
Environmental Planning & Assessment Act, 1979 
Notice of Advertised Development - Section 30(4) 

Council is in receipt of the following Development Application(s). Any person may view the appli-
cation at Councils Information and Enquiry Counter, Station Street, Mullumbimby and make sub-
missions anytime up to the closing date. Council will not process the application until after the 
closing date. 
DA No. Applicant 	 Land/Location 	Development 	Closing Date 
96/458 Kalish Pty Ltd 	 Lot 4, DP 634601 	Re-advertised - 	2613197 

Lot 7 Lizray Road 	Mill Road 	 additional information 
C,rinnpnnerrv 	Multiole occuoancy 	 ft 

97/050 

97/051 

97/052 

26/3/97 

97/054 

97/055 

97/056 

97/057 

97/058 

97/059 

I 97/062 

Environmental Planning & Assessment Act 
(Section 104A and Regulation SOA) 

Development Applications Determined 
Pursuant to Section 104A of the EP&A Act. 1979, notification is hereby given that the following 
development applications together with any conditions imposed may be inspected tree of charge 
at Council's Information and Enquiry Counter during normal office hours 900am to 400pm week- 
days, excluding public holidays. 
961122 	Chris Lonergan Lot 1, OP 123090 Multiple Occupancy 	APPROVED 

Lot 7 Parkway Drive Binna Burra Road live (5) sites 
Ewingsdale Binna Burra 

961150 	Byron Shire Council Lot 96, OP 849353 Recreation area, 	APPROVED 
P0 Box 219 Jacaranda Drive park, tennis & 
Mullumbimby Byron Bay basketball courts 

96/1 94 	Byron Shire Council Lot 40, OP 786291 Tennis court & 	APPROVED 
P0 Box 219 Parkway Drive associated parking & 
Mullunibimby Ewingsdale recreational equipment 

96/256 	Chris Lonergan Lot 102, OP 841831 Dwelling 	 APPROVED 

Lot 7 Parkway Drive Yankee Creek Road 
Ewirigsdate Mullumbimby 

961351 	Chris Lonergan Lot 9 in resubdivsion Child care centre 	APPROVED 
Lot 7 Parkway Drive of Lot 1, OP 780230 Long day care) 
Ewingsdale Bangalow Road 

Byron Bay 
96/370 	U Schmid Lot 1, OP 17325 Multiple Occupancy WITHDRAWN 

P0 Box 811 Beech Lane eight (8) dwelling 
Mullumbimby Montecollum sites 

Lot 8. DP 9281 Extensions to excio"°°°"" 

97/053 

Byron Shire Council Lot 416, DP 728666 & Proposed lighting of 
P0 Box 219 Lot 443, DP 728684 walkway between 
Mullumbimby Tweed Street & Brunswick Heads Bowls 

Pacific Highway Club and Tennis Courts 
Brunswick Heads 

Ian Pickles Lot 2 in subdivision of Subdivision two (2) lots 
Town Planning Lot 4. DP 627556 
P0 Box 442 94 Bangalow Road 
Muliumbimby Byron Bay 
Chns Lonergan & Assoc Lot 20, DP 259869 Subdivision two (2) tots 
Lot 7 Parkway Drive Kingsvale Road 
Ewingsdale Myocum 
Stafford Bettridge Lot 10, OP 758207 Dual Occupancy (2x2) 
120 Lighthouse Road 63 Kingsley Street 
Byron Bay Byron Bay 
Stafford Betiridge Lot 10, DP 758207 Subdivision two (2) lots 
120 Lighthouse Road 63 Kingsley Street 
Byron Bay Byron Bay 
Mr C & M Warren Lot 1, OP 819939 Dwelling additions 
40 New City Road 40 New City Road 
Mullumbimby Mullumbimby 
Stephen Armstrong Lot 67. DP 262480 Dual occupancy 
Coopers Shoot Road Osprey Court 
Bangalow Byron Bay 
Michael Ewings Lot 5, DP 260319 Boundary adjustment 
2 River Street Middle Ridge Road 
Birchgrove Upper Main Arm 
Trevor White Lot 191, DP 31166 Dwelling 
Design & Drafting 6 Elizabeth Avenue 
P0 Box 78. Uki South Golden Beach 

Robert O'Connor Lot 1, DP 112553 
118 Lighthouse Road 118 Lighthouse Road 
Byron Bay Byron Bay 
Kenneth & Patricia Lot 21, OP 865643 
Gannon Bugam Place 
158 Binna Burra Road Bangalow 
Banoalow 

five (5)  dwelling sites 
Tree removal 	 2613!97 

Factory 	 26/3/97 

26/3/97 

26/3/97 

26/3/97 

26/3/97 

263/97 

26/3/97 

26/3/97 

26/3/97 
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Approval given to illegal MO 

A n illegal six-dwelling 
multiple occupancy 
development in Mafeking 

Road, Goonengerry has been 
approved by the Byron Shire 
Council accompanied by a warning 
from Cr Michael Lines-Kelly that it 
is an invitation for other people to 
"thumb their noses" at the council. 
By approving the application, the 
council was telling everyone to go 
ahead and build their house then put 
in an application for approval, said 
Cr Lines-Kelly. 
He said approving the MO was in 
conflict with a resolution passed by 
the council last year that no further 
rural rezoning should take place until 
the rural residential strategy was 
sorted out. 
The application was for eight 
dwellings, but was reduced to six on 
the motion of Cr Bob Higgins. 
Cr Eric Singh described the 
lodgement of the application as 
arrogant when no building consents 
could be found for the existing six 
dwellings. 
He didn't believe the council should  

encourage people to put up buildings 
without first conferring with the 
council. 
Cr Ross Tucker criticised councillors 
for being inconsistent in dealing 
with illegal buildings. 
Cr Tucker said the council knew 
about the illegal buildings, some of 
which were being built now, but had 
done nothing about them. 
Not even a stop-work order had been 
issued, he said. 
Cr Tucker asked why the council had 
not taken action to have the 
buildings demolished and removed 
"the same as we have done with 
other people". 
"I feel we are being a little bit 
inconsistent if we allow this to go 
ahead," he said. 
The council's general manager, Max 
Eastcott, said the council was in the 
second year of a three-year program 
to identify all unauthorised 
dwellings in the shire. 
Mr Eastcott said the first his staff 
would have known about the illegal 
dwellings in Mafeking Road was 
when the development application 

was lodged. 
lie said MOs were often in 
environmentally sensitive areas and 
the council applied a lot of 
conditions to ensure there was 
minimum impact on the surrounding 
environment. 
Quite frankly, the council did not 
have the staff to enforce the 
conditions, he said. 
Cr lan Hosken said MOs had been 
"sitting in the bottoin drawer of 
council's planning department 
because they fitted into the too hard 
basket as to how to deal with them". 
He said he didn't believe MOs were 
sub-divisions as the land was not 
divided into smaller lots. 

No 
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Arising out of Backlash's advice that 
a new SEPP No 15, Multiple Oc-
cupancy Policy is on exhibition, I 
obtained a copy and spoke to the 
head office of the Department of 
Urban Affairs and Planning. 

The bottom line is that this policy 
is almost identical to the previous 
State MO Policy in that it will over-
ride Council Policy, permits MOs on 
all rural land (except Environmental 
Protection and Water Catchment 
zones), provided that not more than 
25% is prime agricultural land, it has 
a minimum area often hectares, has 
a management plan in relation to 
bushfire, weeds and property main- 

tenance, and does not propose subdi-
vision. 

This new draft policy applies to all 
north coast councils except Byron 
Shire. The reason for this was that 
Byron Shire had its own MO policy. 
Upon being told that Byron Shire 
had resolved to delete MO provi-
sions from its Planning Scheme, the 
Department of Urban Affairs and 
Planning advised that when SEPP 
No 15 is made law in approximately 
April this year, that Byron Shire will 
be named as one in which SEPP No 
15 will apply. 

Multiple Occupancy is a form of 
land occupation which, if designed 
properly, can provide housing for its 
ownership group, whether a large 
family, group of friends or like 
minded people, in a very low impact 
environmental way. It benefits from 
an opportunity to pool resources, 
share purchase costs, share machin-
ery, and repair the environment. And 
despite Council's recent attempts to 
abandon it (a strange decision seeing 
that some of our Councillors live on 
MOs), it looks like this form of land 
occupation, which has helped foster 
the environmental movement, is 
here to stay. 

So for all those people wishing to 
legalise an existing MO or to create 
a new one, there is no need to panic. 

Submissions to the Department of 
Urban Affairs and Planning in rela-
tion to SEPP No 15 can be made up 
until March 15 to The Manager, 
Planning and Design Branch, 
Department of Urban Affairs and 
Planning, Box 3927 GPO, Sydney 
2001. 

+ 	 - 	 Chris Lonergan 
~41

Ewingsdale 

Council's aim of embracing open and participative government has been reflecte& 
in its Freedom of Information Policy. 
From the 25 June 1996 all submissions to advertised Development and Building 
Applications and other documents requesting public comment, are deemed 'public 
documents'. 
As such these submissions will be available for public viewing upon request during 
normal office hours at Council's Mullumbimby offices from the information counter. 
In some circumstances confidentiality of a submission may be granted. Reasons for 
confidentiality need to be specified. 
Further details are available from Mr Peter Kirkham by telephoning 267 000. 

