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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Breakfast Point Pty Ltd. has proposed that a commercial marina consisting of up to 177 berths be
developed at Kendall Bay Parramatta River, Sydney, NSW. This report, prepared by Aquenal
Pty Ltd., presents the findings of a desktop review to:

e document whether any species of birds listed on the Environment Protection and
Biodiversity Conservation Act 1999 (EPBC Act) or on the New South Wales Threatened
Species Conservation Act 1995 (NSW TSC Act) are likely to occur at or near the
proposed development site;

e assess the potential impact of the proposed development on any avian species listed on
the EPBC Act or on the NSW TSC Act; and

e cvaluate whether a more detailed assessment of the potential impact to birds is required.

The desktop assessment entailed searches of birds potentially using the development site by
accessing a range of databases and online tools and accessing bird survey data for the Kendall
Bay area. The searches indicated that 13 Commonwealth listed and two State listed species
could occur at or near the proposed development site. However, for each of these 15 species, a
more specific search of survey location data (Birds Australia 2005-2007) showed that none had
been recorded within 1 km of the proposed development site and that the closest recorded
location for most of them was at Homebush Bay. The desktop assessment produced no evidence
that Kendall Bay is an important habitat for these bird species.

Although the proposed development site does not appear to support important populations of
listed species, it was considered worthwhile to assess the potential impact of the proposed
development on listed birds in the area. Potential impacts could arise from direct impacts
(habitat loss or modification), or indirect impacts (increase in vessel movements and noise,
increase in collision risk with vessels, reduction in the quality of foraging habitat, increase in the
risk of fuel spills or sewerage contamination). The proposed development is in an area which
does not appear to have any significant habitat for birds, there is little infrastructure planned for
the proposed development, and dredging is not required to construct the facility. Therefore, it is
anticipated that there will not be any significant loss of bird habitat due to the proposed
development. The Kendall Bay area has a substantial amount of existing vessel movements and
infrastructure and the proposed development is very unlikely to contribute to a significant
increase in noise or collision risk to birds in the area. It is recommended that the implementation
of management prescriptions to lessen the likelihood of a fuel and/or sewerage spills and an
action plan if one occurs, will minimise any potential impacts to avian species from such an
event.

The lack of data or information on bird species or habitat at Kendall Bay indicates that the
immediate area of the proposed Inner West Marina development does not represent important
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bird habitat or support significant numbers of listed species. Therefore, there does not appear to
be any grounds to justify dedicated avian surveys in this area.

This desktop assessment found that there is unlikely to be a signficiant impact from the proposed
development to any avian species listed under the EPBC Act or the NSW TSC Act.

4 Aquenal Pty Ltd
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1

INTRODUCTION AND PROJECT BRIEF

Breakfast Point Pty Ltd. has proposed that a commercial marina be developed at Kendall Bay on
the eastern side of Breakfast Point on the Parramatta River, Sydney, NSW (TLB Engineers

2007).
a)
b)
©)
d)
e)

The proposed marina development, known as the Inner West Marina, consists of:
up to 177 berths;

a low level jetty;

a small kiosk at the end of the proposed jetty;

a manager’s office and small amenity area; and

a new timber skid for access to the waterway for kayaks, small sailing vessels and other
small watercraft (TLB Engineers 2007) (Figure 1).

There will be no maintenance facilities or boat lift as part of the proposed marina development
(TLB Engineers 2007). The sizes of vessels and the berths range from 8 — 25 metres and it is
envisaged that most vessels will be motor vessels with relatively shallow draft and above water

profiles generally not more than 4 m high (TLB Engineers 2007). Sewage pump out facilities

will be provided and will be accessible to the general public including day tripper destination
berths (TLB Engineers 2007).

This report, prepared by Aquenal Pty Ltd., presents the findings of a desktop review to:

document whether any species of birds listed on the Environment Protection and
Biodiversity Conservation Act 1999 (EPBC Act) are likely to occur at or near the
proposed development site;

document whether any species of birds listed on the New South Wales Threatened
Species Conservation Act 1995 (NSW TSC Act) are likely to occur at or near the
proposed development site;

assess the potential impact of the proposed development on any avian species listed on
the EPBC Act;

assess the potential impact of the proposed development on any avian species listed on
the NSW TSC Act; and

evaluate whether a more detailed assessment of the potential impact to birds is required.
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Figure 1 Site Plan for the proposed Inner West Marina development, Kendall Bay, Sydney (from TLB Engineers).

Aquenal Pty Ltd



Desktop Assessment of the Potential Impact of the Proposed Kendall Bay Marina on Avian Fauna

2 DESKTOP ASSESSMENT

The desktop assessment entailed searches of birds potentially using the development site by
accessing a range of databases and online tools and accessing bird survey data for the Kendall
Bay area.

2.1  METHODS - SEARCHES UNDERTAKEN

A number of tools were used to determine the species of birds that may be using the proposed
development site. This included:

e The EPBC Act Protected Matters Tool (DEWHA 2008), searches were undertaken based
on two areas:

a) the Canada Bay Local Government Area (LGA) which lies to the south of the
Parramatta River (a larger area of 75 km® was initially searched but it generated
the same list as the Canada Bay LGA); and

b) Kendall Bay only.

e The Atlas of Australian Birds (Birds Australia 1998-2007) database. This database
documents the location and other relevant information of bird sightings and surveys.
Since the current Atlas’s inception in 1998, it contains over 420,000 surveys comprising
over 7.1 million bird records (Birds Australia 2009). A search of these data (Birds
Australia 1998-2007) was undertaken based on a 10 minute square centred on Kendall
Bay. This was the smallest search region available online.

e A search of the Atlas of NSW Wildlife. This was conducted for the Canada Bay LGA
(NSW National Parks and Wildlife Service 2009).

e A search of the bird species listed on the TSC Act. This was conducted for the Sydney
Metro marine zone Catchment Management Authority (CMA) sub-region (Department of
Environment and Conservation NSW 2005). This was the smallest search region
available online.

e Once all the above searches had been undertaken, and a list of Commonwealth and State
listed birds that may be occurring at the proposed development site had been generated,
the Birds Australia’s Atlas Distribution Maps (Birds Australia 2005-2007) were accessed
to ascertain the location of survey records for each species in the Parramatta River area.
This search is based on all survey records from the Atlas of Australian Birds (see the
second bullet-point above).

9 Aquenal Pty Ltd
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In addition to these online searches, the following groups/individuals were consulted for
information on birds at the proposed development site:

e The Southern NSW and ACT branch of Birds Australia; and
e Dr Lisa O’Neill, Consultant, NSW.

2.2  RESULTS

2.2.1 Commonwealth (EPBC Act) listed species

The EPBC Act Protected Matters Tool (DEWHA 2008) indicated that three bird species listed as
Vulnerable or Endangered on the Threatened Species list and a further 28 species listed as
Migratory or Marine may occur or their habitat may occur in the Canada Bay LGA (Table 1).

The Protected Matters Tool search on Kendall Bay indicated three bird species listed as
Vulnerable or Endangered on the Threatened Species list and a further 20 species listed as
Migratory or Marine may occur or their habitat may occur in the Kendall Bay area (Table 1). Of
these 23 species, 13 were recorded within a 10 minute square around Kendall Bay (Table 1)
based on the Atlas of Australian Birds (Birds Australia 1998-2007). Given that the Birds
Australia data are based on comprehensive surveys, these data are viewed as the most accurate
indicators of species in the area.

Table 1 Bird species potentially occurring within a) the Canada Bay LGA or b) Kendall
Bay only, derived from the EPBC Protected Matters Tool (DEWHA 2008), and whether
these species were also recorded during the Atlas of Australian Birds in a 10 minute square
centred on Kendall Bay (Birds Australia 1998-2007).

Common Name Scientific Name EPBC Act List Canada Kendall Bird
Bay Bay Atlas
LGA only 1998-

2007
Great Egret Ardea alba Migratory, Marine \ \ No
Cattle Egret Ardea ibis Migratory, Marine \ \ Yes
White-bellied Sea Eagle  Halieaeetus leucogaster Migratory, Marine \ \ Yes
Painted Snipe Rostratula benghalensis s. lat. ~ Migratory, Marine \ \ No
Australian Painted Snipe  Rostratula australis Threatened Species \ \ Yes
(Vulnerable)
Black-winged Stilt Himantopus himantopus Marine \ \ Yes
Red-necked Avocet Recurvirostra novaehollandiae ~ Marine Yl V Yes
Pacific Golden Plover Pluvialis fulva Migratory, Marine \ \ Yes

10 Aquenal Pty Ltd
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Common Name Scientific Name EPBC Act List Canada Kendall Bird
Bay Bay Atlas
LGA only 1998-
2007
Little Ringed Plover Charadrius dubius Marine \ No
Red-capped Plover Charadrius ruficapillus Marine \ \ Yes
Hooded Plover Thinornis rubricollis Marine \ No
Latham’s Snipe Gallinago hardwickii Migratory, Marine \ \ Yes
Pin-tailed Snipe Gallinago stenura Marine \ No
Black-tailed Godwit Limosa limosa Migratory, Marine \ \ No
Common Redshank Tringa tetanus Marine \ No
Common Greenshank Tringa nebularia Migratory, Marine \ \ Yes
Asian Dowitcher Limnodromus semipalmatus Marine \/ \/ No
Long-toed Stint Calidris subminuta Marine \ No
Pectoral Sandpiper Calidris melanotos Marine \ \ Yes
Broad-billed Sandpiper Limicola falcinellus Migratory, Marine \ No
Ruff Philomachus pugnax Marine \ \ No
Red-necked Phalarope Phalaropus lobatus Marine \ No
Australian Pratincole Stiltia Isabella Marine \ No
Swift Parrot Lathamus discolor Threatened Species \ \/ No
(Endangered);
Marine
White-throated Needletail Hirundapus caudacutus Migratory, Marine \ \ No
Fork-tailed Swift Apus pacificus Migratory, Marine \ \ No
Rainbow Bee-eater Merops ornatus Migratory, Marine \ \ No
Regent Honeyeater Xanthomyza phrygia Threatened Species \ \ No
(Endangered);
Migratory
Black-faced Monarch Monarcha melanopsis Migratory, Marine \ \ Yes
Satin Flycatcher Myiagra cyanoleuca Migratory, Marine \ \ Yes
Rufous Fantail Rhipidura rufifrons Migratory, Marine \ \ Yes

2.2.2 State listed species

Two avian species, the Pied Oystercatcher Haematopus longirostris and the Terek Sandpiper
Xenus cinereus, listed on the NSW TSC Act (based on the search of the Sydney Metro marine
zone CMA) were recorded in the Atlas of Australian Birds (Birds Australia 1998-2007) for the
10 minute square centred on Kendall Bay. Both the Pied Oystercatcher and Terek Sandpiper are

listed as Vulnerable under the State legislation.

