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Dear Kiersten,
RE: NSW Govt housing reforms — Randwick City Council submission

Randwick City Council submits this response to the Department of Planning, Housing and
Infrastructure (DPHI) regarding the proposed Low- and Mid-rise housing reforms. At Randwick
City Council’s Ordinary Meeting of 27 February 2024, Council resolved to endorse this
submission and provided approval for it to be submitted to DPHI. | note that in the resolution
(Appendix 2) Council has expressed ‘serious apprehensions’ with the top-down approach to
housing reform.

In addition, Council also resolved to write to the NSW Premier, The Hon Chris Minns MP and the
NSW Minister for Planning the Hon Paul Scully MP highlighting Council’s strong concern with the
proposed reforms. Specifically, that the reforms will negatively impact existing and effective local
housing strategies.

Randwick Council is supportive of efforts to address the housing shortage through both supply
and demand mechanisms at a Federal, State and Local government level. We also acknowledge
the National Housing Accord and the associated focus on increasing housing supply. In the case
of the Low- and Mid-rise housing reforms, we support the strategic intent of directing growth
towards accessible and well serviced existing urban areas.

Medium density housing has always played a part in the development of and character in our
LGA. In the Randwick LGA, 74.0% of the dwellings are medium or high density, compared to
46% in the Greater Sydney area .

As such, Randwick Council does not object to opportunities that increase housing densities
within existing urban areas. However, after undertaking a detailed review of the Explanation of
Intended Effect (EIE), serious concern is raised with the blanket application to increasing dwelling
densities without any substantial placed based considerations or meaningful engagement of the
local community. As proposed, the reforms undermine the significant work Randwick Council has
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undertaken to date with our community to achieve State government dwelling targets through
appropriate built form outcomes in our local area.

This response is structured into key themes with corresponding recommendations and/or
clarifications listed below. However, our overarching position is that with our demonstrated
experience in planning for medium density development, DPHI must work collaboratively with
Councils to utilise local knowledge and enable consultation with the local community to achieve a
better outcome than what is proposed.

Strategic planning background

In accordance with State government guidelines, large scale policy reforms and strategies
associated with housing growth have occurred through the preparation of Local Strategic
Planning Statements, subsequent Housing Strategies and associated amendments to Local
Environment Plans and Development Control Plans.

In this area, Randwick Council has recently undertaken Amendment 9 to the Randwick Local
Environment Plan (RLEP) to meet housing targets, to provide greater levels of dwelling diversity,
as well as expand areas of medium density housing. Comparing the recently introduced medium
density Housing Investigation Areas (HIAs) that were implemented via Amendment 9 to the RLEP
to the proposed mid-rise reforms, the HIAs demonstrate numerous best practice planning
processes.

Firstly, a high-level multi factor analysis of suitable locations for medium density areas was
undertaken by Council officers. This included considerations such as access to transport
services, health and education facilities, existing ownership patters to understand the likelihood of
redevelopment through to the location of existing Heritage Conservation Areas.

Urban Design reports were then prepared and were accompanied by informing studies that
investigated any traffic impacts, flooding considerations and development feasibilities associated
with the proposed medium density areas. Importantly, the development feasibilities also
considered and recommended affordable housing contribution rates. Councillor reporting and
community engagement followed. Plans were amended in response to Councillor and community
feedback. Detailed site-specific DCP parts were then prepared that utilised the urban design
report recommendations and provide for minimum frontage requirements, leading sustainability
controls and clear, ADG consistent building separation and setback requirements.

Unfortunately, the proposed reforms have not benefited from these extensive and appropriate
strategic planning processes.

Defining a Station and Town Centre Precinct

The EIE seeks feedback from Councils to determine which commercial centres meet the definition
of a ‘town centre’. Council’s Strategic Directions Paper prepared by SGS includes a clear centre
structure in descending hierarchy from strategic centres, key town centres, local centres through
to neighbourhood centres.

The Paper identifies Randwick, Kensington, Kingsford as key town centres and Maroubra
Junction as a strategic centre. These centres are currently zoned E2 Commercial Centre and
therefore meet the proposed definition of a town centre.