Exhibition of Draft Minor Amendment to 
Section 94 Contribution Plans 

At its Ordinary Meeting of 10th December 1996 Council resolved to place on public 
exhibition a draft minor amendment to Section 94 Contribution Plans for a period of 

28 days until 28th January 1997. 
The entire Contribution Plans are available for perusal at Council's Offices in Station 
Street, Mullumbimby and the summary of amendments are available at the Libraries 
in Byron Bay, Mullumbimby and Brunswick Heads. 
All interested persons are invited to make submissions on the Plans. 
Any person requiring further information can contact Paul Montgomery or Jim 
Bolger, between the hours of 830am to 430pm, Monday to Friday, by telephoning 
267000. 
All submissions should be addressed to the Acting General Manager, Byron Shire 
Council, P0 Box 219, Mullumbimby, 2482. Submissions must be received no later 
than 4.00pm on 28th January 1997. 

Environmental Planning & Assessment Act, 1979 
Notice of Advertised Development - Section 30(4) 

Council is in receipt of the following Development Application(s). Any person may view the appli-
cation at Council's Information and Enquiry Counter, Station Street, Mullumbirnby and make 
submissions anytime up to the closing date. Council will not process the application until after 

the closing date. 
DA No. Applicant 	Land/location 	Development 	Closing Date 

96/151 John & Robert 	Pt Lot 2, DP 610487 Subdivision to create Re-advertised 

Allardice 	 Main Arm & 	18 residential lots, a 	and extended 

P0 Box 36 	Blindmouth Roads 	commerciat tot and 	to 21/1/97 

Bangalow 	Main Arm 	 an open space 
961445 Ray Sargent & 	Lot 2, OP 630492 	Proposed extensions to 	29/1/97 

Associates 	Brunswick Street 	industrtal shed 

P0 Box 147 	Billlnudgel 

Lismore 
961447 Ronstar Pty Ltd 	Lot 2, Op 616403 & 	Extensions to existing 	29/1197 

223 Broken Hd Rd Lot 8, OP 774795 	bottle shop (storeroom) 
Suffolk Park 	(Suffolk Park Hotel) 

Broken Head Road 
Suffolk Park 

96/458 Kalish (Federal) P/I Lot 4, OP 634601 	Multiple Occupancy (5) 	29/1/97 

Lot 7 Lizray Road Mill Road 	 dwelling sites 

Federal 	 Goonengerry 

961459 Comptran Pty Ltd Lol 3, OP 540706 	Change of use from 	29/1/97 

Shop 17 RosS 	17/26 Mill Street 	existing art studio to press! 
Induslnal Complex Mutlumbimby 	pubtishlng/ printing business 
26 Miii Street 
Mutlumbimby 



ble for Tne Uy - 

of the Brunswick Heads Community 
Centre, South Beach Road, Brunswick 

96,319 Holiday Villages Lot 10, OP 243218 ErectIon of extensions 	APPROVED 
Heads. 

PC Box 1632 Bayshore Drive to an existing conference 
Sydney West Byron Bay facility & removal of (7) 

Recent 	resignations 	from 	the seven trees 
Committee have necessitated council 96/355 A B Nowlan Lot 175 & Lot 344, Tree removal 	APPROVED 
to invite members of the community PC Box 51 

B1irringbar 
DP 755687 
Pacific Highway 

who may have the time to assist in the Yelgun 
duties of booking clerk (contact per- 96/346 A Richardson & Lot 5, DP 800445 Tree Removal 	APPROVED 
son), grounds keeper and general G Teasel Friday Hut Road 
maintenance. PC BOx 110 

Bangalow 
Coorabell 

For further enquiries, please contact 961278 Byron Shire Council Lot 1, DP 591441 & Boundary Adjustment 	APPROVED 
Mrs Joy Taytor on 267 000 during nor- P0 BOx 219 Lot 4, OP 836668 
mat business hours. Muilurnbimby Manse Road 

Submissions should be addressed to Mutumbimby 

the Acting General Manager, P0 Box 
93/433 C Langton, A 

Deegan, I Hosken 
Lot 141, OP 755730 
Main Arm Road 

Multiple Occupancy 	APPROVED 

219, Mullumbimby, and be received no & others Muliumbimby 
comprising of (6) six 
sites 

later than 4.00pm on 	Friday, 29th Namaffa Tya' 

November, 1996. Upper Main Arm Rd 
Muliumbimby 

- Page 32 November 27, 1996  

96ns6. KohlnorPryuci Ljti, 0? 843458 MuftpeOt 
Pt) Box 923 Upper Main Arm Rd (6; six dwellir 
Mullumbmby Maui Arm 

96/127 	Eurata Productions Lot-i, DP 815904 Muilipie Occu, 
Benowie Friday Hut Rid (3) lhtec Uwc 
Friday Hut Roan Conraboil incluoinq convets.. 
Cr.iorahut 	j 01 existrno sh 

dwoflng & conSru 
of a new dwelling 
Benowie' 

REAnjETISED ON  

- ,_•,___ 	_qx.-.--- 

brave people who attempted to attend this meeting. This meeting is now 
r&cheduied to be held on - Monday May 27th at Pioneer Hall, Gordon 
street, Mullumbimby from 7pm to 9pm. 

If you have any enquiries piease contact the Courtc Community Project 
fier, Robyn Masters, on phone 85 6500. 

ironmental Planning L, Assessment Act 

e7 (Section 104A and Regulation SOA) 
;elopment Applications Determined 

0 Section 104A of the EP & A Act 1979, nolAction is hetehy given that the 
ieveiopment applications together with any conditions imposec may be 

•nspected tree of charge at Councils -Town Planning Enquiry Counter during normal 
office hours 9.00arr, to 400pm weekdays, exciudina public holidsys 

	

DA No. Applicant 	LanWLocation 	Development 	Determlnafiu. 

	

14 Farralley 	Lot I OP 250707 	Mriitple Ocupartcy APPP...... 

	

cJ- P0 Box 	NnwgllS Road 	ConsIsting Of Itiee 

	

Bangatow 	- - MuJ(umblmby 	(3) dwatlrga 



Waiting on DA 
Cr Ian Hosken declared an interest 

in aDA for an MO at MAbUt before 
leaving the chambers noted the mat-
ter had been on Council's books for 
14 years. It will have to wait another 
two weeks as further conditions in 
the DA are sorted out, as an updated 
report lobbed onto the councillors' 
desks that night. 

During public access both Keith 
Greasley for the MO and Patrick 
MorrisseY for the Goonengerry dust- 

busters showed commendable han-
dles on their cases. The unanimous 
9-0 vote (Cr Higgins was absent) in 
favour of the GoonengerrY mob 
proved the value of their lobbying 
and research. 

John Craven had helped them out 
with the community mapping 
aspects and the input of various 
engineers and environmental experts 
showed the need for a central regis-
ter where different community 
groups can call upon such expertise 
(I would be happy to promote it in 
The Echo). It would also make life 
easier for councillors in the commu-
nity consultation process. 

Both Crs Ian Kingston and 
Michael Lines-Kelly were seriously 
infected with the um-er bug, which 
involves not throwing caution to the 
winds but embracing it like a securi-
ty blanket. They worried over con-
tradicting engineers' advice and 
questions of liability (how much 
more liable can you get on the state 
of public roads?) instead of entering 
into the spirit of the community 
input handed to them on a plate. 

In his remarks Cr Ross Tucker 
looked positively revolutionarY by 
comparison. 



Exhibition of Draft 
Local Environmental I 

Plan 11/96 
Notice is hereby given pursuant to 
Section 66 of the Environmental 
Planning and Assessment Act, 1979, 	 j. i /) 
that a Draft Local Environmental Plan 
to delete Clause 17A of the Byron Local 
Environmental Plan 1988, will be exhib-
ted for at least a twenty-eight (28) day 
period from 4 December, 1996 until 14 
February, 1997. This draft Plan will 
have the effect of deleting the Multiple 	(,q') 

:-.---. 

Occupancy provisions of the Byron 
Local Enronmental Plan 1988. 

Persons wishing to view this Plan may 
do so between the hours of 900am and 
400pm Monday to Friday at Council's 
Offices, Station Street, Mullumbimby. 

Those interested in making formal sub-
missions on the draft Plan should do so 2 

by 400pm Friday 14 February, 1997.  

- Page 32 December 4, 1996 - 
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Property owners 
should join forces 
sir, 
(in 25 September, almost two years since we 
ubimtted the Development Application 

(DA), our Multiple Occupancy was finally 
approved - literally on the steps of the Land 
& Environment Court, just as our appeal 
against deemed refusal was about to be heard. 
Ihis saga, which seems to be quite typical for 
the shire, has been expensive for us as 
property owners and for all of us as 
ratepayers. What's worse, the cost and delay 
for both parties could easily have been 
avoided. 
What we have been put through over the last 
two years, during the DA process, suggests to 
me that all property owners in this shire, who 
have any intention of doing any development 
on their property in any manner, at any time. 
would benefit by joining forces and sharing 
experiences. 
This view, by the way, is not intended as a 
criticism of our councillors. With our DA, we 
were fortunate enough in the end to gain 
seven votes out of ten - with support and 
opposition coming from both sides of the 
political spectrum. 
It must also be acknowledged that councillor 
input helped improve the final outcome in 
terms of arriving at a result that everyone can 
live with. 
However in processing our DA we had to deal 
with serious flaws in the BSC process. Over 
the two years at different times, two different 

