
i; 

• •, 	•"..'. 

J.-:: 	'.' •' 

.7th February '4 

Please addressreply 
Cl- 3, Casuarina Ave 

Bellingen , 2454 

kill 

BELL I N G E N 
IVI U L I I P L E 

OCCUPANCY 
• 	4ACTION. 

GROUP 

s Leigh Knight 
I)e.partrnent of Planning, Grafton 

Dear Leigh 	 '. 	 . 	 . 	 . 

Re: Multiple Occupancy Review. 	. . 	 , 	. 	• 

Thank you for sending MOAG a copy of the'updated draft of the survey 'of 
multiple occupancies. 	Overall this draf.t is a substantial improvement on 
the previous one. 	 • 	.... 	. 	 . 	. 	. 	• 

Confirming our phone conversation of Friday (4/2/94),. 'there are s'iul a 
few questions which we 'believe need rewording for clarification: ; 

19. As worded it implies "choose one of the following categories" 
which,' we suspct,would give little data Of ralue 	depending 	on 
what the ,D0P is seeking 	... 	 . . 	 . 	 , 	 . 	 0 	 ' 	 .••. .. 

I.n this area the answer wOuld be 1'single .dwellngs" 	As an example, 
'this would summarise for my oWn' comrnunty 2 expanded dwellings •' 

5 single 
ished 	.' 

Suggestion: ' that the numbers of each, are requested •, 'ie a 
continuation of 'Qn''18., on indication of • which types of 'dwellings 
exist on the MO 

28 	Ambiguous and difficult'toans'wer  since two* : typ-e6 of capital are 
ainvolved in setting up an MO 

'a) pqrc.hase'of -the land -communal  
b) establishing, a dwelling. - oftn individually financed' 

It is our experience that 'houses, not land, •hve had the problems 
with finance from institutions 

49 -52 	need for further clarification 

49 inlcude "as 'part of the hA application"+Environlne.nital' . 	• 

study/statement ie indicating clearly ,  that we are not talking about 
EIS s 

50. . inlcude •" as a condition 'of consent" -• ie 'after! part of... 
approval, not part of the DA submitted 

52. Council (SectiOn 90(1) EPA.h'as to address all theséissués,' hence 
the answer ,(as the questions ieads. at p±esnt) would be"Yes' to all 

• 	• 	items 	'. 	. 	. 	.' 	. 	 .. 	' 	 ' 	• 	 . 	. 	. . 	•. 	' 	• 	 . 

• 	Clarify by adding soniething like "Were.you asked 6 provide further 
information • on any of the following issues' before council would 
approve your,DA'! 	. 	 • .• . ' ' '••. 	 .. 	, 	.• .: 	' 

NB 'this'• is different, from " Were you asked to' resolve, any of the 
issues, ie' dO. anythin.g 	uch as ,eroion works etc). befor.e 't,he DA' was 
accepted. 	—r' 	 ' 	,' 0 	 0 ,  " 	

•\0 c_r put . in. plans as to hwo you proposed to deal with.. 

• 	 . 	• 	,'. PS' Please" rCgistér . Chrysalis MO, 

	

• I. '. '/1. 	 •' 	 Bellingen, and send survey to 
With Thanks 	 -tTorin Hart 	SextOn BOurke,. Lot 75 'Ka'lang Rd 

0 ' O 	 • 	 ., 	 ' 

0 	
Be,llingen ,. 2454 	 ' 	• 	' 	. 1 	

• 
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BE.LLINGEN 
IV! U.LTI P LE 

Dc:cuPANcY 
4ACT ION 

GROUP 
Please address reply 

D?ar 
	 C!-  3,Casuarina AVE 

Re Multiple Occupancy Review 
	 Bellingen, 2454 

As you may,' or may not, have heard, there is a review underway of SEPP 15, 
Multiple Occupancy. This is the state policywhich we all, through MOAG 
and other MO organisations,played a strong part drawing up. 

Those of us who are now "doing multiple occupancy" obviously have 'an 
important role in 'the review. The Department of Planning (DOP') informs us 
an' ad will be placed in the Coffs Harbour Advocate and other appropriate 
rural papers. However MOAG is concerned that, living as many of us do off 
the beaten track, some r'lOs may miss the ad and as a result not have their 
say. 

Enclosed therefore is a copy of the ad forwarded to us by DOP. 

Ralf Martin and I have been keeping in touch with the DOP and the Pan 
Community' Council on this 'matter. (Pan Corn' is, nowadays the Lismore/ 
Nimbin/• Kyogle/. Byron equivalent of MOAG,' but very much larger and more 
active, due to a\fax:  from friendly :attitude'there towards r4Os by loáal and 
state government representatives.) There is strong evidence that Uhe 
politics of the right would like to weaken, ,if not.abolish, SEPP 15. 