E1 Local Centres

Further down the centre hierarchy, the SGS Paper identifies Coogee, The Spot, Matraville,
Maroubra Beach and Little Bay as local centres. To be defined as ‘town centre’ under the
proposed reforms, centres must be zoned E1 Local Centre and contain an appropriate level of
goods and services, including full-line supermarkets, shops and restaurants.

Of the defined local centres within the Randwick, no centres contain multiple full-line
supermarkets. Only the Matraville town centre is zoned E1 Local Centre and contains a full-line



supermarket. All other local centres do not contain a full-line supermarket and/or are not zoned
E1 Local Centre.

While a single full-line supermarket in Matraville could be considered as meeting frequently
needed goods and services, additional environmental constraints associated with Port Botany
present challenges to the intensification of Matraville town centre and surrounds. Considerations
include the Hazardous Industry Planning and Assessment Guidelines, port noise impacts and
existing dangerous good routes that run through the centre. Therefore, at this high-level stage, it
is not recommended that Matraville town centre is included as a station and town centre precinct.

Recommendation: No E1 zoned local centres are appropriate for intensification as outlined
in the proposed low- and mid-rise reforms due to their narrow business offerings and/or
based on sensitive environmental factors.

In addition to centres within the Randwick LGA, there are several centres zoned E1 in the
adjoining LGAs of Bayside and Waverley that if identified as a ‘town centre’ would permit uplift
within the Randwick LGA. While discussions have been had with adjoining Councils, clarification
is required on how these may impact the Randwick LGA.

Unintentional town centre planning

Concern is raised regarding the application of Station and Town Centre Precincts as defined by
being “800m walking distance of a light rail station”. Consequently, the application of this would
mean that a number of areas zoned E1 within 800m of Randwick light rail stations would be
captured within the Station and Town Centre Precinct, and be subject to non-refusal
development standards for shop top housing.

For instance, E1 zoned land along Carrington Road, Coogee currently subject to a maximum
building hight of 12m and a FSR of 1.5:1, will increase to 16m and 2:1. The non-refusal standards
would result in a form and scale of building that is uncharacteristic of the immediate residential
area, already zoned R3 medium density.

Furthermore, The Spot, while not providing services and facilities to qualify as a centre within the
reforms (i.e., full line supermarket), is located partly within 400m of Randwick Light rail station,
and 800m from Randwick and UNSW light rail stations. Accordingly, development standards
across this neighbourhood centre would increase from a maximum building heights and FSR of
12m and 1.5:1 to 21m and 3:1 for areas within 400m and 16m and 2:1 for areas between 400m
and 800m. This would result in potential development outcomes that are resultant of inconsistent
building envelopes and scales that reflect a maximum building potential through non-regular
development standards rather a holistic approach to development across the entire centre.

Recommendation: Clarify through a revised definition that the low- and mid-rise housing
reforms do not apply to town centres, as town centres require detailed, commercial
orientated design controls.

Mid-rise reforms

Material and communications with DPHI to date has confirmed that the proposed uplift will be
applied within Heritage Conservation Areas, there are no minimum frontage or area requirements,
Apartment Design standards will be reduced all while more than tripling densities from 0.9:1 to
3:1 FSR in many areas of the Randwick LGA. If these changes were proposed in an isolated
precinct, they would be concerning. However, as proposed, the reforms impact large areas of the
Randwick LGA, while not having benefited from any of the placed based considerations or
community input that Amendment 9 to the RLEP received.

A high-level analysis, assuming no E1 centres are identified as town centres, indicates the
reforms as proposed could result in an additional 3,600 dwellings within 400m of town centres



and transport hubs in the Randwick LGA per 5-year period?. Between 400m and 800m of town
centres approximately 880 dwellings are estimated to be developed per 5-year period?. This
doubles the current State government target of 4,464 new dwelling for five years and over a 20
year horizon this totals 17,920 mid-rise dwellings which represents a 30% increase in total
dwellings in the Randwick LGA.

When combining the mid-rise estimates with the additional 3,200 low-rise dwellings estimated to
occur under the reforms (discussed below), the total then surpasses 20,000 new dwellings. This
level of new dwelling supply clearly exceeds the NSW Government population projections to 2041
that estimate a total increase in the Randwick LGA population of 15,255 people.