council planners worked on our DA. Their 
formal comments and recommendations are 
so different from each other that it almost 
appears that they were both working on 
applications for completely different 
properties. 
It has cost its serious money which we can ill 
afford and at times seemed deliberately 
intended to create unnecessary delay and thus 
expense. These are major issues for me. 
In recent discussions with other landowners 
and planning consultants who have been 
through the DA process, 1 have discovered 
that our experience seems generally to be the 
norm, although many of the problems may be 
limited to a specific handful of planning staff. 
As a consequence I would be very interested 
to hear from anyone in the shire who has or 
currently is, experiencing similar problems in 
processing it DA. 
If there is sufficient response! would be 
willing to develop and maintain it historic 
information base of DAs and their outcomes 
together with the experiences that landowners 
are having with the particular council 
planning officers involved. 
Since no such internal process currently 
seems to exist, council bureaucracy and 
management has it tendency to close ranks in 
the face of isolated complaints. 
Analysis of such an on-going collection of 
individual experiences should soon prove 
very helpful, both to it user group and to 
council, in helping determine where the 
problems actually lie. 
Aside from helping eliminate such problems 
associated with the DA process, it also seems 
to me we need some association whose 
mission is specifically aimed at protecting our 
individual property rights which currently risk 
being rapidly eroded by the various political 
and bureaucratic forces currently at work in 
this shire. 
First of all there's the 'let's-put-a-stop-to-all-
development (or-at-least-near-me) movement. 
There's also considerable pressure building to 
increase the power of the 'community' to 
determine how development should happen, 
in a way which ine'itabIy will be at the 
expense of the rights of individual property 
owners. 
Nothing sinister here, simply the democratic 
political pendulum swinging hard in it new 
direction. Indeed much of what's being 
suggested represents highly desirable goals 
from an environmental point of view. 
However if this process is left to gather 
momentum without any counterbalancing 
views being gathered and expressed over the 
next two or three critical years, landowners 
are likely to wake up one day to find the new 
LEP and DCP are already in place and their 
rights to develop their own properties have 
been severely eroded. 
These two issues have prompted me to write 
this letter and ask if there is enough property 
owner support at this stage to form an 

To page 8 



Call to form 
property owners 
association 

A BangF
alow land owner, unhappy with 

the time it took Byron Shire Council 
to deal with his development 

application for a multiple occupancy (MO), is 
urging other land owners to "join forces " and 
form a Byron Association of Property Owners. 
Christopher Sanderson said residents who 
intended developing their properties would 
benefit by joining forces and sharing 
experiences. 
Mr Sanderson said it took two years for the 
MO application for his Fowlers Lane property 
to be determined by the council. 
Highly critical of the planning process, he said 
he would be very interested to hear from 
anyone in the shire who was experiencing 
similar problems with having applications 
processed. 
"There is a tremendous learning process to go 
through," he said. 
"We are not developers, we are just people 
who want to share our land." 
Mr Sanderson said there was a need for an 
association whose role would be to protect 
individual property rights which were at risk 
of being eroded by the "various political and 
bureaucratic forces currently at work in this 
shire", he said. 
He said if property owners didn't act, they 
would "wake up one morning" and find the 
new Local Environmental Plan (LEP) and 
Development Control Plans (DCPs) put in 
place with their rights very much eroded. 
Suggestions now being put fonvard for the 
LEP and DCPs would make it more difficult 
for property owners to develop their land, he 
said. 
There was growing pressure to increase the 
power of the community to determine how 
development should happen in a way which 
would be at the expense of the rights of the 
individual property owners. 
• See Your Opinion pages for a detailed 
letter on the issue from Mr Sanderson. 

a MWAMMST  



Environmental Planning & Assessment Act 
(Section 104A and Regulation WA) 

Development Applications Determined 
Pursuant to Section 104A of the EP & A Act, 1979, notification is hereby given that the following 
development applications together with any conditions imposed may be inspected free of charge 
at Councils Information and Enquiry Counter during normal office hours 9.00am to 400pm 
weekdays, excluding public holidays. 
DA No. Applicant Land/Location Development Determination 
961248 Tailoc Tokuda Lot 5, DP 264149 Dwelling APPROVED 

13 Bay Street Upper Coopers 
Mosman Creek Rd, Rosebank 

96/267 Martin & Jennifer Lot 5, DP 255993 Addition and APPROVED 
Jenning Moffatts Road alteration to 
2 Moffatts Road Billinudgel dwelling 
The Pocket 
via Billinudgel 

9617036 Geolink Ply Ltd Lot 1, DP 600192 SectIon 102 to APPROVED 
P0 Box 9 Coopers Shoot Road DA 94/447 
Lennox Head Coopers Shoot Modification of Conditions 

961207 Robert Bass Lots 6, DP 621694 Dual Occupancy APPROVED 
2 Jonson Street Quarry Lane 
Byron Bay Ewlngsdale 

96/195 Phil Anstey De- Lot 2, OP 31166 DwellIng APPROVED 
signer Homes P/L 22 Pacific Esptanade (Demountable) 
Friday Hut Road South Golden Beach 
Coorabell 

961127 Catherine & Lot 1, DP 815904 Multiple Occupancy APPROVED 
Zbigniew Friday Hut Road three (3) dwelling 
Wesolowski Coorabell SEPP No 1 
Benowie' Friday 
Hut Rd Coorabell 

9617020 Datadate Lot 1, OP 580352 To modify APPROVED 
International P/L Left Bank Road conditions of 
P0 Box 355 Mullumbimby Development Consent 
Mutiumbimby No 95/246 

Wnvnnnmpnf21 PI2nnInc 14 A 
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From page 8 

Roundhouse for more than $1.2 
million and verbally bashed those 
on council who resisted this 
pressure 
• Market forces have recently 
defined the Roundhouse's true value 
to be something less than $400,000. 
Bearing in mind these indisputable 
facts I don't give a damn what PD 
McClellan or Mary Brophy had to 
say in their respective reports, or 
Judge Bannon in his judgement, but 
I do take issue with Cr Tucker's 
version of the latter. 
Judge Bannon valued the site as if it 
were zoned in the same way as 
surrounding land - which is 
reasonable - and he decided that in 
accordance with current council 
policy the owner should be entitled 
to construct 50 units on it. 
From this he somehow calculated 
that the land was worth over 
$900,000. Whether these 
calculations were reasonable or not 
I cant say; what I can say is that 
they were wrong. 
The land was recently re-zoned in 
the way suggested by the judge, and 
any developer who bought it would 
have a strong case for permission to 
construct 50 units on it. Despite this 
the highest offer received was less 
than $400,000, which is therefore its 
true market value, buyer orno 
buyer. 
If Cr Tucker is so thoroughly 
convinced that the site is worth the 
$1.2 million we paid for it and that 
there are profits to be made, why 
isn't he urging Council itself to 
develop the site and recoup its 
outlay? Could it be that he was only 
interested when it was in private 
hands and that now he regards it as 
the ratepayers' problem. not his? 
Certainly it has always been a tactic 
to lumber the public with 
uneconomic projects, while the 
lucrative ones get sold off to so-
called 'private enterprise, which is 
supposedly more 'efficient'. 
Cr Tucker attributes my challenge to 
him to the fact that my subdivision 

DA was refused by him and 
Higgins. Really? Anudhi Wentworth 
and Rhonda Ellis voted against it 
too. How come also that I was 
attacking council for six years 
(1983-89) before I ever lodged a 
DA? What Cr Tucker cannot grasp 
is that there are people out there 
who are not motivated purely by 
self interest. His must be a lonely 
and cynical world indeed. His 
suggestion that I lied to convert an 
MO into a rural subdivision is 
equally sad for it is well known that 
the law forbids such. Pathetic Ross! 
These ugly minded red herrings are 
clearly designed to distract the 
ratepayers from his own crucial role 
in the Roundhouse stuff-up, and the 
fact that he was the dominant force 
on the last Council was clearly 
reflected in the huge personal vote 
he got at the last election. He was 
happy enough to bask in the glory at 
the time but now that a variety of 
expensive stuff-ups have come to 
light he prefers to see himself as just 
one of the boys. 
I-low convenient. At least Bob 
Fliggins has had the dignity to keep 
his mouth shut - out of 
embarrassment, presumably. 
But Cr Tucker's sense of humour 
has definitely improved. In his 
previous letter he made a rather 
desperate joke about the 'Heinz 57 
trees' matter in North Ocean Shores, 
and the whole shire groaned. 
This time his joke was that the aim 
of the Disputes Resolution 
Committee was to be 'reasonable, 
fair, open-minded and clear-
headed'. 
Mate, 1 nearly died laughing. 
Fast Buck$ 
Byron Bay 
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DA No. Applicant Land/Location Development 	Closing Date 
96/194 Byron Shire Council Lot 40, DP 786291 Recreation area and 	18/9196 

P0 Box 219 Parkway Drive playground equipment 
Mullumbimby Ewingsdale 

961271 Plan B Design Lot 30, DP 811498 Dual Occupancy and 	1819/96 
Bay Vista Lane 74 Teak Circuit and strata subdivision 
Ewingsdale Byron Bay 

96/288 Paul Shultz Lot 5, DP 264449 Jg' 	Rural Workers 	18/9/96 
Lot 5, Sunnycrest Lane (VA Dwelling 
Sunnycrest Lane Bangalow 
Bangalow 

96/291 Tony I-fart Lot 14, DP 849495 Subdivision twelve (12) 18/9/96 
Gallen Hart & Assoc Constellation, Comet lots as part of onginal 
P0 Box 851 and Electra Closes. DA 92/433 in 5 stages 
Lismore Byron Bay plus residual allotment 

96/292 Arcadia Built Lot A, DP 377946 Extensions to 	18/9/96 
Environment Design 4 Lawson Street commercial development 
186 Molesworth St Byron Bay (Byron Liquor Supplies) 
Lismore 

96/294 Mr A Salmona Lot 112, DP 828930 Dwelling and 	18/9/96 
P0 Box 900 20A Alcorn Street removal of 15 trees 
Byron Bay Suffolk Park 