MOA feels 	that it is extremely. important at this point in time to 
strengthen and improve, if possible, SEPP 15., 'This would ensure existing 
MOs futures and allow for new generations of low cost'communities to be 
established. While' not perfect, the current SEPP 15 does represent some 
hardwon gains byus all after a decade of committed work and lobbying. 

MOAG' and Pan Corn are concerned that, due to the way this review is being 
undertaken, councils and. other statutory authorities may have more iI)put 
than the MOs themselves. We ask you therefore to' seriously consider making 
your views 'known. In addition to the survey the consultant, Purdon 
Assdciates, will be spending a' day in Bellingen and each of the other 
shires listed in the ad. The times have yet to be announ'ced. We feelit 
important that your group has a rep attend. ' 

Your group, of course, may feel it does not want to participate in the MO 
review. However we strongly suggest that at least you ask the DOP for a 
survey form to be sent to you first, and then make your decision about 
taking part. Should you decide that parts of the survey are 
inappropriate we would encourage you to fill our at least those questions 
which relate to the SEPP itself. Apply by 11th February 

Please contact Raif (066) 551 117 or me (066) 551 721 i you'need ,any more 
information. 

Yours 	' • 

Dorin Hart 

Acting Secretary 

• ' 	 PS. As it is some time since 
we had a meeting funds are 
low. $10 contribution from \ 
your 	community 	would 	be 
appreci,ated to cover' 
postage/photocopies & phone 
calls to Grafton DOP & Pan 



28.  

Muhipic Occupcy Review 

The Department of Plnning is currently reviewing the State-wide Policy applying to multiple 
occupancy development on rural lands. The review will assess the 
of th 	 current adequacy nd relevance 

pro\'jsjoLls within State Environnnta1 Planning Policy No. 15, which was introduccd in 
June, 1988 specifically to provide guidelines for multiple occupancy development 

As the Policy has been in operation for over five years, the Departme Is assessing the extent of its 
usc toughout the State and. the impact of that use. As part of the review, six local government 
ateas have been selected for closer study. Shoalhaven, Byron, Lismore, 	Kempsey and . r)<7 local government areas are those chosen. 

The Departme .a 
and its consultants are calling for input from local residents to assist with the 

review, A survey questionnaire has been prepared for completion by residents of multiple 
occupancy developments Residents are urged to contact the Dpartment, Or its Consultant, to 
register an address by Friday, 11 February to assist with distribution of the suey. 

Landowners adjoining multiple occupancy developments as well as elsewhere inthe local 
government area are also invited to. make a suhmisjon. Written responses can be sent to: 

Department of Planning 
Northern Regions Office 
P0 Box 6 
GR.AJTON. NSW 2460 

To register an address for survey distribution, or to ohain further details, please contact: 

Leigh Knight 
Department of Planning 
Northern Regions Office 
(066) 420622 

or . 	Brenton Dickins 
Purdon Associates Pty.Ltd. 

(06)257 1511 

PS MOAG 	
Since it is only usually Unhappy 'neighbours who ever make 
submissions about anything , it might be good to encourage 
your friendly neighbours to put in a 	letter of support, however short! 
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3 February '94 

Please address reply 

D 'ar 
	 C/ -  3,Casuarina AVE 

Re: Multiple Occupancy Review 
	 Bellingen, 2454 

As you may, or may not, have heard, there is a review underway of SEPP 15, 
Multiple Occupancy. This is the state policywhich we all, through MOAG 
and other MO orgariisations,played a strong part drawing up. 

Those of us who are now "doing mu,tiple occupancy" obviously have 'an 
important role in the review. The Department of Planning (DOP) informs us 
an' ad will be placed in the Coffs Harbour Advocate and other appropriate 
rural papers. However MO2\G is concerned that, living as many of us do off 
the beaten track, some MOs may miss the ad and as a result not have their 
say. S  

Enclosed therefore is a copy of the ad forwarded to •us by DOP.  

Ralf 	tlartin 	and 	I 	have 	been 	keeping 	in 	touch with 	the DOP 	and 	the 	Pan 
Contmuriity 	Council 	on 	this 	matter. 	(Pan Corn is 	nowadays 	the Lisrnore/ 
Nirnbin/ 	Kyogle/ 	Byron 	equivalent 	of 	MOAG, but very much larger and more 
active, 	due 	to a\far: 	from friendly attitudethere towards MOs by loáal and 
state government"representatives.) 	There is strong 	evidence that 	Lhe 
politics of the right would like to weaken, if not abolish, 	SEPP 15. 

MOA feels 	that it is extremely important at this point in time to 
strengthen and improve, if possible, SEPP 15. This would ensure existing 
MOs futures and allow for new generations of low cost communities to be 
established. While not perfect, the current SEPP 15 does represent some 
hardwon gains by us all after a decade of committed work and lobbying. 