11
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None of the avian species recorded for the Canada Bay LGA search on the Atlas of NSW
Wildlife (NSW National Parks and Wildlife Service 2009) were listed on the NSW TSC Act.

There is a State listed ‘Endangered population’ of Little Penguins (Eudyptula minor) in the
Manly Point area, Sydney Harbour. Although there is anecdotal evidence, based on people
hearing them, of penguins occurring past Hunters Hill, there is no definitive evidence of them
occurring that far up the harbour (Dr Lisa O’Neill, pers. comm.). The Atlas Distribution Maps
(Birds Australia 2005-2007) confirmed that no Little Penguins had been recorded past Hunters
Hill.

2.2.3 Significant bird habitat close to Kendall Bay

Based on the desktop assessment, the closest significant bird habitat to Kendall Bay is at Sydney
Olympic Park, Homebush Bay which includes the Bicentennial Park, Badu Mangroves and the
Newington Nature Reserve (Sydney Olympic Park Authority 2009) (Appendix 1). These areas
are approximately 3 km in a direct line from Kendall Bay. No other important habitat for birds
has been identified at or close to the development site.

2.2.4 Survey records of the 15 Commonwealth or State listed species and a description of
their breeding and/or foraging habitat

The Birds Australia Atlas data were used to refine the list generated by the Protected Matters
Tool (based on the search for Kendall Bay, Table 1) and indicated that 13 species of birds listed
under the EPBC Act and two listed under the TSC Act (using the Sydney Metro marine zone
CMA search) have also been observed in the 10 minute square encompassing Kendall Bay. This,
therefore, indicated that these 15 species could occur at or near the proposed development site.
For each of the 15 species, the more specific search of survey location data (Birds Australia
2005-2007) showed that none had been recorded within 1 km of the proposed development site
and that the closest recorded location for most of them was at Homebush Bay.

Each of the 15 species is listed below and an assessment of the likelihood of suitable habitat
occurring at the development site is discussed (information sourced from Australian Museum
2008) as well as the closest recorded survey location to Kendall Bay (using Birds Australia
2005-2007).

Cattle Egret: The Cattle Egret is found in grasslands, woodlands and wetlands. It is partially
migratory, moving during the winter. It eats invertebrates, amphibians and some small
mammals. The Cattle Egret breeds in colonies usually with other waterbirds and it nests in
wetland areas in trees and bushes. There is unlikely to be suitable breeding or foraging habitat

12 Aquenal Pty Ltd
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for the Cattle Egret at the proposed development site. The closest records for the Cattle Egret are
at Homebush Bay (Birds Australia 2005-2007).

White-bellied Sea Eagle: This raptor is a common sight in coastal or near-coastal areas where it
is normally seen perched high in a tree or soaring over waterways or adjacent land searching for
food. The White-bellied Sea Eagle mainly feeds on aquatic animals such as fish, turtles and sea
snakes but will also eat small birds and mammals. It usually nests in a tree up to 30 m off the
ground but can nest on the ground or on rocks. There is unlikely to be suitable breeding or
foraging habitat for the White-bellied Sea Eagle at the proposed development site. The closest
records for the White-bellied Sea Eagle are at Homebush Bay (Birds Australia 2005-2007).

Australian Painted Snipe: It inhabits inland and coastal shallow freshwater wetlands. It
forages at night on mudflats and in shallow water and eats invertebrates such as worms, snail and
water beetles and plant material such as seeds. The Australian Painted Snipe nests on the ground
amongst tall vegetation such as grass tussocks and reeds. There is unlikely to be suitable
breeding or foraging habitat for the Australian Painted Snipe at the proposed development site.
There are no records for the Australian Painted Snipe in the Parramatta River area (Birds
Australia 2005-2007).

Pied Oystercatcher: It prefers mudflats, sandflats and sandy ocean beaches. It is rarely
recorded far from the coast but can be found on estuarine mudflats and short pasture. It mainly
feeds on bivalve molluscs. The Pied Oystercatcher is territorial when breeding. It nests on sand,
shell grit or shingle just above the high water mark on beaches, sandbars, and the margins of
estuaries and lagoons. There is unlikely to be suitable breeding or foraging habitat for the Pied
Opystercatcher at the proposed development site. There are no records of Pied Oystercatcher in
the Parramatta River area (Birds Australia 2005-2007).

Black-winged Stilt: It prefers freshwater and saltwater marshes, mudflats and the shallow edges
of lakes and rivers. It mainly feeds on aquatic insects but will also take molluscs and
crustaceans. The Black-winged Stilt nests in small colonies with the nest being anything from a
shallow scrape on the ground to a mound of vegetation placed in or near the water. There is
unlikely to be suitable breeding or foraging habitat for the Black-winged Stilt at the proposed
development site. The closest records for the Black-winged Stilt are in the southern most part of
Canada Bay (Birds Australia 2005-2007).

Red-necked Avocet: It is found throughout Australia but breeds mainly in the south-western
interior in loose colonies. It prefers large freshwater or saltwater wetlands and estuarine
mudflats. It feeds on aquatic insects and their larvae, crustaceans and seeds. There is unlikely to
be suitable breeding or foraging habitat for the Red-necked Avocet at the proposed development
site. The closest records for the Red-necked Avocet are at Homebush Bay (Birds Australia
2005-2007).

Pacific Golden Plover: A migratory species that breeds in western Alaska during the austral
winter. During the austral summer, it is widespread along the Australian coastline and is found
on muddy, rocky and sandy wetlands, shores, paddocks, saltmarsh, coastal golf courses, estuaries
and lagoons. It feeds on molluscs, insects, worms, crustaceans, lizards and occasionally birds’
eggs and small fish. There is unlikely to be suitable foraging habitat for the Pacific Golden
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Plover at the proposed development site. The closest records for the Pacific Golden Plover are at
Homebush Bay (Birds Australia 2005-2007).

Red-capped Plover: It is widespread throughout Australia and is resident year-round. It is
found in wetlands, especially in arid areas, and prefers saline and brackish waters. It feeds on
mudflats, sandy beaches and salt-marsh and eats molluscs, small crustaceans and some
vegetation. It nests in a shallow scrape on a beach or stony area, nearly always close to water.
There is unlikely to be suitable breeding or foraging habitat for the Red-capped Plover at the
proposed development site. The closest records for the Red-capped Plover are at Homebush Bay
(Birds Australia 2005-2007).

Latham’s Snipe: A migratory species that breeds in Japan and on the east Asian mainland
during the austral winter. It is found in freshwater wetlands on or near the coast, generally
among dense cover. It feeds on soft mudflats or in shallow water and eat seeds and plant
material, worms, spiders and insects, some molluscs, isopods and centipedes. There is unlikely
to be suitable foraging habitat for the Latham’s Snipe at the proposed development site. The
closest records for the Latham’s Snipe are at Homebush Bay (Birds Australia 2005-2007).

Common Greenshank: A migratory species that breeds in the Palaearctic regions during the
austral winter. In Australia during the austral summer, it is found both on the coast and inland,
in estuaries and mudflats, mangrove swamps and lagoons, and in billabongs, swamps, sewage
farms and flooded crops. It feeds on insects, worms, molluscs, small fish and crustaceans. There
is unlikely to be suitable foraging habitat for the Common Greenshank at the proposed
development site. The closest records for the Common Greenshank are at Homebush Bay (Birds
Australia 2005-2007).

Terek Sandpiper: A migratory species that breeds mainly in Russia and Finland during the
austral winter. It is found in Australia from August to March or April. It forages in shallow
water on soft, wet intertidal mudflats and feeds on crustaceans and insects. There is unlikely to
be suitable foraging habitat for the Terek Sandpiper at the proposed development site. The
closest records for the Terek Sandpiper are in the southern most part of Canada Bay (Birds
Australia 2005-2007).

Pectoral Sandpiper: A migratory species that breeds in northeast Asia during the austral winter.
It forages on grasslands and mudflats mainly eating arthropods and other invertebrates. There is
unlikely to be suitable foraging habitat for the Pectoral Sandpiper at the proposed development
site. The closest records for the Pectoral Sandpiper are at Homebush Bay (Birds Australia 2005-
2007).

Black-faced Monarch: It is a forest and woodland-dwelling, small insect-eating bird and is
strictly arboreal (i.e. found in trees). The Black-faced Monarch is found along the coast of
eastern Australia in rainforests, eucalypt woodlands, coastal scrub and damp gullies and forages
for insects. It is a summer breeding migrant to coastal south-eastern Australia and it builds a
nest of casuarina needles, bark, roots, moss and spider webs in the fork of a tree about 3 — 6 m
above ground. There is unlikely to be suitable breeding or foraging habitat for the Black-faced
Monarch at the proposed development site. The closest records for the Black-faced Monarch are
at Homebush Bay (Birds Australia 2005-2007).
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Satin Flycatcher: It migrates northwards in winter to northern Queensland and Papua New
Guinea. It is found in tall forests, and prefers wetter habitats such as heavily forested gullies
where it feeds on insects. It builds a broad-based, cup-shaped nest on a branch about 3 — 25 m
above ground. There is unlikely to be suitable breeding or foraging habitat for the Satin
Flycatcher at the proposed development site. There are no records of Satin Flycatcher in the
Parramatta River area (Birds Australia 2005-2007).

Rufous Fantail: It is found in northern and eastern coastal Australia and migrates northwards in
winter. It is found in rainforest, dense wet forests, swamp woodlands and mangroves where it
feeds on insects. It builds a small, compact cup nest suspended from a tree fork about 5 m above
ground. There is unlikely to be suitable foraging habitat for the Rufous Fantail at the proposed
development site. The closest records for the Rufous Fantail are at Homebush Bay (Birds
Australia 2005-2007).

3 POTENTIAL IMPACTS

The Protected Matters Tool search indicated that 23 species of birds listed on the EPBC Act
1999 may fly over, may occur, or suitable habitat for those species may occur in the Kendall Bay
area, but as indicated earlier, the Protected Matters Tool is indicative only. Hence, comparisons
to other data were made. The desktop review of all data provided no indication that Kendall Bay
itself is an important habitat for bird species. Additionally, based on consultation with local
experts, no specific bird lists from Breakfast Point or Kendall Bay have been collated (Peter
Marsh, Southern NSW and ACT branch of Birds Australia, pers. comm.), indicating that Kendall
Bay is not an area that is deemed of high importance for surveys to be conducted.