Assuming the continuation of the 2021 ABS Census figure of 2.36 people per household in the
Randwick LGA, just under 6,500 new dwellings are required till 2041 to meet the housing needs
of the NSW Government population projections. However, it’s acknowledged that there should be
additional capacity to respond to changing socio-economic circumstances. In this regard,
Council would welcome discussions with DPHI about appropriate housing targets to meet the
future housing needs of the Randwick LGA.

Recommendation: DPHI release dwelling targets for Councils to appropriately plan and
direct housing growth in consultation with their respective communities.

This approach would be consistent with direction from Paul Scully MP, Minister for Planning and
Public Spaces who wrote to all Councils on 30 October 2023 urging that Council’s identify
existing well-located areas where terraces, small unit blocks or well-designed mid-rise apartments
can be permitted.

As demonstrated by Council’s work in preparing Amendment 9 to the RLEP, Council has an
existing framework and methodology for identifying areas of housing growth to meet dwelling
targets. Importantly this includes extensive community consultation and strong placed based
considerations that are missing from the reforms.

Mid-rise design criteria

Notwithstanding the above recommendation, specific commentary is provided on the following
proposed development standards for mid-rise housing:

Relationship between proposed FSRs and building heights
3:1 is an urban typology suitable for town centres, not transition areas. Urban Design
analysis for the Housing Investigation Areas resulted in the follow relationship between
FSR and height for land within R3 Zone:

o 3:1 relates to 8 storeys (26m)

o 1.8:1 relates to 6 storeys (19.5m)

o 1.6:1 relates to 5 storeys (16.5m)

Included at Appendix 1, Council has increased the FSR of a portion of the Magill Street Housing
Investigation Area (HIA) from the approved 1.8:1 to 3:1. As is demonstrated by the modelling,
trying to achieve 3:1 FSR with a three lot consolidation results in a built form outcome that is
unacceptably bulky when spread across 6 storeys. To achieve an acceptable design outcome, 3
additional storeys are required.

As demonstrated by the modelling, maintaining a 6 storey height limit with an FSR of 3:1 results in
substantially increased site coverage and a corresponding reduction in ground level area that can
be utilised for deep soil. The combination of these spatial outcomes to achieve an FSR of 3:1 also

Assumptions: R3 zones within 400m of all E2 centres and light rail stops, existing density of 1.2:1, a 12.5% take up rate
per 5-year period (50% over 20 years) and an apartment size of 80sgm.

Assumptions: R3 zones within 400-800m of all E2 centres and light rail stops, existing density of 0.9:1, a 12.5% take up
rate per 5-year period (50% over 20 years) and an apartment size of 80sgm.



reduces the ability for substantial tree canopy to be achieved. This is demonstrated when
comparing the site-specific DCP controls for Magill Street HIA that require 25% canopy area with
the requirement of 15-20% canopy area as specified in the EIE.

Recommendation: Based on the above FSRs, the proposed FSRs for the mid-rise areas
should be reduced to 1.8:1 for six storey development and in the order of 1.2:1 for four
storey development.

Minimum lot sizes and frontage widths

The EIE does not specify minimum lot areas nor frontage widths for mid-rise development. The
two controls are essential to ensure that realistic site layouts can be achieved, with regards to
appropriate setbacks, landscaping and deep soil area along with basement ramping and
circulation (without resorting to mechanical solutions).

For example, within Randwick’s work on the medium density HIAs, each precinct’s existing
subdivision pattern, slope, vegetation and access points were assessed. This was followed by a
high-level exercise in potential ot consolidation patterns. The result of this exercise was tailored
minimum lot frontage controls contained within the site specific DCP for each precinct. Minimum
lot sizing was not specified given the extensive assessment of the existing subdivision pattern.

Recommendation: As the proposed reforms have not benefited from any place-based
assessment to understand, minimum lot sizes and frontage widths must be included to
ensure a base level of amenity is provided.

