng the removal ofasbesms. 
asbestos cement or bad pahn m m  comply 
wah any requiremmls of WorKCover Auttwrily 
NCW Swlh Wales 

(dl M.3 compty van Codc ofPrac%a fw fhc Safe 
Rcmo~li  ofA~test01 INOhSC:2M2 1198Rll 
CCnllllned k? Ulc bV0~01k5ale Aunrnha Coor ~~ ~ - ~ -  

Asbestas pepared by the Narional 
(Xcupational Health and Safely Comnission 

(e) All lead and asbestos conlaminated material 
m t  be disposed of in accordance wbh the 
NSW Envbonmsnt PmCecIian Aulhorlfy 
requirements 

3 Demoli(im 
Sheds kiosk5 garages, r w f  SUUchlres. nlemal (a) Maximum grass floor area uf MO square m e t m  
walls md celings. partllom stain ducts. (sheds kiosks and gareges only) 
fencW f l a g p o k  a m i s s l g  surrtues (b) Between the hadr  of 7  am-5 30pm (Man-Fti), 
part of a heritage struc~re) snd any Mher 7 Warn-1 OOpm Sahlrday excluding Sundays 
developmer* which Is exempt development and public holidays 
undcr this Pol lg 

(c) Muacornply with Ausualian Standad 
2601.1991: m e  demolRlon of svuctues 

(@ Any work involvhg me remwd M asbesos. 
asosms uelnmx or kad paint must comply 
with any requlremenrs of WonCwer Auchorlry 
New Saum Wales 

(e) Must comply W Code of Practice for the Safe 
Rernwal d Asbenos INOHSC:ZW32 (198811 
contained h the Worksare Auzvalia Code 
1\sbe5lm prepared by the National 
Occuoational Health and Snfetv CmrnlUion 

(n All mad and asbenos contarnlnatsd m a t d l  
m u ~ t  be disposed of h accordance with V\c NSW 
Environment Rmection W h o r i q  requirements 

4 Fsmes 
Ctenion of fences and gates h lc lud i i  security la) Maximum bight gf 3 meues 
boom gates (b] Mu51 be consmned horn cyclone IencVg wlth 

3 arands d barbed wire 



Type of dewdopent 

5 Erection 01 Fbgpks 

6 Signage and displays 
Erection of dlrectlonal m d  safety slpagc 
assoclaed with the Pon 

Erection of bvslness identification baing: 
Flush wall signs, or 

Painted wMI signs 

Erecth of public notice displayed by a plblic 
authority 

Change of meuage lo en exlstlng sign 

(a) Maximum height d M metms 
(b) Maxlmum of 1 on each leassd ares 
(c) Maximum of one flag p r  nag pote 
(al MUY be Rructumlly adequate 
(el mt bB h m l k d  to mamifacluren 

speclflcalons 

(fl Must m t  be located wlthln 20 mems d 
resldemilll bounda~y 

(g) Must not project ws a pub6c road or place 
04 M m  m t  display advmlsing malwial 

(a) Maximum area d 10 square metres 
@I f abve a roadway must be a minimum of 5 5m 

stove ground we1 
(cl Must conform with Ule colour xheme 

guidelnes wepared as a vaiation to the Master 
Pen, as appmved from tbne lo time by the , 
DrcctorGeneral o l  the Depament d Limn 
Anairs and Planning 

(dl Safety signs mun comply wiih AumaUan 
Standard 1319-1994: Sale& s@nr ror tne 
occUpaliOna1 wvlronment 

le) Mun rot be internauy tllumnated 

(a) Maxlmum area d 20 square metres 
lb] Maxlrmm of one slgn afehher type 

per business 
(cl Must not be vhlble fmm any adjaining waterway 
(d) Conlmt must relate to the blEjneSS of 

lha hew 
(el Maxlmum height 10 meVes except where 

the Mmer Plan pmvides lw a laver 
maximum helgM 

((1 A mush wall slgn must: 
mn pmlecr mae than 0 3 m a s  out from 

h e  wall 
not mend veldcally above o laterally 

beyond Vat wall i, which It Is anached 
19) Must bo non-illuminated 

. . 
lbl Musf comply with Guldelimes f a  signs prepared 

as a vanancn to tne Maaer Plan a; app#wcd 
r f m  Urns a, U r n  by the Drrect~.Gennal of me 
Dmanncnr of Lrbm Affo8o and Planning 