The above desktop assessment reveals that it is unlikely that there is suitable breeding or
foraging habitat for any of the 15 species of Commonwealth or State listed birds that may occur
at or near the proposed development site. It is also very unlikely that there are significant
populations of these species present at the development site. Although the immediate proposed
development site does not appear to support important populations of listed species, it is still
worthwhile to consider the potential impact of this proposed development on listed birds in the
area. Potential impacts could arise from direct impacts (habitat loss or modification), or indirect
impacts (increase in vessel movements and noise, increase in collision risk with moored vessels
or vessels moving through the area, reduction in the quality of foraging habitat, increase in the
risk of fuel spills or sewerage contamination).
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3.1 POTENTIAL DIRECT IMPACTS

3.1.1 Loss of habitat

The location of the proposed marina development is west of the commuter ferry at Cabarita
(TLB Engineers 2007). The proposed development is comprised of a floating structure
restrained laterally by piles and a fixed jetty which is supported on piles with the deck being no
higher than 0.6m above the highest tide (Howard Bersten, TLB Engineers pers. comm.). Given
that there is very little infrastructure, and dredging is not required to construct this facility, it is
not anticipated that there will be any significant loss of habitat to birds using the proposed
development area.

It is also not anticipated that the proposed development will significantly impact any avian
habitats through changes in wave action. The existing Rivercat ferry waves affect the whole bay
(TLB Engineers 2007). The proposed site is exposed to weather conditions from the north
through to the east-southeast and is affected by waves caused by wind and vessels (TLB
Engineers 2007).

3.2 POTENTIAL INDIRECT IMPACTS

3.2.1 Increase in vessel movements and noise

There already exists a smaller marina, the Westport Marina, on the eastern side of Cabarita Park.
Given that the area is currently extensively used by both pleasure craft and commuter ferries, it is
not anticipated that any increase in vessel movements and/or noise from the proposed
development will result in a significant increase in impacts on the local avian fauna.

3.2.2 Increased risk of collisions

Collisions could potentially occur between flying birds and vessels moored at the proposed
marina or moving vessels. They could also potentially occur between birds that are foraging,
resting or moving on the river and moving vessels.

The Kendall Bay area has a substantial amount of existing development and the proposed
development is very unlikely to contribute to a significant increase in collision risk to birds in the
area. The risk of collision with moored vessels is unlikely to be significantly increased because
there is a substantial number of existing structures in this area. Of most relevance is the area of
medium density residential building behind the proposed development site (to the west of this
open space there is an area of medium density residential buildings that are two to four storeys
high and further west of these buildings there is more open space and higher rise medium density
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residential buildings, TLB Engineers 2007). These would provide a backdrop to the proposed
development and, as collisions with infrastructure often occur when structures cannot be seen
(and hence avoided by birds, see for example APLIC 1994), the backdrop of buildings will
require that birds fly above any boat masts to overfly the buildings.

There is also a large amount of existing boat traffic in the Kendall Bay area and, hence, the
proposed development is unlikely to significantly increase the collision risk to any individuals
foraging in the water. There is currently no restriction on vessel movements into and around
Kendall Bay and the Rivercat commuter ferry has a jetty west at Cabarita (TLB Engineers 2007).
Due to the amount of existing vessel movement in and around Kendall Bay, it is not anticipated
that there will be any significant increased risk of water-based bird collisions with vessels.

In addition, given the extensive amount of existing infrastructure and boat activity, it could
reasonably be assumed that any indviduals in this area are habituated to the presence of human
activity.

3.2.3 Reduction in quality of foraging habitat

As indicated above, the Kendall Bay area has undergone substantial modification to the natural
environment. The proposed marina development is in an area which does not appear to have any
significant habitat for birds, and is very unlikely to increase the risk of a significant reduction of
foraging habitat for any species.

3.2.4 Increased risk of sewerage and/or fuel contamination

While the risk of sewerage and/or fuel spill is unlikely, the implementation of management
prescriptions to lessen the likelihood of a spill and an action plan if one occurs, will minimise
any potential impacts to avian species from such an event.

4 CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

The desktop assessment of the proposed Kendall Bay marina development found that 23 species
listed under the Commonwealth EPBC Act could potentially occur at the Kendall Bay site. As
the EPBC Protected Matters Tool, from which these data were derived, is indicative only, a
review of the Birds Australia data was required. This revealed that only 13 of the 23 EPBC
listed species were documented in a 10 minute square encompassing Kendall Bay. A further two
species listed at the State level could potentially occur in the Kendall Bay area. Based on the
more specific search of survey location data (Birds Australia 2005-2007), none of the 15
Commonwealth listed or State listed species had been recorded within 1 km of the proposed
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development site and the closest recorded location for most of them was at Homebush Bay.
Overall the desktop assessment suggests that Kendall Bay does not contain important habitat for
any listed species. The closest significant bird habitat to Kendall Bay is at Sydney Olympic
Park, Homebush Bay (see Appendix 1), but this is unlikely to have important ecological
connections to the development site. Therefore, it is not thought that any individuals of listed
species which may occur on the site would constitute a significant proportion of the population
of these species. Further, the modifications to this environment as a result of the proposed
development are unlikely to result in a significant increase in any endangering processes to listed
species.

Due to the lack of data or information on bird species or habitat at Kendall Bay, it would appear
that the immediate area of the proposed Inner West Marina development does not represent
important bird habitat or support significant numbers of listed species. Given this, there does not
appear to be any grounds to justify dedicated avian surveys in this area. However, if an
important habitat or population of a listed species does occur that was not documented in the
desktop data used for this report, dedicated surveys should be undertaken.

This desktop assessment found that there is unlikely to be a signficiant impact from the proposed
development to any avian species listed under the EPBC Act or the NSW TSC Act.
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Appendix 1 Additional bird lists for the area surrounding Kendall Bay.

EREMAEA BIRDS

The Eremaea Birds is a bird atlas to which anyone can contribute. The bird list for Bicentennial
Park, Homebush Bay for the period 9/8/1089 to 9/8/2009 can be found at:

http://www.eremaea.com/SiteSpeciesList.aspx?Site=4017&From=19890809&T0=20090809&M
onthStart=1&MonthEnd=12.

SYDNEY OLYMPIC PARK

Information on the birds of Sydney Olympic Park can be found at:

http://www.sydneyolympicpark.com.au/education and learning/environment/biodiversity/birds
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1. General
1.1 Description

Inner West Marina Sydney is located in Kendall Bay on the Parramatta River in
Sydney, Australia. The street address is 16 Peninsular Drive, Breakfast point.

The Marina has the following facilities:

1. 172 wet berths for vessels ranging in sizes from 8m to 25m in length
including five destination berths;

Kiosk / cafe;

Car parking;

Sewage pump out;

Ice and minor chandlery items for vessels moored in the Marina;

Public pick up and drop off pontoon;

ogabkhwnN

The Marina layout and berth details are shown on the Marina Management Plan
Drawing (MMPOL1).

1.2 Hours of Operation
The marina berths will be accessible to vessel owners 24 hours per day.

The Marina office will operate during the following hours:

Office Summer 8.00 am to 6.00 pm 7 days per week
Winter 9.00 am to 5.00 pm 7 days per week
Kiosk All Year 7.00 am to 6.00 pm 7 days per week

There are security gates at the tops of the ramps down to the floating structures.
The gates will be fitted with a magnetic key/security card controlled access system.
Outside Marina office hours these gates will be closed. Nonetheless, vessel owners
will gain access by using a unique security key allocated to each vessel owner.

1.3 Responsibility
1.3.1 Operator

The operator is responsible for ensuring the Marina operations comply with the
Conditions of Consent and other applicable Authority requirements.

1.3.2 Manager

The Manager is responsible for ensuring that the day to day operations of the
Marina comply with the Marina Management Plan and for making Marina users
aware of their obligations when using the Marina facilities, and for ensuring Marina
users comply with the Marina rules.

1.3.3 Owners and Lessees

The owners of vessels and the lessees of berths are responsible for ensuring that
they comply with the rules of the Marina.
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1.3.4 Contact person (phone number)

Marina Manager — telephone number to be advised.

2. Noise
2.1 Rigging

Marina berth users are to observe the Marina Rules requiring them to secure all
lines, rigging and halyards so as to minimise the risk of noise from rigging slap and
the like.

In the event of rigging and halyard noise occurring upon an unattended vessel,
Marina staff may board the offending vessel for the purpose of attenuating the cause
of the noise.

2.2 Engines, Power Tools and Equipment

While vessels are moored in the Marina, the use of generators, or the running of
engines, will not be permissible for purposes other than preparing the vessels for
departure and checking that boat equipment is functioning.

The running of generators and engines for checking boat equipment, are only
permitted between 7.00am and 6.00pm.

The use of power tools by boat owners will be permitted only between 9.00am and
6.00pm Monday to Friday and 9.00am and 12.00pm on Saturdays.

Unless required for safe navigation, “bow thrusters” are not to be used in the Marina
or the approaches between 10.00pm and 7.00am.

2.3 Neighbourhood Amenity

Marina users will be directed to preserve the amenity of the Marina and surrounding
area. Signs will be erected to remind Marina users to consider the neighbours, in
particular when moving between the car parking area and the Marina.

The following activities are not permitted on vessels mooring in the marina:

No loud music.

No drinking on vessels.

No overnight stays on vessels.
No parties on vessels.

PN E

3. Lighting

The lighting for the Marina will be low voltage marina POD lighting that will turn on at
night, and motion activated spot lights.

All lighting will be shielded such that light is directed downwards onto the walking
surfaces and boats.

Bollard lights on the floating structure will turn on at dusk and turn off in the
mornings.
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It will be a requirement for mooring vessels in the Marina that, once berthed, all
navigation lights are turned off.

With the exception of bollard lights and navigation lights on the Marina, all lights on
the Marina will be turned off outside Marina operating hours.

4. Parking and Loading
4.1 Parking

A public parking area for Marina users is located near the Marina. The walking
distance from the carpark to the Marina entry point on the designated pedestrian
path is 250m.

Access to the carpark will be controlled by a boom gate, activated by a card key or
similar provided to vessel owners, and designated delivery organisations.

Small trolleys will be provided at the carpark for the transfer of goods to and from
the Marina.

4.2 Deliveries to Marina

The Marina will arrange for deliveries to the Marina by vehicle to be in light
commercial vehicles or smaller.