Low-rise

Reflecting on the proposed low-rise reforms and general commentary in the media, it is important
to recognise that the Randwick LGA already permits dual occupancy within all R2 Zone areas. In
addition, multi dwelling housing (along with residential flat buildings) are already permitted land
uses within R3 Zone areas.

Multi-dwelling

As part of background work to prepare Amendment 9 to the RLEP and to meet housing targets,
an analysis was undertaken to investigate a ‘housing diversity’ area that included multi dwelling
typologies along with various size requirements for dual occupancies within the Randwick LGA.
As was the case with the mid-rise reforms, a detailed analysis exploring the implications and
scale of change was undertaken looking at range of lot width and lot sizes for lower density
dwellings. Through consultation it was determined that only a modest density increase was
appropriate in the southern areas of the LGA given transport constraints and limited access to
town centres, therefore multi dwelling typologies were not to be pursued.

Dual occupancy

Amendment 9 to the RLEP subsequently aligned size requirements for dual occupancy
development and minimum lot size for subdivision in the R2 Zone. Based on localised factors and
community feedback, dual occupancy development with a 550sgm site area and a 15m frontage
was determined as providing opportunity for growth, including contributing towards Randwick’s
housing targets while not overwhelming localised services in the LGA.

Amendment 9 to the RLEP commenced on 1 September 2023. Given the extensive consultation
and numerous communications with our community, to amend these development standards less
than 6 months after they have commenced will cause significant confusion and undermine work
that clearly demonstrated that Randwick Council is achieving the most recent LGA wide dwelling
targets.

The proposed dual occupancy reforms down to 450sgm and 12m frontage will open up at least
an additional 4,320 new lots for dual occupancy and subsequent subdivision in the Randwick



LGA. Assuming an update rate of 75%, this represents 800 lots per 5-year period, or
approximately 3,200 new dwellings over a 20-year horizon.

On the impacts of an additional 3,200 dwellings in the Randwick LGA, testing associated with
Amendment 9 to the RLEP indicated that a reduction from 550sgm to 450sgm for dual
occupancy would result in a significant increase in density focused on the southern portion of the
Randwick LGA. This is an important consideration as that area is less serviced by public transport
and with limited access to shops and services less. This combination would likely result in
increased traffic movements and associated congestion.

Considering the proposed 12m frontage, extensive testing as part of Amendment 9 indicated that
once allowances are made for side setbacks (0.9m-1.2) and a single width garage (3m) there is
approximately 2m remaining at ground floor for any habitable space towards the front of each
dual occupancy. This leads to unused internal spaces or recessed front entrances, both
outcomes reducing any passive surveillance of the street. In addition, a 12m frontage combined
with multiple crossovers also can lead to a substantial reduction in on-street carparking.

It is also noted that the EIE does not differentiate between attached and detached dual
occupancies. Clarification is required that the reforms solely seek changes to attached dual
occupancies. Inclusion of detached dual occupancies with subsequent Torrens subdivision could
result in the creation of dwelling houses on lots down to 225sgm.

Recommendation: Given the proposed low-rise changes applying to dual occupancies
conflict with analysis that was approved by the Department of Planning and Environment
less than 6 months ago, it is requested that the Randwick LGA is exempt from the proposed
dual occupancy changes.

Any uplift associated with multi dwelling houses should be included with the recommendation
above for DPHI release dwelling targets for Councils to appropriately plan and direct housing
growth in consultation with their respective communities.

Heritage

Randwick’s heritage is rich and diverse and includes buildings, structures, Aboriginal and
archaeological sites, parks and reserves. Heritage is valued by the local community and more
broadly Sydney because it is associated with phases of history, or important people or events
and preserves the time line — our connection between past and future.

Protecting properties through planning legislation enriches the local character, the streetscape
appeal and the community’s understanding of an area’s story. Specifically, Randwick’s 21
Heritage Conservation Areas (HCAs) seek to ensure the heritage significance is safeguarded for
future generations by ensuring that the understanding of place is retained. Randwick City HCAs
were recently reviewed by external heritage consultants as part of the Comprehensive LEP
heritage review and the boundaries were found to be suitable or in one case the HCAs was
extended based on Heritage Council assessment criteria. In addition, one new HCA identified and
was introduced.