96/295 Chris Lonergan Lot 5, DP 703261 Multiple Occupancy 	18/9/96 
7 Parkway Drive Mill Road twelve (12) dwellings. 
Ewingsdale Goonengerry community building and 

two (2) cabin rural 
tourist facility 

96/296 Chris Lonergan Lot 2, DP 807103 Subdivision two (2) 	18/9/96 
7 Parkway Drive The Pocket Road lots 
Ewingsdale The Pocket 

96/297 Chris Lonergan Lot 2, DP 785298 Dwelling and two 	18/9196 
7 Parkway Drive Binna Burra Road (2) cabin tourist facility 
Ewingsdale Federal 

96/298 Plan B Design Lot 11, DP 258951 Dual Occupancy 	18/9/96 
Bay Vista Lane Bay Vista Lane 
Ewingsdale Ewingsdale 

96/299 NSW Dept of Lot 3, DP 249282 Residential Flat 	18/9/96 
Housing 39 Marvel Street Building consisting 
P0 Box 466 Byron Bay 20x1 bedroom units 
Liverpool (Housing for Aged or 

Disabled) 
96/302 Walter James & Lol 8, DP 732056 & Subdivision 	 18/9/96 

Robyn Hayward Lot 11 DP 855046 (Boundary adjustment) 
Burnetts Road Burnetls Road 
Nashua Nashua 

96/7042 Refmont Pty Ltd Lot 3. DP 851485 Section 102 to 	18/9/96 
c/- J Giles Subdivision of Lot 3. DA 95/405 
Beechgrove Road DP 839725 
Eureka Oceanside Place 

Suffolk Park 
STEVE JOHNSTON Byron Shire Council 
ACTING GENERAL MANAGER Mullumbimby 



MO applications on hold 

N o further multiple occupancy 
(MO) applications will be 
processed by Byron Shire 

Council until the council completes 
its rural settlement strategy. 
The move is aimed at clamping 
down on what is seen as de facto 
rural subdivisions. 
It brings MOs into line with a 
decision by the council last year to 
put a freeze on rural rezonings until 
the completion of the rural 
settlement strategy, which will 
address rural residential rezoning 
applications. 
David Kanaley, the council's 
strategic planning manager, said 
processing MO applications while 
the study was being done was 

considered to be inconsistent because 
MOs might be viewed as a form of 
rural residential development. Mr 
Kanaley said that many MOs were 
"development initiated", de facto 
forms of subdivision. 
He said the best way to address the 
inconsistency was through an 
amendment to the Byron Local 
Environmental Plan by deleting the 
MO provisions contained in Clause 
17(A). 
Improved MO provisions would be 
reintroduced after the rural settlement 
strategy was completed. 
Councillors back Mr Kanaley's 
recommendation and resolved to 
delete the MO provisions from the 
LEP. 
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iIL  

That Council affl 	e OL fl  to reflecih cjlncem3 tn refatron to how Claise i7A) 	qi 
IS to be irnpterned 

MNPMEtI 

Cr. Coman!Cr. Klngson 

6584 Resolved: 

I . That CoIinpil p  pare 4draft Local Eiwironmeritai Plan pursuantto Sections 54(1) 
and 74(1) Ofthe Environmental Manning and Assessment Act s  1978 to de'ete 
Clause 17A from Byron.Local EnvironmntaI Plan 1  1988. The'effectof this actior 
will be to delete the Multiple Occupanr, prvisIa1s from the $ hrre's-LocaI 
EmironmentaI Plan, 

2. That no Loca?Envfronmenta$ Stud y  Is necessary--A$ the.óonsideration o:MultpI e  
Occupahcy as aforni of rural settemnt will by this r solution form part o 
Council's proposed Rural etUefent Stratc-gyWhIch is currently in the couVse of 
preparation. 

S. That p,ursunt to Sectibn 54(4) of The EnvIronmental Planning. and. AssésmOnt 
Act, 511M,  tile Secretary cfl t)'e Department of Urban Affafrs and Planning be 
nt1fIed cf the Counils decision. Further tlia€ thoD?paitrnent oftirban Affairs. 
ad Planning be,advised that t i Councll'c Intention to Introduce an enabling 
cIus into the I FP ir compietlr'ii of the Pural SettIeriOnt Strategy and that 

oundil advise the Department that it is willing to hetp•themre-.draft SEPP 1. 
based on its own experien,ceswiih niuitple cupa*lesinh}*Shl're.. 

- . - 	.•-' 	rs and Planning's 
• • 	•• 	•: to Section 66 f t 
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ITEM NO. 7. 

STRATEGIC PLANNING MANAGER'S REPORT 

SUBJECT: 	DELETION OF MULTIPLE OCCUPANCY PROVISIONS IN BYRON 
LOCAL ENVIRONMENTAL PLAN, 1988 

File No: 	 PLN550100 

Goal: 	 To achieve sustainable development so that it meets the needs of the 
community today without compromising the ability of future generations to 
meet their own needs and live a quality life. 

Objective: 	 To enhance the community's well being. 

Summary: 	 The Council's Rural Strategic Planning Committee is currently in the process 
of preparing a Rural Settlement Strategy which in particular will address the 
issue of rural residential development in the Shire. In preparing this Strategy 
the Council has resolved to defer the consideration of any further rural 
residential rezoning applications. However, Multiple Occupancy 
development applications are still being made and processed. This is 
considered to be an inconsistency in as much as Multiple Occupancy is a 
form of rural living and more particularly may be viewed as a form of rural 
residential development. This report seeks to redress this situation. 

RECOMMENDATION: 

That Council resolve to prepare a draft Local Environmental Plan pursuant to Sections 
54(1) and 74(1) of the Environmental Planning and Assessment Act, 1979 to delete Clause 
I 7A from Byron Local Environmental Plan, 1988.   The effect of this action will be to delete 
the Multiple Occupancy provisions from the Shire's Local Environmental Plan. 

That no Local Environmental Study is necessary as the consideration of Multiple 
Occupancy as a form of rural settlement will by this resolution form part of Council's 
proposed Rural Settlement Strategy which is currently in the course of preparation. 

That pursuant to Section 54(4) of the Environmental Planning and Assessment Act, 1979, 
the Secretary of the Department of Urban Affairs and Planning be notified of the Council's 
decision. 

That following receipt of the Department of Urban Affairs and Planning's advice, the 
Council proceed to exhibit the draft Plan pursuant to Section 66 of the Environmental 
Planning and Assessment Act, 1979. 

That following exhibition, the draft Plan be reported back to the Council for consideration 
of submissions pursuant to Section 67 of the Environmental Planning and Assessment 
Act, 1979. 

/ 
Attachment:- 

Ord:nary M€eUng 23/7/196 
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A. Memo from Cr Michael Lines-Kelly to the Mayor titled "Resolution 5877 of 3rd October, 1996 
(sic) - Multiple Occupancies - Rural Residential Strategy". (1 Page) 
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BACKGROUND 

As a result of a memo from Cr Michael Lines-Kelly dated 5th June, 1996 (copy at Attachment 'A'), 
the Mayor, Cr Ian Kingston, requested that I address the inconsistency between the Council's 
Resolution No. 5877 of 3rd October, 1995 which states:- 

"That no new applications for rezoning of rural land for residential purposes be 

accepted until the Rural Residential Strategy has been reviewed by the Rural 
Residential Strategy Review Committee (now named Rural Strategic Planning 
Committee) and recommendations for change adopted by Council." 

and Clause 17(A) in the Byron Local Environmental Plan (LEP), 1988, which provides for Multiple 
Occupancies (MO's). 

Basically the argument is that Multiple Occupancies are a form of rural living and in particular a 
form of rural residential development and should be treated as such for planning purposes. Thus 
they should be considered in the preparation of Councils new Rural Settlement Strategy 
particularly as it relates to rural residential development. 

The best way to address this inconsistency is through an amendment to the Byron Local 
Environmental Plan, 1988, to delete the Multiple Occupancy provisions contained in Clause 17(A). 

STRATEGIC PLANNING CONSIDERATIONS 

The rationale for deleting the MO provisions in Byron Local Environmental Plan 1988 is that this 
will prevent further development applications being processed within Council or determined by the 
Courts. Such action will bring the consideration of MO's into line with the consideration of any 
other form of rural residential development while the Rural Settlement Strategy is being prepared 
by the Council. The proposed deletion from Byron LEP 1988 should not be interpreted to mean 
that Clause 17(A) will not be reintroduced following completion of the Strategy either in its current 
or some amended form. 

MO's are of strategic importance because of their potential impact on:- 

• The ecology of an area; 
• The natural support systems of an area; 
• The social fabric of an area; 
• The economic base of an area. 

Options 

Council basically has a number of alternatives in regard to this matter. They are:- 

To formally resolve to delete the MO provisions from Byron LEP 1988 and to proceed with this 
LEP as quickly as possible. This will take a minimum of 3 to 4 months and possibly up to 6 
months depending on the number of submissions received and the Council's reaction to those 
submissions. 

To formally resolve to amend Byron LEP 1988 in regard to Clause 17(A) Multiple Occupancy 
provisions, but to proceed no further until the results of the Rural Settlement Strategy are 
known and to feed the results of the Rural Settlement Strategy into this LEP. In this scenario 
the Byron Rural Settlement Strategy is not likely to be available for exhibition until December, 
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1996 at the earliest and therefore an amending MuRiple Occupancy provision in the LEP is not 
likely to be included until March 1997. 