(a) Msl n change the area lam w shape of 
the sign 

@I The existing s@- musr have lawful 
approvaVdeveMpmenl consent 

kc1 No pan d the message or advertisement is to 
extend above ar beyond the exlsting Sign 



Tp~.3 of development Devebpment requiremenlr 

7 ~ R K ( U I a S  

Emuon of shedslbuildlngs hcludlng switch (a) Maximum fkar space ana of 100 square metres 
moms rooms secumy booths @I Must be a single stony cnly 

(c) Maximum height 8 metres exceptwhere 
the M a s w  P!m pmvldesfa a lwer  
maximum height 

W Free standing and cannructed tom 
prefabricated "on rekctlve mateflab 

Ernerpncy smuices egutpmenr lnclrohg h s t  comply vnU deemed lo ccmpty pmvi9orn 01 

Reolacement ar 8.ommtaUcn of Pa11 E 0I:m B ~ l d n g  Cme of A~btra'a 
fik systems 

- 
. Pumphouses . Fi water tanks 

Ermicn of arningslcanopies for weather 
proteclbn 

8 Ereclan of hail mewing 

9 Access 

(a) OiSaMd access 

6) Non-mechanical SObays ramps pathways 

10 MRlesISenrices 
InstallallWl and modiicatlon of utflitier and 
service facitities I n c l u d i ~ ~  pipelines excluding 
Ielecomrnunicatlons ririliiks 

(a) Mu% meet ail recQJlrenent5 of the WorkCkCover 
Authority of New South Wales 

61 hlust comply ~ 4 t h  Aurfdlan/New Zestand 
Sondam 1576 7 I995 Sca'tdoing Pan 1 
G w a !  reqdr.emcnts 

(c) Mun be removed as %on 8s prxtkable alter 
completion of use 

(d) Removal mun not compromise public health 
and ssfety 

(a) Maximum area M 1W square metres 
(b) Maxlmum heigM of 3 metre5 

(a) Maximun height of 12 metres excepl where the 
Master Plan week a lower mafimurn height 
for buildings and OM structures 

(b) Mun be aark green il cdour 
(c) Mun coveI a maximum area of no more than 

50% of anv leased area 
(d) The supporting nructurs and tie down 

requiremenu mst be designed by a practismg 
structural engineer and constructed in 
accordance with the design 

(a) Must comply with AwVsIbn Slsndard 1428 
I- 1998: Desipn for access and mohfXy 
Pari 7 -  Genwal wquiemens fwaccers- 
Ncw bdlding work 

(bl Maximum grade of ramps mu* be 1:14 

Mun comply wim deemed to canpiy prarislms of 
Pan D d the Building COde of Amralia 

(a) Maximum diameter of pipes. 3ohnm 
@I Maximum height of 3 rnebes 
(c) MuY Oblain all necessary appovab fmm pubnc 

ufflitias prior to commencing work 



g p e  of development ,:, Oeveiopment requirsmenU - 

H landscaping and open space 

12 Lighting 

Erection of fightpoles and Fntings 

Mun cwnply with Vie landscape guidelines 
peparcd as a variation ro Ule Master Plan 
as apprwd tmm time lo time by the 
twreclor-General of I& Depamnem of urban Aflaix 
and Pbnning 

[a) Maximum heighl a135 metres 
W Must cnnply wth A m l i e n  Sranddld 1798 

1992: Lignrlng gales and bracket arms- 
Preferred dimemions 

(c) M w  compty v,Lh Ausva(ian Standard 4282- 
1997 Confro1 of the Wtrrrslve efleCO of 
WtdW ilghllng 

(d) LQht spll 2nd reLCrim must be cmlained 
within each kase am 



Schedule 2 Complying development 
(C ime  10) 

Type of development --- Devebpment rsquirementr 

1 Building alerations and addiiom 
Addmondmodlflcation of existing buildings (a) Mvn not Increase the gross flow area by 
belng oRlce buildings sheds garages and mae Ulan 25% or SDOsquare metres 
kbsks whichever is the smaller 