The Marina will direct that all delivery vehicles to park in the marina car park (Lot 53
in DP 270347) in spaces dedicated to delivery vehicles and couriers.

No delivery vehicles will be permitted to access the waterfront walk.

Small trolleys will be provided at the carpark for the transfer of goods to and from
the Marina.

These trolleys will be available for use by vessel owners and others making
deliveries to the Marina.

5. Emergency and Essential Services
5.1 Fire

Vessel owners, staff and other users are to attend education and induction sessions
in fire fighting techniques and the use of fire fighting equipment. Training and
induction sessions shall be arranged by the Marina.

There will be audible and visible alarms at the “shore end” of the Marina arms and at
the access points to the Marina on the fixed jetty. The alarms will be activated by
breaking a glass covered button located immediately outside the Marina office. The
alarms will be sufficiently loud and bright that they will be clearly discernible by
people at all berths and arms of the Marina.

It is a requirement for mooring vessels in the Marina that there is a CO, or dry
chemical hand held fire extinguisher on each vessel, as is required by NSW
Maritime for the registration of a vessel.

Selected Marina staff will attend a marine fire fighting course.
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Maintenance procedures for the Marina include scheduled testing of fire fighting
equipment and systems.

Each vessel owner will be provided with an emergency evacuation plan showing the
locations of all emergency equipment.

Personal floatation devices will be located on the floating structure for use in the
event of a fire or other emergency evacuation.

All vessels will be inspected for fuel, vapour and gas leaks. Inspections shall
include bilges, for fuel system leaks, gas equipment and lines, for integrity.

Regular inspection of fuel storage tanks, lines and mobile fuel unit for damage,
loose connections or leaks.

In the event of fire and/or explosion, appropriate emergency control procedures will
be activated. These include:
a) Notify Management, fire authorities and emergency services immediately.

b)  Quickly evacuate all persons to an Evacuation Meeting Point at which a
“muster” can be taken if required.

c) Ensure all power is cut off and fuel lines isolated.
d) Commence fire fighting activity in accordance with training instructions.

e) Where necessary, remove all surrounding mobile property, vessels and other
portable items to a safe location. DO NOT cut loose or release a burning
vessel, as such action may cause further damage or fire to other vessels in its
vicinity.

f) Prevent the spread of fire water and fire water run-off by deployment of the
booms onto the water to contain fire water area.

5.2 Evacuation

Should a situation develop where emergency evacuation of people from the Marina
is required, the Marina Manager will activate a sound alarm.

Where a safe path off the Marina is available, all people on the Marina will be
directed to go directly to the Emergency Meeting Point near the entry to the Marina
on the foreshore.

In the event that a safe path off the Marina is not available, then all people on the
Marina will be directed to go to the Emergency Evacuation Points at the ends of the
arms (refer to drawing MMPO02).

5.3 Spills

Sinking of Vessel

It will be a requirement of the Berth Agreement that the owners of the vessels supply
Management with an access key to the vessel, which is stored in the lock up box
located in the office.

Marina staff will inspect berthed vessels regularly for correct waterline position. In
the event of any vessel appearing lower than its designated water line, Marina staff
will contact the owner.
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Any vessel found to be taking water and having potential to sink will be reported to
Marina Management. If necessary it will be removed by Marina staff to shallow
water where pumps will be activated and remedial action taken to prevent sinking.

In the event of a vessel sinking, Marina staff will deploy the floating boom to ensure
containment of any fuel and oil released. Salvage operations will be overviewed by
Marina management to ensure proper containment of any fuel/oil spillage or other
solid/liquid pollutants.

Marina staff will report to Management immediately any sinking of a vessel, or any
vessel in danger thereof.

Discharge of Sewage, Bilge Water and Toxic Waste

No sewage or bilge pump-out shall be permitted to be activated in the Parramatta
River.

In the event of a leak or line rupture during sewage pump-out activities, the pump
will be stopped immediately and any spillage cleaned up by or under supervision of
Marina staff.

In the event of a sewage spill staff will deploy the floating boom in order to contain
the spread of the discharge during managed clean-up operations.

Staff will ensure that a floating boom of adequate size, together with approved fuel
and oil absorbent material in ready condition, is stored in an appropriate location
and readily deployable.

Staff will undergo training in the deployment and utilisation of the floating boom.

Staff will regularly inspect the waterway for evidence of pollution and report their
findings to Management.

Staff will ensure that an adequate supply of oil absorbent material is available for the

use in vessel bilges and during sewage pump out operations to prevent oil pollution
into the harbour in the event of spillage of bilge water.

6. Vessel Management and Navigation
6.1 Berth Allocation

The Manager shall be responsible for allocating berths for all vessels. This shall be
recorded in the Marina office showing:

= Berth Number
= Owner's / Vessels Name

Owners of vessels moored in the Marina will be required to complete and sign a
Berth Agreement Form, which sets out the requirements for mooring a vessel in the
Marina.

6.2 Mooring

A recommended mooring line and fendering arrangement will be provided to all
vessel owners. The mooring line arrangement will be designed to allow vessels
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movements to accommodate the wave climate within the Marina, while minimising
risk of damage to the vessels.

It will be a requirement of the Rules of the Marina that vessel owners moor their
vessels in accordance with the recommended mooring line arrangement.

In the event of extreme wind and wave conditions (storms), Marina staff will check
the mooring lines and, where considered necessary, add storm mooring lines.

Marina staff shall conduct regular inspections of mooring lines to check for chafing
and damage.

The use of anchors in and around the marina will not be permitted.
6.3 Navigation

All vessel owners will be given a plan of the Marina setting out the navigation
channels to and from the Marina.

All vessels will be required to depart from the Marina by remaining close to the
marina before turning east in the zone of deep water between arms 3 and 4.

Conversely, all vessels will be required to approach the Marina from the north north
west on a line close to the ends of the Marina arms.

It will be a requirement for mooring a vessel in the Marina that the maximum vessel
speed, when approaching, departing or manoeuvring in the Marina, shall be 4 knots,
unless adverse weather conditions arise which necessitate higher speeds for vessel
masters to maintain control over the vessel.

In adverse weather conditions, only one vessel will be permitted in the fairway
between berths at any one time.

For the purposes of this Management Plan, adverse weather conditions are defined
as situations where the 10 minute average wind speed is greater than 20 knots.

Predicted weather conditions as provided by the Bureau of Meteorology will be
posted on the notice board at the Marina.

7. Security and CCTV

There are eight security cameras placed on small masts at the ends of each arm.
These security cameras will monitor the arms 24 hours a day / 365 days a year and
recorded on a hard drive computer.

The Security cameras will assist in monitoring vessel movements, weather and
patrons activities.

During normal Marina hours, there will be at least one Marina staff member on site.

8. Waste and Rubbish

8.1 Solid Waste
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Clearly identifiable garbage disposal bins will be provided in the precincts of the
Marina and the buildings on the jetty.

A garbage collection service will be provided by a licensed garbage contractor for
the regular removal of the content of the garbage bins.

Bins will be moved by Marina personnel to the carpark area for garbage collection.
All bins will be closed in position.

On a daily basis staff will collect all visible garbage or other materials discharged or
blown into the Marina waters and dispose of such in the appropriate receptacles.

Cleaning of fish within the Marina or on the Marina walkways and berth fingers will
not be in accordance with the Regulations for Marina Usage.

8.2 Liquid Waste —including QOils, Bilge, Fluids

All vessels shall be inspected on arrival by Marina staff to ensure that all vessel
toilets conform with Australian Standards.

Marina staff will undertake regular inspections of the waterway for detection of
waste, debris, oil slicks, coloured dye and other matter. They will trace the source
thereof where possible and report to management.

Marina staff will observe all washdown activities. It will be a requirement that the
washing down of vessels is undertaken using water only or water with an approved
standard of bio-degradable detergent.

Staff will ensure that all waste oil is collected in approved containers and disposed
of at the designated onshore collection point.

Painting of vessels berthed at the Marina will be prohibited.

9. Public Benefits
9.1 Public Access

Public access is allowed through and around the Marina during hours of operation.
This access can be through the access gates on the western side of the jetty.

During normal hours of operation uninterrupted access is granted to the Marina
subject to the public adhering to safe and sensible behaviour as seen fit by the
management. General public access is denied outside the hours of operation.

9.2 Toilets

There are four toilets which are available for users of the Marina, three in the Kiosk
building and one in the Manager's Office. One of the toilets is tailored for and
accessible to disabled persons. This disabled toilet satisfies the requirements of the
relevant Australian Standards

9.3 Access for Disabled and Mobility Impaired Persons
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One of the features of the Marina is that there is access along a level foreshore path
to the Marina, which will satisfy the requirements for access for the mobility impaired
down to the floating structure, where again there will be a level access to vessels.

There are “destination berths” on the southern side of the jetty which will have the
facility for transferring people with specific disabilities, by special personal davit
crane, onto a vessel, as may be required from time to time, such access being
similar to the davit crane used by Sailability Australia.

9.4 Emergency Access Point

In the event of an emergency on Parramatta River which requires the transfer of
personnel or equipment to or from a vessel, there are emergency access points for
vessels at the ends of Arms 1, 2, 3 and 7. There is an emergency access point for
vehicles at the foreshore access to the Marina.

10. Complaints
10.1 Register

The manager will make him/herself available to the public for feedback and
discussion about the Marina access, operations and functions during business
hours. A suggestions box is located on the Marina office door entrance for the
Marina to collect feedback from the public.

Outside normal operating hours, complainants will be able to call a designated
number to advise of their matter. An on site manager will deal with all complaints
and in particular, but not limited to, out of hours noise complaints.

All complaints will be recorded in a register which will include a record of the action
taken to resolve the matters raised.

11. Enforcement
11.1 Marina Rules

Marina users will be given a copy of the Marina Rules. It will be a condition of the
use of the Marina that users comply with the Marina Rules.

The Marina rules will set out:

1. Accepted mooring arrangements for each vessel;

2. Navigation requirements when approaching, manoeuvring within, and departing
the Marina;

Noise limitations on vessels and when moving around the Marina, foreshore
and, to and from the carpark;

Prohibited activities;

Acceptable and prohibited behaviour;

Parking requirements;

Rubbish disposal requirements.

w

No o s

11.2 Breach of Rules
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INNER WEST MARINA MARINA MANAGEMENT PLAN

Marina users will be served with a formal letter informing them on their
infringements. This letter will act as a formal warning to rectify the infringement
within 30 days notice of the letter issue date. Failure to comply with this letter will
prompt a second and final letter/notice.