Not to amend the Byron LEP 1988 in regard to Clause 17(A) Multiple Occupancy but to refuse 
to process any further development applications for Multiple Occupancies on the basis that the 
Rural Settlement Strategy needs to be completed first but recogrtising that any applicant may 
take Council to Court after 40 days and have the matter determined in Court. The danger of 
this scenario is that a number of Multiple Occupancy development applications are likely to be 
processed between now and say March, 1997. Possibly one could envisage two or three 
Multiple Occupancy development applications being received over this period, 

To prepare a Development Control Plan which addresses how Clause 17 (A) is to be 
implemented. The intent of Clause 17(A) is not as clear as it could be. A Development Control 
Plan could, for example, make it clear that it is to achieve- 

a clustered form of development on common land, which is environmentally sensitive: 

• a source of housing for low income earners; 

• the environmental repair and/or environmental management of community owned 
lands. 

Such a Development Control Plan if it were in place would undoubtedly reduce the number of 
development applications being received for Multiple Occupancies which vary substantially 
from the original intention of Multiple Occupancies. A number of recent Multiple Occupancy 
development applications have been in the form of unclustered, defacto rural residential 
development on unsubdivided land. 

Consideration of Options 

Options 1 and 2 are preferable in that they recognise and provide for a more equitable 
consideration of rural living options in Byron Shire and do not separate Multiple Occupancy from 
other forms of rural living opportunities. Multiple Occupancies should be considered along with 
rural cluster Community Title developments and traditional rural residential developments as a form 
of rural living. It may well be that like other forms of rural living it is not appropriate to have Multiple 
Occupancies in all rural areas of the Shire. This aspect can best be assessed in the development 
of the Rural Settlement Strategy. 

Option 4 has some merit. But is less than optimal in that remote areas of the Shire would still be 
available for Multiple Occupancy development applications even if on assessment in the Rural 
Settlement Strategy process they prove to be unsuitable. The concept of guidelines detailed in a 
Development Control Plan for MO's is supported if this form of development is favoured in the 
Rural Settlement Strategy. 

Option 3 is the line of least resistance. It is the least cost option. It is not a bad option if it could be 
guaranteed that no applications for MO's would be received until after the Rural Settlement 
Strategy was completed and any subsequent amendments to the Byron LEP 1988 made. It does 
not, however, have the advantages of either option 1 or 2, and isolates Multiple Occupancy from 
other forms of rural living opportunities. This is neither equitable nor socially desirable from an 
ESD planning viewpoint 

Ordinaty Meeting 23/7/1996 
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PROPOSED AMENDMENT TO BYRON LEP 1988 

It is proposed that Byron LEP 1988 be amended in the following mariner:- 

Repeal Clause 17(A) which relates to Multiple Occupancy development. 

Should Council resolve to prepare the draft Plan as proposed, the draft LEP then becomes a 
consideration under Section 90. It will then be considered should Council receive any development 
applications for Multiple Occupancy development while the draft LEP is in the process of 
preparation and gazettal. Council may or may not consent to such development applications 
depending on their merits up to the gazettal of the draft LEP. Once the LEP is gazetted the 
Council will have no power to approve a MO development application. 

CONCLUSION 

understand Council's experience with Multiple Occupancies is that Multiple Occupancies generate 
the equivalent demand for services and infrastructure as conventional subdivision. However, 
conventional subdivision always requires the rezoning of land except for those areas where 
specific rural residential 1(d) or 1(c2) zonings have been provided. Multiple Occupancies are 
seen as a defacto form of subdivision without being required to conform to the same development 
standards or contribute in the same manner to Council's rates income as conventional subdivision. 

These contentions are refuted. Multiple Occupancies are required to conform to the same 
development standards in terms of building construction standards, access roads, disposal of 
waste water and the like. As to the question of Council's rates income, I understand Multiple 
Occupancies as with all properties are rated on the basis of land value, not on the number of 
houses or the number of people residing on the land. Therefore, a particular rural property should 
be rated at a similar level whether it was a Multiple Occupancy or not. Evidence from Lismore City 
Council seems to suggest (verbal advice only) that Multiple Occupancies are paying an equitable 
portion of rates. Furthermore, where Multiple Occupancies are truly meeting the spirit of earlier 
State Multiple Occupancy policy including the provision of housing for low income earners, then 
perhaps the question of rating needs to be put into this social perspective. 

The real issue with Multiple Occupancies is that many are now development initiated, defacto 
forms of subdivision. Such developments need to be excluded from consideration of Multiple 
Occupancies as they are better assessed as rural residential subdivision. 

As Council is not considering any future 1(d) or 1(c2) zonings until a new Rural Settlement 
Strategy has been prepared, I believe it is only fair and equitable that Multiple Occupancies not be 
provided for in the Shire, until such a Strategy has been prepared. 

In this regard Multiple Occupancy should be regarded as a particular form of rural settlement iust 
as conventional rural residential development through the 1(d) and 1(c2) zoning process is 
Considered as a particular form of rural settlement. 

In considering a new Rural Settlement Strategy, it may well be that Community Title development 
which provides for a cluster style of development may be a more appropriate mechanism for 
Council to implement and manage rural settlement. Councillors will note that the Department of 

1 

	

	Urban Affairs and Planning promotes Community Title cluster development in its recently released 
North Coast Rural Settlement Guidelines 
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In prepanrg the Rural Settlement Strategy, it will be necessary to consider, should this reports 
recommendations be adopted, whether Multiple Occupancy development should be restricted to its 

( 

	

	originally intended purpose. This was based on the needs of intentional groups coming together 
on a philosophical basis of community, sharing of resources, ecologically sensitive land 
management and environmental repair and low cost housing in a clustered style to minimise 
adverse environmental impacts. 

BUDGET AND RESOURCE iMPLICATIONS 

Council has approved the increase in fees and charges for rezoning applications as suggested in 
the Strategic Planning Manager's proposal to the Finance Works and Enterprise Committee as 
part of the 1996197 Budget. Thus sufficient funds should be available for the work resulting from 
the adoption of this report's recommendations to occur in the first half of 1996/97. 

If this work is done by a consultant, then the expected cost would be approximately $2,000. The 
$2,000 would come from the $25,000 that has been provided in the budget for consultant work to 
assist in the preparation of development control plans and local environmental plans. 
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ATTACHMENT "A" 

(Memo from Cr. Lines-KeHy) 

Memo to Mayor 

From Michael Lines Kelly 

Date: 05 June 1996 

Subject: Resolution 45877 of. 03.10.1996 - Multiple Occupancies - Rural residential Strategy 

You will be aware that for some tine I have had serious concerns about the inconsistency that exists 
between the intent of Councils Resolution 95877 of 3 October 1995. and the provisions of plar.ning 
instruments permitting multiple occupancies. 

The resolution states: 

Thaf no new applicalior tot ?ezoIing 01 rural land for residential purposes be accepted until the Rural Residential Stra!e9y has been reviewed by the Rural Residential Strtgy Review Committee and 
recommendations for change adopted by Council 

Since October 1995 a number ot development app!icalions for multiple occupancies tave come hfore 
Council and been determined. 

By any standard a multiple occupancy must be regarded as a form of rural residential development, and 
because there are a number of dwellings, a multiple occupancy is effectively a subdivision of a parcel 

of 
land, because the land is divided by roads and other physical bauiers 

What is more, the estabtshmqril of a multiple occupancy transforms the land it occupies to a use other than 
agriculture. which is the prime purpose to which land zoned 1(a) may be put. 

ApproVal of a development appIcaton for a multiple occupancy is therefore not merely approval of a 
subdivison. but effectively a rezoning. and one which is accomplished by an applicant who is not requ:red 
to go through normal and appropriate charmels 

Resolution 05877 clea:ly ind,cate5 that Coçjrrcit's intention is to place a moratorium nn ii !ezonii'.g for 
residential development in rural areas until a strategy is in place. 

However, whi:e Council continues to accept, consider and determine development app!icatio.ns (or multiple 
occupancies this intention will be lost to view, inevitably, it will contribute yet another layer of confusion In 
Council's already difficult and complex planning processes. My view is that tO SOme extent this cnfuior, 
has already occurred and trial a conuinuOtion of the situation can only ma'te matters worse 

It is not ditticuit to contecture that in the very near future applicants will start lodging applications that take 
advantage of this loophole to establishment do facto residential development in rural areas. The procedures 
are comparatively simple, indeed much Simpler than a normal rezoning. All they have to do is prepare a 
document that satisfies ownership criteria, lodge the necessary documentation, and comply With a range 
of cOndilioris, at least until completion of ritual inspections. Aside from the general looseness of these 
requiremer,ts, which I would argue poses sigr.ificarit problems, even without the formal rein!orcemenr of 
SEPP 15, the Situation has the potCnti3l to degenera:e into a planning nightmare, 

Clearly. Council is scnong a signal to the community that applicants may continue to pet forward 
apcIication, with an expectation that approval is at feast poible. 

Equally clearly, this is the direct antithesis of the intent of resolution 45877 

Council has an obljgal:on to put an end to the muddle it has created, and to close the loorioip. 

Two courses of action appear possible. The first i5 to rescind esolutcn o5677, thus returning the planning 
process to the position it was in before 3 October 1995 While toss than perfect, this option Would  at toast be logical, For a variety of reasons I do not favour this OPiiOfl. 

Alternatively, Council may wish to amend the Local Environment Plan and Development Control Plan No 
1, placing a moratorium on all rural Subdivision and multiple oupancies unit a rural residential strategy 
is in place. I would favour this second course of action. 