(5) hV4ximum helgnt (ncl~dng alleralwd 
moclfrsuonl Ib 12 mcve~  except wnne tnc 
Master P sn prmaes lor a l o v r ~  maxmum 
height level 

(c) Limited lo one addiron per building 

2 Amenities 
Cameenikiosk facnnles showcrs to!wts (a) Maxlmum gross nwr  area of SDO quare metres 

ib) Maxhnum height d 12 frmtres, except where the 
Master Plan specifies s bww maxinvm height 
(a A0 l m d  We~araUon areas m s l  be constivcted 
haccaraancs i i t h  The Nal iml  Cods for me 
ConsuudiM and Fl?ovt of Food Remises 
published by the AusUalii Institute d 

3 Demolition 
Sheds. kiosks, gnrager, mol Rructures 
inrwnal walls am? a?llings pannions, slairs 
ducts fencing Oagpoks and any other 
deveiopment mlch 1% campiying development 
under this Policy 

4 Fmces 
Fences and gmes including security bwm gales 

5 Sinage and dlspbys 
Cienimal and safety signage associated with 
the Port 

Busimss idenilficalion s19n: - Flush wall sign 
. Painted wall slgn 

Maximum gross floor artla of 2MO square melres 
(sheds. kiosks, garages only) 

(a) Maxinum heght of 5 metres 
ih) M m  comply with ferrlng standards m r e d  

a, a vanat *1 to the   ad or Pan as appowd 
fmm t me l o  lome by the Drect.n.Genera. of Ule 
Depmmenlol Lrom mans sld P1,gnnmg 

(a) Maxhum ares of 25 square metres 
ih) Clearance to a ma&way must be a minimum 
he@i of s s metres above ground level 
(c) Safety sips muw m g y  with Auarsllan 
Srandard 1379-7994: Safmy siws for the occvpa- 
rional & m e n t  

(el M.sl comply wln colaur Umdards prepams a 
a *vanation l o  the Maan P h ,  as appovcd lmm 
time to Ume ~y tne 0~rector.Gcneml dthe 
Cepanment of i . m n  &Ha rs an0 P annnlg 

la) Maximm area d 25 square metres 
Ibl Maximum height lometres 
(cI Maximm of one sbn of ekhw lype per bllslness 
W Must nN be vlslbls from adjoining watcway 
le) Comenl must mlate lo Um buslness d the lessee 
(0 A flush wall slgn rrmw. 

not proJest horizomaliy m m  Ihan 0 3 meues 
out i r m  the wall 
POI e n o d  vcr!caiy a b e  or c c l w  lhe wan 
lo r b  211 t IS anacned or lsteralty 



Flpe of development Development requirements -- 
8 StnrcWres 

Retaining wsns (except seawalls) (a) Maximum height of 3 metres 
(b) Masony watls must comply with Ausaalian 

Standard 37m-7998: M a s w  stlucnaes 

7 Storage 
Erectkn of storage Unks hubdmg: 

LPG lnstallalionr - Diesel Sraage 
Fhewa~Tanks 

Id) Tbnwr srrunwes must comply w*h Australian 
Standam' 1720 mbersvuctues Pms 1, 
2 and 4 

(el K wall is more than 1 metre in height a 
suuchlral englnen must ceti i :  

m desip. and 
(10 wmtrucuon Is in accadanee with des*, and 
(18 muctural adequacy 

(a) LPG InsUllatbns: 
Maximum total storage capxlly of 3 tonnes 
per business . W n r  campy wnh a0 requlremem ol 
'NakCover i\loaonry New SoUh Wale5 and 
canpy uth me Dangerous Goads Cme 

(bl Diesel Storage: . Maxlmwn total srorage capaclty of 50 WO lnms 
per business . Musr cornply all mquiremenlsof WorkCww 
Aulhorily New 5mlh Walesand comply nnh the 
Danaerous Gmas Code * 

(c) Firewater Tanks: . Maxlmum lots1 norage capady of 1500 mnnes 
per business . Mu51 comply with an requirements ct 
WwkCovw Authany NCW South Waks 

8 Internal private roads 
Markhg out 01 Internal mds (not lnvolvlng me 
cmstrumm of new Internal loads or new 
access to public roads) 

(a) Maxhnurn wid* of 15 metres 
b) Maximum len(Fn of 1000 meus 
Ic1 MUY n n  connect to a piblic road 
Id) Must be sealed 

Erectim of salellle dlsnes and $1 Maxlmm height of 12 metres 
teloccmmudcalions eqldprnent Ibl Maximum diameter of 3 metres , . 