MOAG' and Pan Corn are concerned that, due to the way this review is being 
undertaken, councils and. other statutory authorities may have more iI)put 
than the MOs themselves. We ask you therefore to seriously consider making 
your views known. In addition to the survey the consultant, Purdon 
Associates, will be spending a' day in Bellingen and each of the other 
shires listed in the ad. The times have yet to be announced. We feel it 
important that your group has a rep attend. 

Your group, of course, may feel it does not want to participate ,in the MO 
review. However we strongly suggest that at least you ask the DOP for a 
survey form to be sent to you first 7  and then make your decision about 
taking part. Should you decide that parts of the ' survey are 
inappropriate we would encourage you to fill our at least those questions 
which relate to the SEPP itself. Apply by 11th February 

Please contact Ralf (066) 551 117 or me (066) 551 721 if you need any more 
information. 

Yours 	 PS. As it is some time since 
we had a meeting funds are 

Dorm Hart • 	 low. $10 contribution from 
your 	community 	would 	be 

Acting Secretary appreciated to cover 
postage/photocopies & phone 
calls to Grafton DOP & Pan 
Corn. MANY THANKS 
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Multiple Occupancy Review 

The Department of Planning is currently reviewing the State-wide Policy applying to multiple 
occupancy development on rural lands. The review will assess the current adequacy and relevance 
of the provisions within State Environmental Planning Policy No. 15, which was introduced in 
June, 1988 specifically to provide guidelines for multiple occupancy development. 

As the Policy has been in operation for over five years, the Department is assessing the extent of its 
USC throughout the State and the impact of that use. As part of the review, six local government 
areas have been selected for closer study. Shoalhaven, Byron, Lismore, 	Kempsey and 2-I1Ir (, /7 local government areas are those chosen. 

The Department and its consultants are calling for input from local residents to assist with the 
review. A survey questionnaire has been prepared for completion by residents of multiple 
occupancy developments. Residents are urged to contact the Dpartment, or its consultant, to 
register an address by Friday, 11 February to assist with distribution of the survey. 

Landowners adjoining multiple occupancy developments as well as elsewhere in the local 
government area are also invited to make a submission. Written responses can be sent to: 

Department of Planning 
Northern Regions Office 
PD Box 6 
GRAfTON NSW 2460 

To register an address for survey distribution, or to obtain further details, please contact: 

Leigh Knight 	 or 	Brenton Dickins 
Department of Planning 	 Purdon Asoeiates Pty.Ltd. 
Northern Regions Office 
(066)420622 	 (06)257 1511 

PS MOAG 	Since it is only usually unhappy neighbours who ever make 
submissions about anything , it might be good to encourage 
your friendly neighbours to pu,t in a letter of support, 
however short! 
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. 	 l3ellinyen Ilultiple Pccupaucy Action Group 

C/ - 3, .Casuarina Avenue 

l3ellinyeu 

i4S'1 2454 

Ih.? Reyioual Flanaijer 

Fir irevo.r Prior 

DeparLinentot L'lanniny 

PU [lox b, Grafton 

Jsu 24b0 

19th January 1994 

l)enr Fir Prior 

RI:: tiulLiple Occupancy Review - 1)raf:t 110 Resident Survey 

Iurther to my letter(1'AX) of 17th January, 1 am writing on behalf 01 

ilollingen IFOAG to express our concern over the Draft 140 Resident Survey 

ettecti ye, any review of 110 needs to be based on accurate cata which 

is as representative as possi ble of the various parties involved. In 

particular it needs to portray accurately the situation as it is now. 

Jiucli of the (letail needed for this can only come 1roui those who 1irc 

currently liviny on 'lOs. It is our belief, however, that if this survey 

goes ahead in its proposed form: 

the res onse wi. 11. be low - d1i ta will therefore be limited, plus biased 
towards those few w.o co reply 

many of the results will be meaningless, due to the oversiniplistic 

nature of many of the questions and the extreme subjectivity involved 
in the answers to others 

Comparability of the data will be a problem, depending on who fills 
out the survey 

NOt Only does the whole exercise demonstrate the lack of understanding 

and experience of l'lOs by the ques tionnai re designers, it a iso i ticludes 

items of sucha discriuiina tory nature as to seriously undermine the 

integrity of the Department of Planning. 