11.3 Three strikes and You're Out
Marina users that do not comply with the second warning letter will have their lease

terminated and they will be required to leave the Marina. A notice will be posted on
the Marina notice board and a final letter will be served to the user.

STATUS: PROJECT APPLICATION SUBMISSION PaGE 11 10" OcToBER, 2009
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Executive Summary

During the preparation of this Environmental Assessment, local residents and affected landowners were consulted in
accordance with the Director-General’s requirements. A community consultation website was set up at
www.innerwestmarinasydney.com.au as the focal point of the consultation process.

After extensive notification through a variety of communication channels (including letter-box drops, advertising and
publicity) to almost 340,000 residents (ABS 2006) the consultation website attracted 487 unique visitors, with 31 taking
the opportunity to register, and 15 of these electing to participate in the on-line forum and survey, to express their
views on which issues should be examined in the Environmental Assessment of the proposal.

Issues raised by participants included:

e Disclosure: Some participants questioned the previous disclosure of the marina plan to purchasers of property in
Breakfast Point Estate, including the suggestion that the original plan was for a “private” marina not a

III

“commercial” marina.

* Imposition of Costs: Some residents of Breakfast Point raised the issue of possible imposition of marina costs on
the Breakfast Point Estate for such things as maintenance of roads, footpaths and gardens.

e Potential pollution: Some participants expressed their concern over potential fuel pollution from boats, sewage
from boats, and fumes from boat engines.

¢ Noise: Participants questioned the noise generated by the proposed marina.

e Other Options: Alternative sites for additional marina berths were suggested, including Majors Bay, River Quays
and the Cabarita Marina.

e Overdevelopment of waterfront: Some participants supported the establishment of a marina, while others
claimed such a development would spoil one of the last bays on the river free of marina and moorings.

e Public Access: Some participants also expressed concern about public access and alienation from Kendall Bay,
maintaining that any marina developed should be accessible by the general public. Several participants
supported the establishment of a marina kiosk/café.

e Public Transport: Several participants supported the establishment of a ferry stop at the proposed marina.

e Remediation of Kendall Bay: Those who participated in the discussion, for or against the marina, agreed that the
bay requires urgent remediation.

e Traffic and Parking: The additional traffic and demand for parking was raised, particularly by some Breakfast
Point residents.

¢ Views: The visual impact of the marina was welcomed by some and opposed by others.

e Water Access: Some participants claimed broken promises in relation to provision of public access to the
waterways.

e Water Safety: Some participants expressed fear for safety of rowers on the river with increased marine traffic.
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Consultation Report

The Director-General’s Requirements included consultation with affected landowners and community groups.
This report outlines the consultation process and the issues raised.

Introduction

The proponent has taken a wide view of this Requirement, undertaking a consultation program with community groups
and affected landowners in the areas of:

Abbotsford, Annandale, Ashbury, Ashfield, Balmain, Birchgrove, Birkenhead Point, Breakfast Point, Burwood, Burwood
Heights, Cabarita, Camperdown, Campsie, Canada Bay, Chiswick, Concord, Concord West, Croydon, Croydon Park,
Dobroyd Point, Drummoyne, Dulwich Hill, Enfield, Enfield South, Enmore, Erskineville, Five Dock, Glebe, Haberfield,
Homebush, Homebush West, Leichhardt, Lewisham, Lilyfield, Marrickville, Mortlake, Newtown, North Strathfield,
Petersham, Putney, Rhodes, Rodd Point, Rozelle, Russell Lea, Stanmore, Strathfield, Strathfield South, Strathfield West, St
Peters, Summer Hill, Sydenham, Tempe, Tennyson Point and Wareemba.
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Community and stakeholder consultation is part of working openly with the community and other stakeholders and
providing opportunities for their views and preferences to have input into the assessment process and decision making.
It’s an important component of environmental assessment and ensures that all relevant issues are considered.

Consultation Methodology

An online community consultation website was the key communication channel employed for the community
consultation process. This online consultation tool:

¢ allows more people into the conversation, reflecting a range of views,

e identifies more issues of concern to the community as early in the lifecycle of the project as possible so that they
can be addressed by the project team expeditiously; and

e contributes to building community ownership of the outcomes.

Online consultation is an effective tool because it reaches many more people than most other methods of engagement
and is accessible to the community at any time. It’s easy, safe, respectful and well-liked by the community. The aim of
this pre-application consultation process was to make information about the proposal available to as many people as
possible, inviting interested members of the community to have their say on the issues that should be considered in this
Environmental Assessment.

The community consultation website was set up at www.innerwestmarinasydney.com.au, opening on Wednesday 17

June and ending on Friday 10 July 2009. This website provided information on the proposal and a forum through which
the community and affected landowners could submit topics that they believe should be addressed in the
Environmental Assessment and participate in the discussion with fellow community members and landowners,
effectively giving those individuals and organisations likely to have an interest in the proposal ample opportunity to
express their views surrounding the proposal.

The site was independently moderated by Dr Crispin Butteris, Co-director of Bang the Table Pty Ltd, a specialist provider
of online stakeholder engagement services. All moderation was carried out according to Bang the Table rules outlined in
its ‘Community Contract’ and was done so to ensure that the site remained a safe and relevant environment to discuss
the issues surrounding the proposal.

See ‘Attachment 1: Bang the Table Company Profile & Product Specification Document’ and
‘Attachment 2: Bang the Table Community Contract’.

Visit www.innerwestmarinasydney.com.au.
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Notification

Notification of the consultation process to the community and affected landowners was given by unaddressed mail
delivery, advertising in local press, and publicity. Notification was given by various methods to a total more than 339,250
residents (ABS 2006).

Unaddressed Mail Delivery

An unaddressed mass DL flyer letterbox drop was commissioned through Australia Post to all private delivery
points in areas surrounding Kendall Bay, including: Breakfast Point, Cabarita, Canada Bay, Concord, Five Dock,
Mortlake, Putney and Tennyson Point, totalling 12,835 delivery points and a total reach of approximately 30,973
residents (ABS 2006). The double-sided flyer notified the community that an Environmental Assessment was
being prepared for the marina proposal and their input was valued. They were directed to the website and given
the opening and closing dates of the forum.

g ® JL=E—y ® |

Inner =
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SYDNEY

Pre-Application .
Community Consultation

=

An Environmental Assessment iz being prepared
on a proposal for a new marina at Kendall Bay,

on the Parramatta River in Sydney. The proponent
has been granted permission by the Maritime
Authority of NSW to lodge an application with the
Department of Planning to construct and operate a

SYDNEY

a Tl

marina with 172 berths and associated facilitiez.

Inner.

A pre-application community consultation on the
proposal will be run from Wednesday 17 June

to Friday 10 July. During this period information
on the proposal will be available on the website
‘www. innerwestmarinasydney.com.au. Through this
website interested members of the community
will also be able to submit topics which they
beliewe should be addressed in the Environmental

Pre-Application Community Consultation
&

Aszessment.

PLEASE VISIT:
www.innerwestmarinasydney.com.au

Flyer that was distributed through Australia Post
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Distribution Map for Unaddressed Mail Delivery
See ‘Attachment 3: Australia Post Unaddressed Mail Receipt’.
Advertising

The website forum was also advertised in the Inner West Weekly, Inner West Courier and Village Voice
Drummoyne newspapers, again directing interested members of the public to 'have their say' on the website.

The Inner West Weekly, a weekly newsprint with a circulation of 52,978, is distributed to Ashbury, Ashfield,
Birkenhead Point, Burwood, Burwood Heights, Cabarita, Canada Bay, Chiswick, Concord, Concord West,
Croydon, Croydon Park, Dobroyd Point, Drummoyne, Enfield, Enfield South, Five Dock, Haberfield, Homebush,
Homebush West, Mortlake, North Strathfield, Rhodes, Rodd Point, Russell Lea, Strathfield, Strathfield South,
Strathfield West, Summer Hill and Wareemba. Advertisements were placed on the 18™ of June and the 2™ of
July 2009.
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Distribution Map for The Inner West Weekly One of the advertisements placed in The Inner West Weekly

The Inner West Courier, a glossy weekly with a circulation of 76, 986, is distributed to Abbotsford, Annandale,
Ashfield, Balmain, Birchgrove, Burwood, Cabarita, Camperdown, Campsie, Canada Bay, Chiswick, Concord,
Concord West, Croydon, Croydon Park, Dobroyd Point, Drummoyne, Dulwich hill, Enfield, Enmore, Erskineville,
Five Dock, Glebe, Haberfield, Homebush, Leichhardt, Lewisham, Lilyfield, Marrickville, Newtown, North
Strathfield, Petersham, Rodd Point, Rozelle, Russell Lea, Stanmore, Strathfield, St Peters, Summer Hill,
Sydenham and Tempe. Advertisements were placed on the 16" and 30" of June 2009.
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Distribution Map for The Inner West Courier One of the advertisements placed in The Inner West Courier

The Village Voice Drummoyne, a monthly gloss magazine with a circulation of 20,000, is distributed to
Abbotsford, Breakfast Point, Cabarita, Canada Bay, Chiswick, Concord, Drummoyne, Five Dock, Mortlake, North
Strathfield, Russell Lea and Wareemba. An advertisement was placed on the 19" of June 2009.
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Distribution Map for The Village Voice Drummoyne Advertisement placed in The Village Voice Drummoyne
See ‘Attachment 4: Press Advertising Tear Sheets’ for all press advertisement placements.
Publicity

News and editorial coverage was proactively sought in local media, including radio and local press The Inner
West Weekly, Inner West Courier and Village Voice Drummoyne. A spokesperson was made available around
the clock to answer any questions posed by the media.
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Media Release

Inner West Marina : Community Consultation
17 June 2009

Residents of Sydney's inner west have been invited to participate in a pre-
application consultation for a new marina proposed for Kendzll Bay on the
Parramatta River.

The proponent has been granted permission by the Maritime Authority of NSW to
lodge an application with the Department of Planning to construct and operate a
marina with 172 berths and associated facilities.

The pre-applicaticn forum will allow all members of the community to hawve their
say on the issues to be addressed in the Envirenmental Assessment.

The on-line consultation begins on Wednesday 17 June and will continue until to
Friday 10 July. Further information on the proposal and the forum is available on
L H:

The proposal is in response to increasing demand for berthing of wvessels in
Sydney, and west of the Harbour Bridge in particular.