(c) Maxlmum of one salelllte d6h per lease area 
(d) Mun be canswcted d m~reflecrive material 



Schedule 3 Conditions of complying development 
certificates 

(clause 11) 

Before you begin work 

(1) Two days before any site works, building or demolition 
begins, the applicant must: 

(a) forward a Notice of Commencemen! of Work and 
Appointment of Principal Certifyng Aufhority (Form 7 
of the Environmental Planning and Assessment 
Regulation 7994) to the council, and 

(b) inform the adjoining owners in writing that work 
will commence 

(2) Before any site works, building or demolition begins, the 
applicant must: 

(a) 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 

builder'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 
times or demolition of a building, the sign should 
also state that unauthorised entry to the site is 
prohibited, the name of the person in charge of the 
work site and an after hours telephone number at 
which that person may be contacted, and 

(iii)remove the signs referred to in subparagraphs fl 
and (ii) at the completion of work, and 

(c) provide a temporary on-site toilet if access to 
existing toilets is not adequate, and 

(dl protect and suppon any neighbouring buildings 
and land. and 

(e) protect any public land or place from obstruction, 
inconvenience or damage due to the carrying out of 
the development, and 

(9 prevent any substance from falling onto any public 
land or place, and 

(g) pay any section 94 contributions if required by a 
contniutions plan appiying to the land, and 

(h) comply with any other conditions prescribed by the 
Environmental Planning and Assessment Regulation 7994 
Note This item does not impose a requirement om an opplicam ii it k 
complied with by the M l d w  



Site management 

(3) Run-off and erosion controls must be implemented before 
constmction to prevent soil erosion, water pollution or the 
discharge of loose sediment on sumunding land, as follows: 

(a) divert uncontaminated run.off around cleared or 
disturbed areas. 

(b) erect a silt fence to prevent debris escaping into drainage 
systems w waterways. 

(c) prevent tracung of sediment by vehicles onto roads, 

(d) stockpile topsoil, excavated material. construction and 
landscaping supplies and debris within the site 

(4) Suitable screens andlw barricades must be erected prior 
to any works involving demolition, excavation or building work to 
control dust emission from the site 

Building aiterations 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 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 Ports Corporation, the Department of Urban Affairs and 
Planning and the council before further alterations or any 
additions are commenced 

Demolition 

(8) Any demolition 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 

110) Waste, including all lead and asbestos 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 ARairs and 
Planning and the council before demolition work is commenced 

Drainage 

(12) Stormwater drainage 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 DO pm Saturdays. 
but not on Sundays or public holidays 

Suwey certificate 

(14) A survey certificate must be given to the principal certifying 
authority, at the following stages: 

(a) before the concrete is poured for the gound f lwr 
slab or before the sub-floor formwork is completed, 
showing the location of the structure to the boundaries. 

(b) at completion of the lowest flwr, confirming that 
levels are in accordance with the certilicate (and 
those levels must relate to the datum ca the certificate) 

Certificate of compliance 

(15) Before a building is occupied. a certificate of compliance. 
i f  required, must be obtained from the local water supply and 
sewer authority 



Schedule 4 Amendment of other environmental 
planning instruments 

(Clause 5 (1) 

4.1 State Environmental Planning Policy No 4- 
Development Without Consent 

Schedule 2 Land exempted from clauses 6-10 

lnsert at the end of Schedule 2: 
Land to which State Environmental Planning Policy 
No 61-Exempt and Complying Development for White Bay 
and Glebe bland Ports applies 

4.2 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 67-Exempt and Complying Development for White Bay and Glebe 
Island Ports applies)" after apply" in paragraph (3) of Part 1 of Schedule 1 

4.3 Sydney Regional Environmental Plan No 26- 
City West 

111 Clause 13 General requirement for development consent 

lnsert 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 
61-Exempt and Complying Development for White Bay 
and Glebe Island Ports on land to which that Policy applies 

121 Schedule 3 Development 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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