The proposed application of the low- and mid-rise reforms within HCAs is of significant concern
as it does not recognise the need to balance and direct growth to less constrained areas of the
Randwick LGA to preserve shared cultural heritage. It also fails to recognise that many
conservation areas are already relatively dense but occur within a flatter spatial structure.

In addition, the proposed FSRs up to 3:1 is not compatible and does not facilitate a space where
any reasonable built form outcome or transition could be achieved through a merit based
assessment that could maintain and respect the heritage values that are protected under Heritage
Conservation Areas.

Recommendation: Given the importance of HCAs they should be made exempt from the
proposed changes to low- and medium-rise housing.




Affordable Housing

In some instances, within the Randwick LGA, the proposed uplift results in residential FSR
increased up to 2.25:1 (from 0.75:1 to 3:1). Given the substantial uplift, it is disappointing that the
low- and mid-rise reforms, beyond stating further consultation is to occur in 2024, are proposed
without any clear requirement for affordable housing contributions.

As demonstrated through a feasibility study that supported Amendment 9 to the Randwick LEP,
an increase in FSR from 0.9:1 through to 1.6-3:1 in the R3 zone resulted in a viable affordable
housing contribution between 3-5% of GFA. The viable rate included consideration of the
redevelopment of residential flat buildings which has been strata subdivided and allowances for
lot consolidation premiums.

While the EIE clearly specifies that the affordable housing bonuses for the provision of up to 15%
affordable rental housing applies to low- and mid-rise proposals, this affordable rental housing is
only required to be provided for 15 years. As the floorspace and height bonuses are in perpetuity,
the provision of affordable rental housing should match this timeframe.

In addition to private development, the proposed reforms do not propose or create mechanisms
for any development of government land (under the proposal) to achieve an increase in social
and/or affordable housing when accessing allowable uplift. NSW Govt has a key role to play in
providing for social and affordable housing on its own land as the private housing market cannot
provide the numbers of dwellings required at affordable rental levels. In previous discussions with
Land and Housing Corporation (LAHC) over existing social housing sites that are proposed to be
redeveloped, the proportion of social housing has been relatively small. Where redeveloping
existing social housing sites, we encourage the State Government to achieve a substantial net
increase in the number of social housing/affordable dwellings on each site. In addition, we
encourage the State Government to achieve social/affordable dwelling mixes greater than 50% of
total dwellings.

Recommendation: DPHI Undertake feasibility assessments to apply affordable housing
contributions/dedication of dwellings (in perpetuity) to private land and provide clear
requirements that link any proposed residential uplift on government land to a significant
increase in the provision of social and/or affordable housing to achieve dwelling mixes
greater than 50% of total dwellings.

Infrastructure contributions

Mirroring the sentiment outlined above, given the substantial uplift, it is concerning that the EIE
does not clearly specify requirements / rates for increased levies for infrastructure. While it is
understood that the current s7.12 contributions will continue to apply, given the diverse area that
the reforms direct housing growth towards it is challenging to recommend an appropriate rate or
mechanism.

With an estimated 20,000 new dwellings over a 20-year horizon within the Randwick LGA, it is
generally expected that substantial infrastructure upgrades will be required to service increased
need. This is particularly the case for the L2 and L3 Light Rail lines in the northern areas of the
LGA that previous Council commissioned transport studies have indicated are already at capacity
and requires additional bus services to meet the demand.

As announced, the Housing Productivity Contribution package will provide substantial funding for
state infrastructure. However, it is unclear if any direct link between localised growth and the
availability of state funding will exist. A more targeted approach through a Council led process as
recommended by this submission, would enable a tailored infrastructure capacity study to inform
and identify required (state and local) infrastructure projects and relevant funding sources.



Recommendation: Through a Council led process supported by DPHI, individual LGAs
should undertake infrastructure capacity and needs analysis studies to appropriately
identify required infrastructure and relevant funding sources.

Supply and demand factors

Randwick City Council seeks to highlight that a response to the housing crisis should not be
solely linked to increased supply. Constraints on delivery and demand for housing both play
considerable factors in determining housing availability and affordability.