The construction of the marnna will provide the general and boating public with
enhanced access to the waterway through the provision of pick up and drop off
berths, destination berths for day tripper vessels, a kicsk/café, sewage and
waste water pump-cut, parking and toilets.,

The proposed marina will also provide vessel access for those with a disability
and the mebility impaired, improving access to Sydney's watsrways for all
members of the public,

The vessels which will be accommodated in the proposed marina will range in
size from less than 8 metres up to 25 metres, with the majority of the vessels
being in the rangs 10 to 16 metres in overall length.

When completed the Environmental Assessment will be submitted to the
Department of Planning and put en display for community comment.
Further information? Call Chris Ford on

(02) 4929 2063 or 0411 423272,

Following extensive notification via Australia post, advertising and publicity, the community consultation website went
live on Wednesday 17 June and interested members of the community were invited to participate in the consultation
until Friday 10 June for consideration in this Environmental Assessment. (This site will continue to operate, however, to
enable the community discussion on this proposal to continue.)
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On-Line Consultation: Activity and Issues

487 unique users visited the website home page during the consultation period. Of these visitors, 31 registered to be
able to leave a comment, or participate in the on-line forum. 15 went on to participate in the on-line discussion.

Number of page views

4,248
Number of visits 593
Number of unique visitors 487
Number of registered visitors 31
Number of people dis/agreeing

with comments 0
Number of dis/agrees with comments 0
Average number of unique visitors
per day 20.3
Average stay time 6.07 minutes
Visitors who viewed documents 124
Visitors who viewed FAQs 9

Visitors who undertook surveys 16

The number of on-line visits to the home page peaked at 55 on 19 June 2009.
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A variety of information about the proposed marina was included on the consultation website (and available from the
home page) including location maps, proposed marina layout and photo montages. The following table records the
documents downloaded from the website.

Proposed Marina Layout
Location Map

88

70

Proposed Marina Plan 26
Proposed Plan of Marina & Location of Carpark 23

Page 10 of 79



The home page also included a survey question, which asked:

An Environmental Assessment is being prepared on the proposed Inner West Marina on the Parramatta River in
Sydney. Which issues do you think should be examined as part of the Environmental Assessment?

A total of 17 participants responded to the survey during the consultation period, as follows

Other 29% 5
Remediation 23% 4
Public Access 23% 4
Economic Impact 11% 2
Views 11% 2
Water Safety 0% 0

186 unique visitors entered the website to access other information or have their say, an average 7.8 per day.

Number of page views 3,596
Number of visits 282
Number of unique visitors 186
Number of registered visitors 23
Number of people dis/agreeing

with comments 14
Number of dis/agrees

with comments 333
Average stay time 8.93 minutes
Average number of topics

read per visit 5.70
Most popular entry point Views
Visitors who viewed documents 0
Visitors who viewed FAQs 0
Visitors who undertook surveys 0

Of the 186 unique visitors, 15 left a total of 74 comments.

Topic Title: Views

Page views 313
New votes for topic 0
New comments added 13

New agrees/disagrees on comments 55
Number of unique visitors
participating in this topic 8
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Topic Title: Remediation

Number of page views 176
New votes for topic 0
New comments added 5

New agrees/disagrees on comments 27
Number of unique visitors
participating in this topic 3

Topic Title: Public Access

Number of page views 337
New votes for topic 0
New comments added 20

New agrees/disagrees on comments 78
Number of unique visitors
participating in this topic 7

Topic Title: Water Safety

Number of page views 93
New votes for topic 0
New comments added 4
New agrees/disagrees on comments 6
Number of unique visitors

participating in this topic 3

Topic Title: Other issues

Number of page views 410
New votes for topic 0
New comments added 22

New agrees/disagrees on comments 109
Number of unique visitors
participating in this topic 9

Topic Title: Economic Impact

Number of page views 279
New votes for topic 0
New comments added 10

New agrees/disagrees on comments 58
Number of unique visitors
participating in this topic 9

Following pages are the discussion ‘threads’ for each of the individual topics... Views, Remediation, Public Access,
Economic Impact, Water Safety and Other Issues:
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On-Line Consultation: Discussion of Issues

Topic Title: Views

Page views 313
New votes for topic 0
New comments added 13

New agrees/disagrees on comments 55
Number of unique visitors
participating in this topic 8

Are there specific issues relating to the visual impact of the proposal you would like considered in the Environmental
Assessment of the Inner West Marina?

On: 18 Jun 2009 ID 22

Kendall Bay in its current undeveloped state is one of the major features of living in and around Breakfast Point as it
provides an opportunity to walk in a tranquil and very peaceful foreshore area with beautiful water views. In

my opinion it should not be given over to a large noise producing activity as proposed by the development of a 172
berth marina. Leave it in its current state; get the pollution remediated so that current and future generation can
continue to enjoy this area and its water views.

On:19 Jun 2009 ID 28

In Response To: 22

A marina is not a 'large noise producing activity'. It is not a repair yard for boats. By all means though, get the polluted
sediments properly remediated before commencing the marina.

On: 21 Jun 2009 ID 29

| think the marina will add interest to the walk and also, | hope, a place to stop and get a snack and a coffee. When in
Europe recently on a walking tour we would stop at many waterfront cafes at marinas and it was by no means smelly
and noisy. Quite the opposite.

On: 21 Jun 2009 ID 30

In Response To: 29

This is exactly my point David. With careful planning and proper public access, marinas are lovely places to visit. | think
the only delay to its commencement must be the finalising of any necessary remediation of the polluted sediment. At
low tide, the exposed mud is obviously highly polluted.

On: 24 Jun 2009 ID 36

In Response To: 30

Certainly the bay requires remediation. The sediment from the previous industry needs to be cleaned up. We do not
need another polluter to take its place! The people living at Breakfast Point do not want to look out their windows and
see sails parked directly in front of their homes. They do not want the additional 50 - 100 cars parked in their streets.
They do not want the additional noise of an extra 170+ boats coming and going at all hours. It is fine to say that while on
walks marinas were not smelly or noisy - just try living near one! Even when the boats are simply moored there is
constant noise. To place 170+ boats on the beautiful, calm waters of Kendall Bay detracts from the natural environment
- it needs to be left as it is (cleaned of pollution) with a clear view of water and birdlife, trees and parks, open sky and
city views!

On: 26 Jun 2009 ID 42
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In Response To: 36

1/ Yes, the polluted sediment should be remediated prior to marina construction.

2/ No, the view of the bay is not dictated by the new residents of Breakfast Point Estate - the broader community of
Concord, Mortlake and Cabarita are also entitled to an opinion.

3/ A dedicated car park is planned and so what if a few extra cars overflow into the other streets of Breakfast Point from
time to time - this is normal to those of us who live near sporting fields, churches, shops, etc.

4/ Marinas without repair yards are NOT noisy or smelly places. eg. Akuna Bay, even with extensive repair facilities, is
NOT a noisy or smelly place.

5/ It seems to me that some would prefer to exclude outsiders and traffic from the Estate all together. Hence, the ONLY
children’s playground is built OFFSITE in Kendall Park and Estate boat owners park their trailer-boats OFFSITE in Emily St
Mortlake!

On: 06 Jul 2009 ID 79

In Response To: 42

Although the residents of Breakfast Point (I'm not one)can't dictate the view, it's they who have to look at it, so their
views should be given substantial weight. To think a confused mass of masts and rigging and all the other visual pollution
that will come with the marina is a more pleasant outlook than what is there would be unusual, to say the least. The
marinas | see, like Akuna Bay and Elizabeth Bay, obviously degraded their surroundings and it would be arguing black is
white to refuse to see it.

On: 07 Jul 2009 ID 82

In Response To: 79

| agree that the Breakfast Point residents have the most to gain or loose from this development and any resultant
impacts, however, | honestly don't think one can assume that a marina is considered visual pollution by most people.
Some people will consider all of the built environment to be less desirable than the natural environment but | refer such
people to beautiful and inspiring examples of the built environment such as the Sydney Opera house or any piece of fine
architecture. | personally find marinas (without repair facilities) to be lovely places to view and inhabit. But then, | like
Akuna Bay and | love the scene of the CYC on Boxing day and no, | am not a yachty or boat owner.

On: 27 Jun 2009 ID 44

In Response To: 29

There are certainly many pros and cons to a marina development so adjacent to residences and the problem assuming
such a large 24/7 public marina does go ahead will be how to ensure that adverse effects and extra costs are minimised
to Breakfast Point residents and that wave disturbance to existing river bed contaminants and further diesel/oil runoffs
do not aggravate the harbour foreshore pollution issues.

On: 30 Jun 2009 ID 64

Kendall Bay is one of only two bays, and the only one west of the Harbour Bridge in the entire harbour without
moorings. It should stay like that. If a new marina is required then River Quays should be developed and the
existing moorings in the river in the vicinity of River Quays converted to a marina. It would also be easy to extend
Cabarita marina. Leave Kendall Bay free of moorings and a marina.

On: 06 Jul 2009 ID 78 Kendall Bay is a small and beautiful area enjoyed by the hundreds of people living there. The
marina will dominate it and be an eyesore to all who currently enjoy it. Who does it benefit; a relatively small number of
boat owners, most of whom probably won't live in the area. It also benefits the developer, who makes a profit and
leaves it for everyone else to suffer. I've spoken to the owners of Gunnamatta Bay marina. They tell me most boats are
seldom used. They sit at their moorings for months. Some never leave because the people who buy large boats
frequently aren't capable of driving them. They sit on them at weekends and have lunch and that's the limit of their use.
Why spoil an environment enjoyed by many for the sake of a few over-indulged individuals? Why sacrifice forever a long
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term pleasure for the short term profit of the developer? If this goes ahead it will be because money and influence
overpower community wellbeing.

On: 07 Jul 2009 ID 83

In Response To: 78

Kendall Bay should be enjoyed by more than just 'the hundreds of people living there'. One mans 'eyesore' is another
mans picture postcard.

On: 08 Jul 2009 ID 84

Some time last year the Director of NSW Maritime , on radio 2KY fishing program stated: “There are no plans for a
marina to be built at Kendall Bay" So now we will have yet another "floating cement football field" added to our
struggling river. | am also sure this structure will be for the exclusive use of Breakfast Point residents eventually.

Topic Title: Remediation

Number of page views 176
New votes for topic 0
New comments added 5

New agrees/disagrees on comments 27
Number of unique visitors
participating in this topic 3

Are there specific issues relating to remediation you would like considered in the Environmental Assessment of the
Inner West Marina proposal?