Having regard to the need for some haste in the matter. I believe it would be appropriate for a Mayoral 
Minute to be handed down at Councils meeting scheduled for 25 June. Alternatively, I am prepared to move 
for placement of a moratorium as outlined above on that date 

I wOuld appreciate your urgent advice as to whether you can see your way clear to handing down a Mayoral 
Minute on 25 June. In the event that you are unable to pursue this course of action I would request that an 
appropriate motion be prepared and placed on the Business Paper for the meeting over my name 

K-- 
Michael Lines.Kelly 
Councillor 
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URGENT 

Tibin Valley Landcare Group inc. 
Cl- 'i-Jabizai' 
Male king Rd 
Goonengerry 
I7Jwie 1Y96 

EVED 
ph &fax (066) 849 288 

Byron 5hire Couxci1 	 8 )UH 1996 
John.sor, St. 
Byron By 
WSW 2491 

Dear Mayor and Councillors, 

Call for a moratorium On Multiple Occupanc1es 
until a LAMP process is flnalised, 

Tihian VaUey Landcare Group's Local Area Managerneur Plan process, has been 
given in principle and in kind support from Byron Shire Council's planning 
dcprthent. Thc Cro up's applic.tion for Nation4l Ladase. Pro,re.tn fvxd ws 
scored one of t60 heat of4O applications in the oatohment, and given higJt priority 
funding by tho Riohmond Ctuhmozit Managornonj CoMrnirtoo z000nly. This will 
help us with surveys, water management plans, further mapping and preparing a sub 
c.atchrtcnt managerjiet plan / LAMP. 

A commwmv petition in December 1995, (wiTh over 60 signatures, representing about 
75% of residents & 100 % of those asked) presented in a public planning meeting to 
Mayor Kin.ton, requesed no rural residential development tn Tiblan Valley 
Ccithmeut. Whilst rural ro,idontjal approvals have been deferred, Multiplc 
Ooupancg.e being submitted and approved bY Council that are quasi rural 
residential developments, yet without the appropriate rating requiremcnts making 
such MO's of inerease'4 financial burden on the broader community than typical rural 
residential developments. 

The Group is concented that they are not being allowed to develop this LAMP 
plannin' process wl1hnut Con i1nuI dtstract$on by pressure from such 
development applications 4ud vail for a nioratoiim On Multiple Occupancies until We can continue to d eVe l op and prepare our LAJVLP. 

The cotttlnuai approval of such developmts tmndetmines the communitks faith in 
Council's community  cousuitation process. 



Below is a number of activitiec In our LAMP process; 

Doreen Eaton, Environmentj L-tealth Officcr, Byron Shire recently met with 
rne.mbers of the communliy to deeriijn e  the critical ".'A(-eT quality tevs to be  
ufldrtake, and to providc trablilig on proper sampling measures that Council 

Will anj'e (arranged by Joe Hogbfl). We wiUuJo be meas -wing f\tsw te -u detejne maximum 5Ust4nabIe yield ftin the creek. l4ow much water can a 

	

rat,jdJy rowins 	 s StL ceei fQr domestic, agricultural and itidutrj& purpoe noa'nd in the flMue, Paticu1ariy when the 
creek is critical habitat and m4çs up parr of a wldjjf corn 

t.-(Jcfoihinatejy for 
u.s, Lhc Dept. Of Land and W2uer ConservatIon ay they have no formula fot 
determjnin this, yet they continue issufng irrigation licences whilst we conduct 
this rcscjç). We airead)' have conilict in thiconmnity over water 
nanaernen iF con only Vt vt wltJ peopics high conurion law righI expectatiou. 

David Kannally, Strategic Planner, Byron Shire has met with members of thrc 
adjoining sub catehm.vijs, Tibin VaJly, Upper Coopers Creek and Seaties Creek 
Landc-e Group, ird olbet increst groups in Gooneagerry area who are also 
jnvolvd in $bnit activjtjs and discussed critical attribut.5 to include in our 
pleirt 	€s 	Cangsk)u,e LEP, creation of specijc Section 94 plans and a DC? were ideririfkd as critical issues. We also request your support in these muflers. 

Pleose, allow our community to continue in aood faith, dv1ping Thigh quaijty LAMP 	 1vu add'essing adhoc MO applications. Do You .support this? 

I look forward to J'aring from you 

Rcgard  

t 

TOThL P. ? 



/ 	 - 

- 	 --- 

_ 

1ei& 

(•'i 	 1 9CJ eJ 	/ 9j 

c - 

VA 

- 

/zJull
. 

9 	 /1 

A 	
dole- 

I 

___ •. 



j frt; 

1 A 



/4L 

0 



- fvom 
akan 
	 •,-e 	 c4&L WlLc 

4 ja*144 - 

Is O 

.1 
6qjCrA3 	)Jv 

I, 	 _4 

/ 

c & 

—' O' 

tlon 

2/ 

/ 	

1 

— 

Id 

ft 

) 	 a 

-, 

-'-I 

a 

fhe 	•O 

I 



1• 

— 	 -r 

a 	

- 

o 

e 

,14 	 L, 
I 	oi),fl 

1• 

2 



Name of Conitte 
	

Counci!or 

T?naicc,Viks& 
	 a t<rstn May' 

EttrprIs 
	

Cr. ' Maioy 
i-i 	rnco 
M L 	es-K 

Ci' R 
Cr R T4, 	K T I  

PollcyRevw Committee rcrMayor 
Cr. R StapIe 
Cr. 
r' 

J
, 	

omat' 
& ..  
IV 	U.TY 

Cr. P l- gn 
Cr. H Eacora I 

stcateuic PlarmIno I i.Bs:o 	(P,14 ,8 y 1 	14.3cabtos 
Committee Cr. .i Comar Commttee 

Cr. P 
Cr. I 	iosr 
Cr. R itiooiris 

f)ispute Resoiut;on/Lega I.S. Ktston (M&yor Not aDpik:e to tnk 
Sorvices Cr. M Loes-toiiy CorDmttee. 

C: 	H F ,rna"r.,)  
Cr. R Tt:kc 

Sonkr Maagers' Review 2 <irgstor fMayo Nt  
C;omntec Cr. H Erracoia Ccrom,te 

C. J Cii 
Cr INA Macy 
Cr R 
C. C Sinjh 

No! opUo5te to th:s 
Corrmttee 

Committee 

_ _J 

ComurIty Pcpreier, 

I 



It' !Ln. YL,,~~7  464,-D 
iâ4 Mfe 

Vint, 



c1t'J 



- 	- 

lool -14d 71-4 'Va ., 	 _________ 

-- 	 £ 1hc4v1 1ce, ( 

- I 
- 

4M4j 

	

Azp 	
- 

- ,GAa 	 eL 	
Ay 

 
444 a I~2( 	 j 

	

? 	 _ 

! 	 - 	-b----- 
!  

. 	 4'  

- 	--- 	 o 'fr 
/4 Le 

A1JI 	 - 

TT  



I 
hw 

I 

YI-I 	Zae 	 0 -V 
- 	 _ 	 - 

vjd4( (L)7 frç' 

/ 

: 	 6aA 
z 

VU( d-4~ 

I V) 

t 	 - 	 - -_- 



I 

Je 



Lii B U'( C)41j\\ 	 0 r 

RAI 

4iJ4J 
	

Pil 

FAX DOCUMENT FROM PETER HAMILTON 
1150 Paterson Street, Byron Bay, 2481 (066) 858 648 (F/T) 

TO -  .......................................................................................................... 

FAX No -  ................................ DATE 	 .0.... 
Number of pages (including this sheet): .......... 19. ................ 

SUBJECT: .. 	 IQ................ 
COMMENTS: 	 c&.4 	.4cj.... ......... 

...... ... .  ..Y\ 

B1.  
.... e.xxQ...... 	 ..........L.hw'.... 

si..ck. ... . . -Q 
............................ 	 ... ...... 4A4 .....bv.e 

CQr 

ac.......... 
.. ..... . 0 .................................................... 

4.e 

!thL-e.............Tb...  

uiR ....t'ih.ie.... 
....4.Lci\........................................................................................ 

...'.cxr ... 1iii........... 
I't 	

1!1  ..  
....... 

~A.en t~  '~A. 

as 	 .... &L. 
Le cJe 	 do cos-e. 

I, 



!3VR()i\ sHRF; Co,fl 	 - 

- 	 •• 	 7. 

iEct(; PLANNING MANAGER'S REPORT 

• 'ECT 	DELETION OF MULTIPLE OCCUPANCY PROVISIONS IN BYRON 

LOCAL FNVIRONMENTAL PLAN, 1988 

fl 	 A: 	() 

To arhievp s 	inaole development so that t rnees the needs of the 

rnmrnuiity today wthout compromtsinci tN abiity of 'uture 	neratiorm. t 

meet their own needs and hve a quahty i 

To enhance the comrnuntvs we heno, 

	

ummary 	 The Cotncl Rural Strateqc Planning Committee is currently tn 	:ocess 

of nrenarna a Ruri Setflemrit Strateov wftch n arfiuur wili address the 
issue of rural re 	devetorment n the Shire. in DrePartrion ft 

the CoLnc!i has 	to defer the onsleratton of any fuuhe 
residential rez 	apnhcaons However, Mij!tiI Occuoancy 
(ievFlopment annlrcat;ons are still beriq rrade and pronssed 
consilered to he an inconsistency n as o'.,ch as Multle Occnancv is a 
fcm of ;ijral livinq and more particularly rny be viewed as a tcm of rural 
residential development ] his repuri seeks to ecess his stualion 

RECOMMENDATION: 

That Council resolve to prepare a draft I ocal Fivironmental Plan pursuant to Sections 

54(1)and74(1) of the Environmental Planning and Assessment Act, 1979 to delete Clause 
17A from Byron Local Environmental Plan, 1986. The effect of this action will be to delete 
the Multiple Cccupancv provisions from the Shire's Local Environmental Plan 

I hat no Local Environmental Study is necessary as the consideration of MulUpte 
Occupancy as a form of rural settIement will by this resolution form part of Counci's 
proposed Rural Settlement Strategy which is currentty in the course of preparation. 