It is strongly suggested that concurrently to the preparation of the three supply focused reforms
(being the low- and mid-rise, affordable housing bonuses and TOD precinct reforms), the NSW
Government investigate several avenues that have implications for housing supply and delivery.

Firstly, is developing a deeper understanding of the relationship between theoretical supply
(development consent) and completed dwellings must be undertaken. Utilising data from the
Greater Sydney Urban Development Program Dashboard, over a 10-year horizon the shortfall
between dwelling approvals and completions in the Randwick LGA averages approximately 25%.

As can be seen from the graph below, generally dwelling approvals substantially exceed
completions. At current count, a running total from FY2013/14 to FY2022/23 indicates that 1,479
dwellings in the Randwick LGA have been approved but not completed. While the reforms
encourage additional supply through increased theoretical capacity within the planning system,
further work is required to understand and address the completion shortfall.

Approvals vs completions year by year - Randwick LGA
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Considering the availability of completed dwellings, research by the Australian Housing and
Urban Research Institute suggests that AirBnB is having an impact on the number of new rental
bonds lodged in coastal areas of Sydney. This indicates that fewer properties are available for
long term rental which may be contributing to unaffordability. Whilst amenity issues have been the
primary concern with Short Term Rental Accommodation (STRA), the reduction in housing supply
and increased rental pricing in the long term is of particular concern in popular coastal and
inner/eastern city areas of Sydney such as Randwick City. It is also creating a level of uncertainty
and an added layer of complexity for private renters in inner city locations. Randwick welcomes
the recently announced NSW Government investigation into the relationship of STRA planning
policy and housing supply.

Another factor in housing availability is the consumption of potential residential floorspace by co-
living and boarding house land uses. Within Council’s Kensington and Kingsford (K2K) corridor
along Anzac Parade that is zoned E2 Commercial Centre, 2,367 co-living rooms have been
approved compared to 428 individual apartments. Considering applications under assessment



along Anzac Parade, currently over 1,500 co-living rooms are under assessment. While co-living
rooms are meeting a localised need, they consume residential floorspace which could otherwise
have accommodated residential apartments and contributed towards private apartment dwelling
supply.

Recommendation: To ensure that the response to the housing crisis does not solely focus
on creating additional theoretical supply, the NSW Government must investigate existing
supply constraints including the completion shortfall and consumption factors such as
Short Term Rental Accommodation demand on housing availability.

Conclusion

To summarise, Randwick City Council is supportive of efforts to address the current housing
shortage in NSW. Medium density housing has always played a part in the development of and
character in our LGA. However, this growth has always been directed with a strong
understanding of place-based considerations.

Randwick Council has a demonstrated experience in planning for medium density development.
DPHI must work with Councils to utilise local knowledge and enable consultation with the
community to achieve a better outcome.

We welcome the opportunity to work collaboratively with DPHI to better direct housing growth
within our LGA.

Your faithfully,

g=a

Kerry Kyriacou
Director City Planning



Appendix 1 - testing of Magill Street HIA to achieve 3:1 FSR

Figure 1 — Magill Street HIA, as approved with 1.8:1 FSR and 6 storey height of building (19.5m).
Site coverage between 44-47%.
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Block B - 3D perspective Randwick City Council
Magill Street HIA (Existing DCP Block Plans) February 2024

Figure 2 — Magill Street HIA with 3:1 FSR. Height increased to 8 storeys and reduced building
separation. Front setbacks of 6m retained. Site coverage retained between 44-47%.

Block B - 3D perspective Randwick City Council
Magill Street HIA (Housing Reform Test - 3:1 FSR)




Figure 3 — Magill Street HIA with 3:1 FSR and keeping within 6 storey height limit. Building
separation reduced to 6m up to 6 storeys and front setbacks reduced to 2-3m. Site coverage
increased to 66-70%.

Block B - 3D perspective N iy Gounl
Magill Street HIA (Housing Reform Test - 6 Storey Limit (3:1 FSR) February 2024




Appendix 2 - Council Resolutions relating to low- and mid-rise housing from Randwick City
Council’s Ordinary Meeting of 27 February 2024

CP5/24

Director City Planning Report - NSW Government Housing Reforms — Randwick City
Council Submission (F2022/00598)

14/24 RESOLUTION: (Hay/Luxford) that Council endorse the interim submission prepared
in response to the low and mid-rise housing reforms, for submission to the Department of
Planning, Housing and Infrastructure (DPHI) as a final submission.