On: 18 Jun 2009 ID 20
There are many good reasons why this proposal should not be approved by our NSW Government:
e The remediation of the pollution made in Kendall Bay in the past by industrial activity needs to be carried out
immediately and such remediation will not be done effectively if a marina is constructed, may be never.
e The impact of this pollution on my health and the quality of my life is unsure, except that we have been told by
the EPA that close contact with the water should be avoided.
e Given these circumstances the thought of the NSW Government approving this proposal is in my view not acting
in the best interests of our community.
e The pollution of Kendall Bay needs to be cleaned up now for my future and that of generations to come. We
have a chance to address this issue now and we should take it. After it is clean up, Kendall Bay should be kept as
it is and not turned over to commercial purposes for use by a privileged few.

On: 19 Jun 2009 ID 27

In Response To: 20

Why should the remediation be a reason to not allow the marina? Surely the marina could follow the proper
remediation of the bay.

On: 29 Jun 2009 ID 51

The proposed remediation of part of the Bay by AGL is yet to be approved or agreed. The AGL proposal does not answer
some fundamental questions concerning the pollution in the bay and this particularly relates to the area to be
remediated being far too small, how a marina will impact on the area that is remediated and therefore the effectiveness
of the remediation over time, how will the marina development deal with the residual pollution located beneath the
marina and in the vessel paths from and to the marina.
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| understand the developer proposes some form of matting be placed on the sub sea floor, how is this effective in
stablising the pollution in the bay, how will large vessels affect the long term viability of the matting (noting that the bay
is relatively shallow). The bay is relatively active as is evidenced by the large amount of coal pieces that are deposited
around the edge during storm and rain periods. How will the proposals affect this pollution? How does the developer
intend to maintain the marina over the years as each time a pylon needs replacing pollution escapes into the
surrounding water.

No development or approval of the marina should take place until the AGL remediation has been completed and the
results known.

On:30Jun 2009 ID 56
In Response To: 51
| agree that no construction should commence until the bay is properly remediated.

On: 30Jun 2009 ID 60

When the old AGL wharf was removed, all that was removed were the parts of the wharf that could be seen. Old timbers
and coal have been left on the footprint of the old wharf in the bay and no effort was made to remove any of this
pollution.

No coal that was lost off the wharf or from vessels over the period of the gas works has ever been removed from the sea
floor of Kendall Bay. This coal is regularly deposited along the shore of Kendall Bay during storms or periods of the river
in flood. | invite anyone interested to walk beneath the mangroves to see the amount of coal that moves back and
forwards beneath the mangroves and back into the bay. There are no current proposals to clean up this pollution. This
coal combines with residual tar from the gas works and leaves aromatic hydrocarbons which can be smelt regularly in
the vicinity of the sea wall in front of the Waterfront Park. This is unacceptable.

Topic Title: Public Access

Number of page views 337
New votes for topic 0
New comments added 20

New agrees/disagrees on comments 78
Number of unique visitors
participating in this topic 7

On: 17 Jun 2009 ID 6
Full public access must be available to ALL wharves of the marina complex. Such access ensures that the development
becomes a local asset instead of an exclusive club.
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On: 18 Jun 2009 ID 21

In Response To: 16

Construction of a marina will impact existing and future residents significantly by creating a great big parking lot for
boats that will generate excessive noise (24x7), create pollution by dumping raw sewage into the harbor, interfere with
local rowing club activities and create excessive traffic movements in and around the marina in an area which has not
been designed for a large commercial 172 berth marina.

On: 24 Jun 2009 ID 35

In Response To: 21

Strongly agree with Strobe. The streets in Breakfast Point are private roads. The upkeep is paid for by the residents. If a
carpark for 58 vehicles is built and anyone and everyone can use the roads to access the 170+ berth marina (and ferry
stop)- how much damage is going to be done to the local roads. Will 58 car spaces be sufficient for the size of the marina
— how many visitors will park on the surrounding roads causing traffic/parking congestion? Won't this add to the
pollution in the local area - noise, petrol fumes, garbage... The area was designed for residential use only! A marina

will spoil the natural beauty and serenity of the area.

On: 27 Jun 2009 ID 43

In Response To: 16

Since this proposed marina is adjacent and so close to existing Breakfast Point residents, it is not appropriate for any
large commercial marina BUT if it does go ahead the wharves should NOT be locked off and be made exclusive to berth
lessees so that residents are prevented from walking out on them.

On: 30 Jun 2009 ID 67

In Response To: 16

| think the proposed ferry wharf as part of the marina is a great idea. It will be a great asset for locals as a public
transport point to the city and hopefully other locations.

On: 01 Jul 2009 ID 69

In Response To: 67

This was part of an earlier plan but the developer resisted the logical step of designing to include busses to loop through
the site via the ferry stop. Maybe it's still possible though.

On: 29 Jun 2009 ID 47

In Response To: 12

This public marina will be the only public marina attached to private land in NSW. The private land owners receive no
benefit except the costs of maintaining their private land for the benefit of the public. There should no public access as
this should be a private marina.

If any part of the marina is to provide public access it must be fully maintained by the owners of the marina and not the
Breakfast Point Community. However all members of the public who access any part of the marina that is required to
provide public access they must first use land and facilities the property (or responsibility of in the case of the walkway)
of the Breakfast Point Community which are paid for solely by the Breakfast Point Community. This is completely unfair
and inappropriate.
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On:30Jun 2009 ID 53

In Response To: 47

Sarah, don't you realise that this marina will be accessible via a PUBLIC waterfront and roads that are open to the
public? Local residents fought for a development that was not 'gated' but part of the local community. Your attitudes
run counter to this. You are quite happy to have a marina, as long as it is PRIVATE and exclusive. Such marinas are
merely clubs for rich kids and their toys. Kendall Bay is larger than the newly created estate of Breakfast Point. It is a
special place for those of us from Cabarita, Mortlake and Concord as well.

On: 30 Jun 2009 ID 63

In Response To: 53

| suggest you have completely misunderstood what a marina is and does. It will not matter whether the marina is public
or private in relation to access to parts of the marina by the public. Any marina will have a public access arm which may
or may not have a kiosk. Most other arms will be secured and only pen owners will have access. The current suggestion
is that one arm will have some overnight pens and will not be secured which infers you may be able to walk along beside
vessels attached to these positions. This could equally apply to a private marina. There is no substantial difference in the
look of a private or public marina, but a private marina, is simply a marina restricted to resident owners of the Breakfast
Point Community. This will more effectively allow the Breakfast Point Community to manage problems arising from the
use of the marina, noise, out of hours access, rubbish, servicing, rattling halyards, parking etc. All these issues are much
more difficult if not impossible to manage if the marina is a public marina with non resident boat owners. | suggest to
you that all marinas by their very nature are exclusive. Other than the provision of some public access the proposed
Kendall Bay marina will be the same as the Cabarita marina, which is an exclusive public marina with very little public
access. Cabarita marina has the great advantage that it is not directly attached or next to any private land including the
Edgewood development. Indeed it is a significant distance from the nearest residence. Cabarita marina could easily be
extended and not further impact on Edgewood. | have not called for, nor have | heard any other residents of Breakfast
Point call for the community to be gated. We all value being part of postcode 2137. Everyone is welcome to use our
public access assets and the waterfront walkway at our cost. It seems to me you are seeking to erect walls between the
rest of postcode 2137 and Breakfast Point where no walls exist.

On: 04 Jul 2009 ID 73

In Response To: 53

Marina are you employed by or do you or will you receive any direct financial benefit from Rose Corp or any of its
associated entities? Let lay our cards on the table here. The point that was made, which you seem to continually skirt
around is that while the BP community roads, nature strips and open spaces are open to the public, and that’s great,
they are maintained at the sole expense of the BP community association (i.e. BP owners). Canada Bay council and
outside

visitors pay no money maintaining the roads etc. With such a large commercial marina there of course will be a
significant impact on this BP maintained infrastructure due to increased traffic, and the costs of maintaining the BP
community maintained roads etc will rise for the BP community. This increased cost will be borne solely by the BP
community. It that reasonable? If suddenly your property was opened up as a public thoroughfare how would you feel
having to pay to maintain it? As for your point about 'doing research' before purchasing, | did. | read thoroughly the
revised 2005 BP concept plan before | purchased, and NO mention is made of the marina. | also was told the proposal
was for a small marina by sales staff.
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On: 06 Jul 2009 ID 77

In Response To: 73

Greg, do you assume that anyone in favour of the marina is directly linked to the developers who will profit from this
marina? I'm a long standing local resident who attended all the meetings to enable approval of your estate.
Unfortunately, forums like this are dominated by new residents who are against the marina and, through no fault of
their own, are unaware of the history of the design and the proposed marina. Most existing locals don't know and don't
care. You will also note in some of my other comments that | make some rather unfavourable comments about the
developer as well. When the original masterplans were being drawn up, the locals would have preferred that the site
was developed with normal free standing houses in normal streets such as those built on the northern side of Bishop St.
This would have avoided the community title that you struggle with even though, by your own admission, you knew how
such systems work and that there would be a marina as part of the plan prior to purchasing. Outsiders also miss the
additional shops that were originally planned along the foreshore adjacent to the marina. The foreshore can be a more
vibrant place to visit for the broader community than it is currently. Let's not settle for the ambience of an exclusive over
55's development.

On: 08 Jul 2009 ID 85

In Response To: 77

Marina. For a start | am NOT over 55 at all, or anything like it. If you took an interest in Breakfast Point as a community
you would realise that it consists of people form all ages and backgrounds. | am a regular working person with a
mortgage and bills the same as lots of other residents here. | am not rich or 'elite' by any stretch of the imagination.

| pay rates the same as you, and pay BP community levies for the upkeep of BP community infrastructure, which, and |
emphasis this point, you do not. | do not begrudge you access to BP community maintained infrastructure at all. As | said
previously, NO mention of a marina is made in the 2005 master plan at all. If anything the sales staff mentioned a small
private marina was planned and brushed of concerns. If | had known that a major commercial marina was planned |
might well have decided not to purchase. Please do not twist my words.

| strongly object to levies which | and my fellow BP residents pay being used to pay for increased maintenance of BP
community infrastructure from increased traffic from the marina. Tell me Mr Marina, would you agree to an increase of
your rates to pay the increased costs to upkeep BP community roads and other infrastructure due to significantly
increased traffic flows in Breakfast Point if the marina goes ahead. You seem very keen for it to be built so | presume you
must be happy to take on a share of the increased upkeep costs.