That pursuant to Section 54(4\ of the Environmental Planning and assessment Act 1979. 
the Secretr\' of the Department of Urban Affairs and Planning he notified of the C.incilc 
dccison 

That followina receipt of the Department of tJrbin Aftairs ann Pinnning's advice, the 
Council proceed to exhibit the draft Plan pursuant to Section 66 of the Environmental 
Planninc and Assessmem t, 1979 

that following exhibition the draft Plan be reported back to the Council for consideration 
of submissions pursuant to Section 67 of the Environmental Planning and Assssment 
Ac'., 1979. 

A rtach,rrer,t: - 

:r'/ 	 2)....... 
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A. Memo from Cr Mchae Lines-Key to the Miyr tted Resoutcn 5877 of 3:d October. 1996 
(Sc) - Mutipe Occupancies - Rural Residenal Strtgy, (1 Page) 

:ttng ?i 
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t-3ACKGROUND 

plt rf rneiiio from Cr Michael Lines-Kelv dated 5 1 h June, 1996 (copy at Attachmert A) 

he Mayor, ('r lo Kinoson, riiested that I address the inconsistenc-i bet'Neen the Council 
teso;ton No 5877 of 3rd October, 1995 which stabs - 

"That no new applications for rezonina of rural land for residential purposes be 
accepted until the Rural Residential Strategy has been reviewed by the Rural 
Residential Strategy Review (ommittee (now named Rural Strategic Planninq 
Committee) and recommendations for chanqe adopted by Council." 

and Clause 17A) in the Byron I oal Environmental Pan (LEP, 188, which orovideS for Muttite 
()ncupancies (MO's). 

Bascal'v the arqt!rnc?nt s that Mu:tinle Occupancies are a form of rural living and i n particular a 
form of rural residential development and should be treated as such for planniri purposes Thus 
they should he considered in The nreparon of Cot nril' new Ru'al Settlement Straiey 

u!arly a it reiates to rural re.cdent'a development 

The best way to address this inconsistency is through an amendment to the Byron Local 
Environmental Plan. 1988. to delete the Multiple Occupancy provsions contained in Clause 1 7(A) 

STRATFGIC PlANNING CONSIDERATIONS 

The rationale ior deletina the MO provisions in Byron Local Env:onmerital Plan I986 :s that this 

':iil prevent further r velomeot ariolic.ations hein pronssed withO Councii or detrmiried by the 
Courts Such action Will h -inct the consideration of MO's into line with the nons;deration of any 
other form o rural restdentiai development whie the Rural Settlement Strategy is heino prepared 
by the Council The pr000sed defttion from Byron LEP 1988 shoula not be interpreted to meati 
that Cause 17(A) will not be reintroduced following comp'etion of tho Srrteqy 	l';r in is u 

or some amendec form 

MO's are of strateqic mportance because of rhe-r potential impact o" - 

• 	I tie ecology of an area; 
• 	I he natural support systems of an area: 
• 	The social firic of an area. 
• I he ?conomic base of an area 

(_)ptions 

Counc basically has a number of alternatives in r-o ro this nrater They are - 

To formally resolve to delete the MO ovisnn: f'rn Rvnr FR 1 88 ann  
LEP as qu:cklv as posstble. This wilt take a minimtlm of 3 to . ,I (OoTithS and ossthly up t 6 
months denending on the number of submissions received and th Couricl's reactnn to tho.e 
, ihi 	'i is 

2 To formally resolve to amend Byrcn L EP 1988 in regard to Clause 17(A) Muiple O;cupancy 
Drovisions but to orcceed no rurther until the results of the Rural Sttement Strategy are 
known and to feed the results of the Rural Settement Straeay i'to this I FP fl this sceianc 
the Byron Rural SetUement Strateqy is not likely to be available for exhibition until December 

riIt'-,r1 Merrq 



EPI 	 i I i.r Pt 	 rri 	I 	 FHI1NF Ni. 	.ii.:,. -T 1FSi 	 N - ' 	22 	1f t2: 4j 

BYRON SHIRE COUNCIL, 

	

23RD JULY 1996 	(120) 

196 at the eariest and therefore ar, amending Multiole Occupancy provision in the LEP is not 
hkey to he ncluded until March. 197 

Not to amend the byron LEP 1988 in regard to Cuse 17(A) Multiple Occunanrv but tn reft,i 
to process any further develcmenrt applications for Multiple Occupancies on the ha.is that the 
Rurat Settlement Strategy needs to be completed first but recorsina thal any applicant may 
take Courtc to Court atir 40 days and have the matter determined in Courr Th drer of 
this scenario is that a number of Multipe Occupancy deveioomert aopIictrcns are likely to he 
processeo between now and say March, 1997. Possib!y one could envsa two or 
MUIt!ple Occupancy development aopi;cttions being received over this period 

To prepare a Ueveloprnent Control Plan which addresses how ClaUse 17 	to be 
mplemented The u-itent of Clause 17(A'i is not as clear as it could he A Development Ccntr 
Plan could, for example. make it dear that it s tn anhieve - 

a clustered form of develornent on common land which is environmentally sensitive 

a source of housing for low income earners, 

. the environmental repair and/or envu'onmertal manaqemunt of community own 
lands 

Such a Development Control Plan i f t were in place would undoibted!v reduce the ntJnrr of 

	

development applications being received for Multiple Occncies which vary' Sir 	rta!ie 

from the onqinaf intention of Multiple Occupancics A number of recen' Multipl (n.p.y 
development aopications have been in the form of tinclustered, deacto rura 1  reidennal 
development 01 unsubdivided land 

Consideration of Options 

Options I and 2 are preferabe in that they recocriise and provide for a more eouab!e 
consderaton of rural livinq options in Byron Shire and do not separate Muitinte 	c.prncv fm -v 

other forms of rural living opportunities. Muitipe Occupancies should he consered along with 
rural cluster Community Title developments and traditionai rural resder,tial de'e;opmerc as form 
of rural livir'.g I: may well he that like other forms of rura Irving it is not appropriate to have MultiPk? 
Occupancies in. all rural areas of the Shire. This aspect can best be assessed in the devepmeni 
of the Rural Settlement Strategy. 

Option 4 has some ment But is less than optimal in that remote areas of the Shire wou 1 d 5tji  he 
avaiabIe for Multiple Occupancy development appcations even if on assessrne- n n 	Rura 
Settlement Strategy process they prove to be unsurtahie The concept of guidelines de:aiied  H a 
Development Control Plan for MO's is supported if this form of development is favoi.:reri n the 
Fura Setuemer.t Stratecy 

Option 3 is the fine of least resistance. It is the east cost option it is not a had option if it roulJ 
quaraNeed that no appications for MO's would he received until after the RurFil Sefilemea! 
Strategy was completed and any subsequent amendments to the Byron I P 1P88 made It does 
no n.owever, have the advantages of either option 1 or 2 and iscates Multiple flccpanc' frorri 
otner forms of rural living opportunities This is neTher equtehie nor socially desirable from an 
ESD planning VCWOOint 

.1 [I\ i,tciernq 2!iI1 995 
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PROPOSFf) AMf-NDMFNT TO BYRON LfP 1988 

It is pronosed that Byron LEP 1988 be amended in the followinq manner:- 

Repeal Ctause 17(A) which relates !o MuIt!ple Occupancy devetopment 

Should Council resolve to prepare the draft Plan as oroposed. the draft LEP then becomes a 
consideration under Section 90. It w!I then be considered should Council receive any development 
applications for Multiple Occupency devetooment whe the draft LEP is ' the process of 
peparati'n and gazettal. Council may or may not consent to sucri develo merit aOpcatecns 
dependnq on their mens up to the qa7etta of the draft I EP Once the LTP s qazetted tht' 
Council will have no power to approve a MO developrnnt application 

CONCE .USION 

unaerstacid Councils experience with Multipie Occupancies is that Miltinie Occupanc:es enerete 
the eauivaent demand for services and nrrastructure as conventional subdivs;on HOwever, 
cOc'ientional sundivision always renuires the rezoning of land xc'ept for ThOS areas where 
specific rura residentai 1(d) or 1(c2't zorinqs have been prov;ded Muihpie C) upanes are 
seen as a d&facto form of suhdvision without being reqUired to conform to the sirne develninrieni 

standards or contnbute in the same manner to Councii s rates income as conventional suhdvision 

hese oontenticns are refuted. Multiple Occuoanc;es are reqtnced to conform to the same 
dGveiooment standaras in terms of building constwction standards ac.;ess roads d;sposal 
waste water and the like. As to the question of Council's rates income, I understand Muftle 
Occupancies as with all pmopeilies are rated on the bass of arid vaIu, rot on tre number of 
houSes or the number of peooie residing on the land Therefore, a oarticiar rurI property should 
he rated at a similar leve' whether it was a Multiple Occupancy or not Fvdence from .srnore City 
Cour.c seems to sucqest (verbal advice on'v t'nat Multp! Occupancies ar paving an eanitahie 
portion of rates. r.rthermore, where Mult:pie Occuoancies are truly meelirip the spirit of earlie' 
State MultIple Occupancy policy inckidinci the provision of housing for ow '.'orre earners, ftri 

perhaps the question of retina needs to be put into this social persnective 

The real issue with Multiple Occuoancies is that mary are now development initiated, aefacto 
terms of subdivision. Such developments need to he exc!i:cied from consideration of Multiule. 
Occuoancres as they are better assessed as rura 1  residential shdivision 

As Councii is not considering any future I (ci) or 1 (c2) zonings untl a new Rural SetVemem 
Stmateqy has been prepared, I believe it is only fr and equitable that Multiple flocupancies fbI be 
nrovided for in the Shire until such a Strategy has been prepared. 