MOTION: (Hay/Luxford) CARRIED - SEE RESOLUTION.

NM12/24

Motion Pursuant to Notice - Notice of Motion from Cr Hamilton - Concerns About Recently
Introduced Housing Reforms by NSW Government

(F2023/00708)
40/24 RESOLUTION: (Hamilton/Burst) that Council:

a) write to NSW Premier, The Hon Chris Minns MP and the NSW Minister for Planning the
Hon Paul Scully MP highlighting Council’s strong concern with key reforms that will
negatively impact existing and effective local housing strategies;

b) express our serious apprehensions with the low and mid-rise housing reforms and the
in-fill affordable housing changes recently introduced;

c) note that Council staff have the full support of Councillors in their expertise and ability
to meet housing targets with place based strategies rather than through the NSW
Government’s ad hoc density increases that will only lead to overdevelopment;

d) copy in local members: Attorney-General of NSW & Member for Maroubra Michael
Daley, Minister for Local Government Ron Hoenig, Member for Heffron and Dr Marjorie
O’Neill, Member for Coogee; and

e) attach a copy of the Council’s adopted submission to DPHI.

MOTION: (Hamilton/Burst) CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY - SEE RESOLUTION.



English

If you need help to understand this letter, please
come to Council’s Customer Service Centre and
ask for assistance in your language or you can
contact the Telephone Interpreter Service (TIS)
on 131 450 and ask them to contact Council on
1300 722 542.

Greek

Av yperdleote Poribeia yio va xatorafete
AOTI] TV EMOTOM), TUPUKUAEICTE Vo EpOeTe
oto Kévrpo EGumpémong Hehardv e
Anpapyiog (Council Customer Service Centre)
kar va {nrioete foiifen o yYA®OGR oug 1
mrepoviote otyv Tniepoviai Yanpeoio
Awpunvéov (Telephone Interpreter Service
— TIS) mA. 131 450 ko va {nmijcete va
EMKOWOVIGOLV 1e TN Anpapyic Thi.

1300 722 542.

Italian

Se avete bisogno di aiuto per capire il contenuto
di questa lettera, recatevi presso il Customer
Service Centre del Municipio dove potrete
chiedere di essere assistiti nella vostra lingua:
oppure mettetevi in contatto con il Servizio
Telefonico Interpreti (TIS) al 131 450 e chiedete
loro di mettersi in contatto col Municipio al
1300 722 542.

Croatian

Ako vam je potrebna pomo¢ da biste razumjeli
ovo pismo, molimo dodite u Op¢inski usluzni
centar za klijente (Council’s Customer Service
Centre) i zatrazite pomo¢ na svom jeziku, ili
mozete nazvati Telefonsku sluzbu tumaca (TIS)
na 131 450 i1 zamoliti njih da nazovu Opéinu na
1300 722 542.

Spanish

A la persona que necesite ayuda para entender
esta carta se le ruega venir al Centro de
Servicios para Clientes [Customer Service
Centre] de la Municipalidad y pedir asistencia
en su propio idioma, o bien ponerse en contacto
con el Servicio Telefonico de Intérpretes
[*“TIS™], nimero 131 450. para pedir que

le comuniquen con la Municipalidad, cuyo
teléfono es 1300 722 542.

Vietnamese

Néu qui vi khong hiéu 14 tho ndy va cin sy
gitip d&, moi qui vi dén Trung Tam Dich Vu
Hudng Din Khach Hang cua Hoi Pong Thanh
Phé (Council’s Customer Service Centre) dé co
nguoi noi ngdn ngir ciia qui vi gitp hay qui vi
c6 thé lién lac Dich Vu Théng Dich qua Dién
Thoai (TIS) & s 131 450 va yéu cau ho lién
lac véi Hoi Déng Thanh Phé (Council) & sb
1300 722 542.