Our reasoning is as follows: 

Please note the examples given are not exhaustive) 

'Low response 

Given that responses to mail-out questibnnaires are notoriously low ( 30% 

being regarded as excellent) there are additional features which would 

further depress the response to this particular survey. 

a) No indication is given that the answcrs will remain confidential, and 
that no individual community will be identified in the results 

This could lead to an outrijh:t refusual. 1:0 participate in Izhe survey or a 
particular section being omitted (eg Qn 12 Income). 
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I3ellinyen Multiple Occupancy Action Group 

C/ - i, Casuarina Avenue 

UeU inyen 

NSW 2't54 

19th January 1994 
[he keylonal 11anaer 

Fir irovor Prior 

Dc na r Linen t ol P I 9 nn i ny 

1 , 0 BOX 6, Graliton 

tJSo 24b0 

1)ear fir Prior 

RI:: Ilul Lipi C Uccupanc Rev ico - l)ra f t MO Resi dent Survey 

Eur[her to my Ietter(FAX) of 11th January, 1 am writiny on behiii oL 

I II inyon MOAG to express our concern over LI'io j.ratt MO Resinent Survey 

toe ci. tect.i ye, any review of MU needs to be basec on accurate oata which 

is as representative as possi ble of the various parties involved. 	fri 

particular it needs to portray accurately the situation as it is now. 

I lucti of the de La i L needed lor this can on]. y come 1. rout those who ire  

currently 1 iv.i ny on DOs. 	it is our belief, however, that it this survey 

cJoes ahead in its proposed tortit: 

the res onse will be low,  - dci ta wi 11 therefore be limited, plus iasd 
towards those ew wi.o co reply 

many of the results wi 11 be mean i ny less, due to the oversinipi is L c 

nature of irtany of the questions and the extreme subjectivity i rivolvecl 
in the answers to others 

Coinparabili ty of the data will be a problem, dependiny on who tills 
out the survey 

NUt only does the whole exercise demonstrate the lack of understanainy 

and experience of flOs by the questionnaire designers, it al SO nd rides 

i. Lems of sucha discrituina tory nature as to seriously undermine the 

inLerity of the Department of Plannimj. 

Our reasolliny IS as follows: 

(Please note the examples given are not exhausLive) 

LOw response 

Given that responses to maii- out questionnaires are notoriously .10w ( 30% 

Dci n(J recjardea as exce.l lent) there are additional features which would 

further depress the response to tlii.s particular survey. 

a) No indication is given that the answers will remain confidential, and 
that no individual community will be identified in the results 

ihis could head to an outright refusual to part leipate in the survey or a 
particular scction beiny oiui tted (ey Qri 12 Income). 
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b ) ues Li ens wfi I ch are obvious I y discri iiii natory or show negative bias 
towards 1105 would ot tend IUOS t serious 110 members and deter them I: rom 
taking part 

t.e'j c1n U Dwell i ny Types does not even list 'clweliiny nouse" as a 
residential option!) 

c) cestions which by their very wording demonstrate a lack of 
un(icrstnncli Fl(J by the survey des icjners of 	the survey of the processes 
involved in 110 	wou d ajai n deter over.:iJ.1 partica Lion or leave to 
oWi.sslon ot such questions 

(e(j Qn 91 Time period br establishing dwellings) 

(eq (,)n 25 Deci sions - the process depends very much on the typ(-' of 
dcc I si on -general pol icy or routine day- to-day opera tions 

2. Results will be meaningless 

over5; iiupl istic na Lure of ques Lions 

(ey,  cns 30,31 Community Plans, Land Management Plans, Environmental 
St Uclies are a 11 quite distinct documen ts. To lump them a J. I together and 
ask whether they have all become mandatory rules or guidelines is 
t:otally inadequate. Some may become rules, others guidelines and yet 
others be purely informational 

(eq un 36 Concerns - it: is suro.Iy essentia.1 to indicate to whoiti 
specif:ically these were oh: concern,not just ask why 

extreme subjectivity of answers 

fluch woulu depend on who answered the questions (see also J. below) as 
well as how lony an 110 had been established. 

dote: there is no clear question which establishes, how long an MO his 
been in operation 

(eq 	ns 31 - 	U) 

I nadequot:e 	"forced 	choice' 	options 	will 	produce 	misleadiny/ 
inadequate i ntornation and bias in answers 

(eq gn 10 einpl oyiuent) 

(eq c9n 25 Decisions) 

(eq cn 30 "Consul tation" - what exactly does this mean?) 

(ecj Qn 23 Change of ownership - much depends on the a(ie and size of MU) 

3. CotuparabiliLy of data 

It .i s not made clear on this questionnaire who is to be the respondent 
any 'responsible adult"? - the elected management? - a cotitmunity meeting? 

I)eperuti nj on the respondent there could be a wide van eLy in the 
reponses to those questions where the answers are subjective. Our 
experience shows that within the same community such opinions could vary 
substantially. 

In conclusion we view this drab I questionnaire as being so biased 	that 
LOc poss i bi liLy of accumulated i ntormation leach ny 	to 	completely 
erroneous conclusions is highly likely. 

A 	,i rcsutt, should this draft becoiiie the I ma I version, we wi II be 
.tvisiny our iuembershii.p not to complete such a questionnaire. 

yours faithfully 	(fl 