In this regard Multiple Occuoancv should be regarded as a prticulr form of mural settlement Nist 

as conventional rural resJential development through the 1(c1'i and i(t2'i zoning nmcess s 
considered as a partcuiar form of rural settlement 

In corsdenna a new Rural Settlement Strategy I t rnav well be that Community TItIC develo1rnent 
which provides for a cluster style Of development may be a more appropriate mechanism for 
Counci to implerreint and manage rural settlement. Ccuncllcrs will note that the Deoartment of 
tJrban Atfars arid Planning promutec Community Tst!e cluste- deveonment in its recently releaced 
North Coast Rural Settlement Gi,iideline 

T)r'ny MeEtiriy 7,'7I1 99i5 

,J.airitr 
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In prepanrtg the Rural Settlement Strategy, it wi be necessari to consider,houcJ 1h reports 
recommendations be adopted whether Multiple Occuoancy development should he r trrted to lis 

originallt irtended puipose This was based on the needs of intentional muos crnng toother 
on a phiiosophical basis of community. shannq of resources, ecologi lv s€r1sitve lend 
man.ement and env:ronmental resir and low cost hot :sinq 	a clustered st'ie 'o 	rnise 
adierse environmental impacts. 

BUDGET AND RESOURCE 1MPLICAnONS 

Council has approved the increase in fecs and charges for rezoning appctions ; suriested in 
trie Strategic Planning Managers proposal to the Finance Works and Ente -prise Committee as 
par of the 1996/97 budget. Thus sufficient funds should be awailablo, for the work resuting frnn 
the adoption of this reports recommendations to occur irt the first half of 199 1 97 

if this work IS done by a consu!arit thei the expected cost .'ould be ern'oximy $2 000 The 
52,000 wou!d come from the $25,000 that has been provided in the hudet for con.sutnt work to 
aSSISt in the oaration of development Cont'rol plans and local environmental pIns 

Qr'r• Meet:rc 23r'99€ 
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AT1 ° ACHME:N1 A' 
(Memo from Cr. Lines-Ke1y) 

Menlo to Myr 

F:corn. 	Line-KI!y 

Dke Us wn 1 596 

Subject. Rescuior, 05677 of 03 10. 	- ? 1ii Occup c 	- R'il r-sidta 	y 

'u wil be aware that Icir some We I have h 	cnJs orcetr's 3h 	Hcc'1sen - 	'at 
eiweer' me ne't of Corcs Reoluton #5'77 of 3 Oclber 1995 arid M e  ;WWyWc 

" 

i7SUit 

r' 

no new aoohc avans for ezonkq of rurai !a'd for :::rfcn! pi,p'ses 
Ro.tcen:af Symegy tas been ieviwd 	Rural Peiden(ie Siroqy  
iecirnrrdo,c, 

 
fo r rh,ro. pij,w oy ( •' c'iC" 

S'ne Octoe 	195 a ouobe' ol developmeiit aVDnCnVrnS for rnul o;pi 	 •s. 
'.jCijrj inj 

y a. 	e'1ijarCa nlWoole0iri'; rjt be (i93 1 ded S a frrn Cl 	a'd 
tCaue riere are 	 iol dWOCS a rTtJie oioucaricy 	 prce' ' 
aflc, bause the lan 	s rlvrIei ov r o ads a rd other 7hvsicat hallerS 

	

more. ;he-e staltishmentof a mtipie occuancv 	 tl-e !ani 	ccc. 	1:: a I 	o'he ma - 
aqw0ure. WICn r. Me  p':m- pJncL? 'o wrich 1 3nd 'cned I(I rna' be 

A2p 1 (iva ct a ne 	cnrner,t ai.caton 'or a rnuItipe ocrjparncv is 	e'tor ri 	r17 aro'l o' 

	

duV;Orr to & clively a rezorn, ar'r 0 ,) p which is accomr ish.t VY a' spo M- o' 	no MqOeo 
f 	r cr 	:if'c' 

Fsoutor' rt77 	early 'c'e the: Ccur.ctls inIcotcr, i s 1r pIcs a nora"rom r' 	 - r' 
res?ntof ne 	Icorrent o rura a:e,c rl o 	ra:cv i 

iov- wnke Cour.cl scrinnues to accert c'j 	ncr nn d e -nIrie ceJecone,-n #"icaic.is f 
occupancW5 lois ntCfltiOn ww oc losi to view flvita\ . it wilt o'hrrto .Ot 	'the a 	co - 'sri 
Co'.irii s alrea.i 1  OWN and Comtnie rIcflr1processies M1 Vie'J i' "apt some Pi' 1hI5 
n 2 s 29  laus cccL rca. 21d tr; a C00;.9u0i;00 of no Si'iiQri .a" rri 	fl9A 

IS PW  Oil C'j.t to cot ecture that in the very near Vurp app;ai(s will start icnn aoplir rmcnc 1' 3i ave 
ad irr:açe of Ins lOcl'ril ' es blthn- ant do acto redeHal de veonnort i n nra •reac The  
a re 'fl Oravey &r,rIe indeed rLOti .irnler Iran a norma rpornq MI nr.y 
cccurre'tt tnat satis.es ownesNp crIera, lodce TO rVeSSAT drc noenrata -  21 ;OMPN 'v!O a rang  
of Cflit'fl5 at tOaSI uritri Corrpelion o f  tiliLaI 1 OCiOnis ,citie (f 	'i 	--iI'ra 1  I- 	- 	I!'. 
requVemeno which I wo0a wgw pases sig.(lcar.t problems, 	w iii' th 
SEPP IS,  t'ne 	eatior n as the p tvotia? c drconera:e into a po"irg rh!rnano 

Je3ry cocI is sencog a spniat to the comnnt trtat applic,r,ts rn 	:""my 10 	i 
a0 P OC Ko rs with an e eC!atioi-i ihCt aopo'al s at l,?aS? 

Eoua!ly c!eonty this K :e direct aWthesis of toe ionit ol rCchjtt 	95 7 7 

Cowxl has an c  loan to ut at-  End to the rnj'fdc t has t-ra:ed -,,Irf to 

IWO C?ISCO Of OOor' aopear pcssVe Te ArM is in v sc inc rC5rttI); en ar •i'. 	r- 
'Ocesn Ic he postico 1 was n t&ore S Qr,hr 199 Vhit' Wit trt - 	t' 	 .,.. 

be lcçcal For a va - ictv c' reasorn; I do not tavojr Ink 

A err1ivty GoJrnc,t mEli wan to amend re Local Eniv;ror.rni'it p; 	t-  

	

a moralorI.m r.rt al. rtrl 5uhd0tu, and mulook orr.upocen O nY a runni res'!in 	naIE'r 
IS ri tX2, woj!a tacur IMS seor.d cnu se of  

HavIng earC :o the ceed for scioc haste in the mate'. I bE:ee it -imnd be apprcrt"Pe 'c' a Maynol 
Minute to t.e Non'Jea dcr. at Couo;r:c crteting scherjc. tn 25 .Jinrne wlterrat..'e!v I an' 	 ;.n rv 
or ptacerner.t of a r.toniiJrn 	.rrtl,ned ElOC On thatdWe 

wcd aptcci3te your uniecI advice an to Wmessr you can se your WPV t-t.- it- 	rd': .lr.in a 
Minute on 25 Jure In the cent that rou  tare nabie to audse this nocise of 	t- 1 wouIr ir'q'i.s th' 
aooropriate rnctcn cie p paeo and placed on the 5tsiness 	oer for tha metnn over my rarnr 

/,. 

Micha?t lines-Ketly 

	

d,rrtrt 27179915 	 - ---- 	-----.-.--- 	 ------- - 
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I)r Mayor and ()u.nci lOTs, 

Cfl for a morathnurn on Multipk Odupanc3es 
until a LAMP process is finalised, 

1!hian \i 	v L.mdcare (iroups Local Arca M2saemenr. Plan pr'r.es, ha 
giver. i pricnk an1 n kind support from Byron Shire ('oisL. 
dcprtrn.nt. flc 	wppficalion for NatknAl Lada  

C)t1 OO 	t )C hE4ct OftU a)Io' 	fl t}iO itc. tr 	ut. af l zl 

fundizi, '-i 	Ri,rd Cathm 	an 	JIJ)J.I Cuiivnjttoj 	 I 	wfl) 

heip S v. , 11n 	 water rnacannt pan3. fiirher mapoing ar.d rru' 
c-2Tclnnt manle:pert phu/ i AMP. 

A ccmmunity ptton in renib 	(- wer $0 	 repre n!n-• aho';r 
75% ot Tmdcnts & 100 % of those isked) prnlid in 	 !nC' rncng to 
My0: Kirw.wr, reqestrd no tual 	 . 

Ccthrnent. Wh1s 'uril ?oidolt!a! pr 	- - 	- 	- 
Oepanc.- 	wbrtl nnd a''- 	/ 	 - 	'su 
rcdua! it',etopx cr, ui without 	 - 

ichJ'4J' 	fre 	arucc! burden "r t}i 	 -- 	
: 

lbt crc., ; 	OI1NJ 	! 	ui 	- 	 '•- 

unnu  
dceiczcrit a)rhc 	cU fc,r a  

%4e c.,. c 	 t.re 

- •t. c_:. 
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