Polish

Jesli potrzebujesz pomocy w zrozumieniu
tresci tego pisma, przyjdz do punktu obstugi
klientéw (Customer Service Centre) przy
Radzie Miejskiej i popros o pomoc w jezyku
polskim, albo zadzwon do Telefonicznego
Biura Tlumaczy (Telephone Interpreter
Service — TIS) pod numer 131 450 i popros o
skontaktowanie si¢ z Rada Miejska (Council)
pod numerem 1300 722 542,

Indonesian

Jika Anda memerlukan bantuan untuk
memahami surat ini, silakan datang ke Pusat
Pelayanan Pelanggan (Customer Service Centre)
Pemerintah Kotamadya (Council) dan mintalah
untuk bantuan dalam bahasa Anda, atau Anda
dapat menghubungi Jasa Juru Bahasa Telepon
(Telephone Interpreter Service - TIS) pada
nomor 131 450 dan meminta supaya mereka
menghubungi Pemerintah Kotamadya pada
nomor 1300 722 542.

Turkish

Bu mektubu anlamak i¢in yardima ihtiyaciniz
varsa, liitfen Belediye nin Miisteri Hizmetleri
Merkezi'ne gelip kendi dilinizde yardim
isteyiniz veya 131 450 den Telefonla
Terciime Servisi’ni (TIS) arayarak onlardan
1300 722 542 numaradan Belediye ile
iliskiye gegmelerini isteyiniz.

Hungarian

Amennyiben a levél tartalmat nem érti és
segitségre van sziiksége, kérjiik latogassa meg
a Tandcshaz Ugyfél Szolgélatat (Customer
Service Centre), ahol magyar nyelven kaphat
felvilagositast, vagy hivja a Telefon Tolmacs
Szolgalatot (TIS) a 131 450 telefonszamon

Czech

Jestlize potiebujete pomoc pii porozumeéni
tohoto dopisu, navitivte prosim nase Stiedisko
sluzeb pro verejnost (Council’s Customer
Service Centre) a pozadejte o poskytnuti
pomoci ve vasdi fe¢i anebo zavolejte Telefonni
tlumocénickou sluzbu (TIS) na tel. ¢isle 131 450

Arabic
g i @l )l 03a agdl a2 Lice < i 13)
el pladl dae st € 5a )y senal
Faa il daady Juai¥) Gli€ad i clial 3 a2l
peie bl 5131 450 8 s e (TIS) Al

és kérje, hogy kapesoljak a Tandcshazat a a pozédejte je, aby oni zavolali Méstsky tifad 1300722 542 ¢ e pdaaly JuaiY)
1300 722 542 telefonszamon. Randwick na tel. ¢isle 1300 722 542.
Chinese Russian Serbian

NRMBFEARBRT BEHENAR
FERTHEBERERE P OERBERT
[k & R BFEWZRTE (T1S) BiR HIBE2
131 450, FEMFIEBIIRITBEEMRTEHE »
BREER 1300 722 5420

Ecmm Bam tpebyercs momonis, 4106k
pa3obparbes B 9TOM IHChME, TO, nojkKanyicra,
oGpaturecs B MynnnunansHeli Hentp
Obcmyxupanus KIHEeHTOB 1 HONPOCHTE OKa3aTh
Bam nomoms va Banem s3bike uian ke Boi
MoskeTe no3BoHuTh B Tenedonnyio Cyxby
ITepepomunkos (TIS) no nomepy 131 450 u
HOTIPOCHTD HX CBA3aThes ¢ MyHHIMIIAIHTETOM
1o Homepy 1300 722 542.

Arxo Bam Tpeba nomol) fa pazymerte 0BO IMEMO,
MouMO Bac Jia jofjere 1o Ilentpa 3a yenyre
mymrepujama ripu Onmrruam (Customer Service
Centre) v 3aMOJIUTE UX JIa BaM TIOMOTHY Ha
BAIIIEM Je3uKY, Win MokeTe HazBatv TenedoHcky
npesomiaiky cinyxoy (TIS) va 131 450
3aMOJIUTE WX /1a Bac ToBesky ca OMIITMHOM Ha
1300 722 542.