On: 09 Jul 2009 ID 86

In Response To: 85

Greg, thank you for not 'begrudging' me access. | apologise, during such access, for mistakenly observing the average
appearance and age of the residents as over 55.

If you were mislead by sales staff, you would have a legal right to challenge the marina plan. Honestly, why don't you, as
a group, exercise this right?

Such a challenge is conspicuous by its absence from the protester's actions and | suspect that it is because anyone who
did their due diligence already knew of the plans.

As well, BP residents should be able to insist that some of the considerable income from this commercial enterprise be
directed to covering maintenance costs of BP infrastructure. | suspect this is already the plan.

It will probably be cost neutral to BP residents.

As far as your costs of living where you choose, do you realise that your council rates for your dwelling would be a
fraction of those existing residents surrounding you?. In fact I'd bet that your combined council and community title
rates are far less than my council rates alone. New purchasers at BP need to accept that they are responsible for their
costs and stop resenting it.

Can you guarantee me that, once built, you will never partake of the wonderful amenity of this facility? | bet you beat
me to it!

On: 26 Jun 2009 ID 40
In Response To: 35
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Alarmist exaggerations designed to exclude the enjoyment of spaces that are, and should remain, open to the general
public. Such attitudes only serve to create a divide between those new residents within the Breakfast Point Estate and
the existing residents of surrounding suburbs who attended all the early Council meetings to approve a new
development with PUBLIC access. Some respondents could do with a local history lesson.

On: 24 Jun 2009 ID 37

In Response To: 21

Strobe you obviously have no interest in boats or Sydney Harbour. It has been illegal for over 9 years to dump raw
sewage from boats into Sydney harbour. | do think though that noise after 10pm and before 6am should be controlled.

On: 28 Jun 2009 ID 46

In Response To: 37

| am aware of the law concerning sewage from boats however having the law does not stop this terrible practice by
some.

| understand that the proposed marina will not have pump-out sewage facilities and therefore it is reasonable to assume
that sewage will be dumped in Kendall Bay by some of the 172 boats.

On: 30 Jun 2009 ID 52

In Response To: 46

Strobe, you would do well to read the background information regarding this proposal. Under FAQ's it clearly states that
a sewage pump out facility is part of the plan or are you intentionally trying to mislead?

| am also aware that sewage release into the harbour is very uncommon as it is actually very difficult to conceal in calm
waterways such as Kendall Bay.

On: 29 Jun 2009 ID 48

In Response To: 37

If there is to be a marina (private or public) it should have a sewage pump out facility and only vessels with holding tanks
should be permitted to be moored in the pens. The pump out facility should also not have any cost and be part of the
general costs of maintaining the services to ensure as best any manager can that vessels use the pump out. It may be
illegal to pump sewage into the harbour but there is no enforcement of the law. The rules of operation of the marina
should provide that owners who dump rubbish in the bay or do not use the pump out can be penalised.

It may well be the developer intends to place such restrictions on vessel owners using the proposed facility but of course
the developer has completely failed to consult with the residents so we do not know.

Topic Title: Water Safety

Number of page views 93
New votes for topic 0
New comments added 4
New agrees/disagrees on comments 6

Number of unique visitors
participating in this topic 3

The safety of all water users is important to us and we've given consideration to this issue, but if you are a water user,
we want to hear from you about any specific safety issues that you believe need to be addressed.

On: 30 Jun 2009 ID 59
The use of recreational vessels on Sydney Harbour is now almost its primary purpose. The developer has made it clear
for many years the water and Kendall Bay were major assets for the use of all residents of Breakfast Point (and other
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members of the public granted access to Breakfast Point Community assets) yet the developer has done nothing to
encourage or assist residents to use the waters of Kendall Bay. 5 years ago we were told by the developer and its sales
staff that the old AGL wharf was to be reduced in height and access to be available to all residents including steps to the
water. Without consultation or discussion the wharf was removed (or at least that part of the wharf that was above
mean high water mark).

Nothing other than a large commercial marina is now proposed to replace the wharf. There is no safe way to access
Kendall Bay from Breakfast Point other than across the highly polluted mud flats from the beach in front of Kendall Inlet.
The boat shed and ramp are but figments of the imagination of the developer (although supported by representations
over many years) which may or may not ever materialise.

There are no public wharves (except at Pelican Point) in this area which anyone can load and unload people safely from
vessels. Large commercial ferries can use (between rivercat services) Cabarita wharf but the wharf has no safe facilities
for leisure vessels.

The developer always indicated that it intended that the wharf and subsequently when the old AGL wharf was no longer
a possibility that it would construct a wharf similar to that at Cape Cabarita to allow people to use the water. Nothing
has ever taken place and there is no safe place to tie up a vessel at Breakfast Point or in the immediate vicinity.

| note that about 12 months ago the Cape Cabarita Community installed security gates on their "public" wharf so it is
also no longer available for use.

On: 10 Jul 2009 ID 88
In Response To: 59
Public access is covered in the marina plan as per the following excerpt:
e Enhanced access to the waterway through the provision of pick up and drop off berths
e Enhanced waterway experiences through the provision of day tripper berths
e Enhanced experience of the foreshore and enhanced community experience through the provisions of the jetty
and kiosk for informal get togethers
e Access for people with disabilities to vessels at public berths
Uninformed generalisations do not assist the debate.

On: 10 Jul 2009 ID 87

This section of the Parramatta River is used for rowing training by a large number of school and adult rowers. The
addition of 172 powered vessels moored in Kendall inlet will make the river less safe.

Large powered vessels can swamp rowing shells even if they are travelling within speed limits.

The cumulative effect of developments west of the Harbour Bridge on the sport of rowing need to be taken into
account. Developments in Glebe Bay, and the Iron Cove Bridge duplication have cut into traditional rowing courses. This
development will mar the last of the river's low impact recreational areas.

On: 10 Jul 2009 ID 89

In Response To: 87
Rowing routes will be considered in the approval process.
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Topic Title: Other issues

Number of page views 410
New votes for topic 0
New comments added 22

New agrees/disagrees on comments 109
Number of unique visitors
participating in this topic 9

We believe we've identified the main issues, however, if you would like to raise any other matter, please do so here.

On: 17 Jun 2009 ID 17

To many locals who understand that the marina was part of the original master-plan, its presence will be welcome
because of the interest and vibrancy that it will add to this area of the site. Indeed, such assets were amongst the
inducements to persuade locals to approve the original development. We have tolerated many years of dust and odours
waiting for this site to complete the features that appeal to the broader community.

My only concern is that the site is possibly slightly oversized towards the eastern encroachment into Kendall Bay.
Otherwise, | say bring it on!

On: 18 Jun 2009 ID 19

In Response To: 17

Construction of a 172 berth marina was never put forward by the developers of Breakfast Point. Construction of a
marina of this size will impact existing and future residents significantly by creating a great big parking lot for boats that
will generate excessive noise (24x7), create pollution by dumping raw sewage into the harbor, interfere with local
rowing club activities and create excessive traffic movements in and around the marina in an area which has not been
designed for a large commercial marina.

On: 19 Jun 2009 ID 25

In Response To: 19

New residents may not be aware that the marina has always been part of the plan. A vocal minority of residents will
raise all sorts of concerns to retain their exclusive use of the area but suggesting that 'raw sewage' will be released into
the harbour smacks of desperation.

On:19Jun 2009 ID 26

In Response To: 25

No one at present has "exclusive use" of the foreshore and pathways of Kendall Bay as this area is public asset and as
such provides public access to this area. In my view it should remain so and not leased by the NSW Government to a
commercial enterprise which will operate a 24hour x 7day 172 berth marina.

On: 06 Jul 2009 ID 75

In Response To: 25

| can only assume that this person is directly linked to the developers who will profit from this marina as | have yet to
meet a local who holds similar views to this person.
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On: 06 Jul 2009 ID 76

In Response To: 75

Well you'd be wrong. Do you assume that anyone in favour of the marina is 'directly linked to the developers who will
profit from this marina'? I'm a long standing local resident who attended all the meetings to enable approval of your
estate. Unfortunately, forums like this are dominated by new residents who are against the marina and, through no fault
of their own, are unaware of the history of the design and the proposed marina.

You will also note in some of my other comments that | make some rather unfavourable comments about the developer
as well.

On: 06 Jul 2009 ID 80

In Response To: 76

It doesn't matter whether the forum attracts new or old residents. Whatever considerations there were in the initial
stages are irrelevant to the question of what is the best way forward at this point, a marina or no marina?

On: 07 Jul 2009 ID 81

In Response To: 80

The past is not irrelevant because the past included plans for a marina. It is not a new proposal. It is a part of the overall
development that gave something back to the broader community and something that | have personally looked forward
to from day one. It suits some to ignore the fact that a marina has always been part of the development.

On: 29 Jun 2009 ID 49

In Response To: 17

All original plans and submissions for the Breakfast Point development (e.g. the 1999 plan and 2002 master plan)
included a small marina. At no time was any indication given by the developer, or the Council that the marina would be a
massive public marina. All indications from the developer and its sales staff was that it would be a larger version
(commensurate with the size of the development) of the marina and wharf located at Cape Cabarita, which is of course
a private marina. Only when the current government moved the goal posts in 2005 did the opportunity present itself to
the developer to change the marina into a public marina. This will be only public marina attached to private land in NSW.
All the costs of maintaining the surrounding public access areas to the marina are to the account of the Breakfast Point
Community, not to the marina owner(s) and not to the general community. If you require a public marina why not
expand the existing public marina at Cabarita, or connect the new Kendall Bay marina to Cabarita Park along the new
walkway. It is unfair to connect a large public marina to the private land of the Breakfast Point Community.

On: 30 Jun 2009 ID 54

In Response To: 49

All residents of Breakfast Point bought in the knowledge of the current plans for the Bay.
Your greatest concern appears to be that it is to be public and not private.

I think we should just add security gates to all access points for the Breakfast Point Estate.

On:30Jun 2009 1D 61

In Response To: 54

Clearly you have no concept of what constitutes the Breakfast Point Community and its obligations to provide public
access to its assets. No owner of Breakfast Point purchased their property with the knowledge that there would be a
large commercial marina constructed in Kendall Bay and connected to their land. Breakfast Point has never been nor
intended to be a gated community. | have never heard any calls by owners to make it a gated community. The opening
of the waterfront throughout Canada Bay Council and indeed throughout the rest of the city is fully supported by
Breakfast Point residents but like so many other things the privilege of its use needs to be understood by all users, in the
same way | appreciate other communities providing me access to their waterfront. | do not support any commercial
marina attached to the Breakfast Point Community.
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On: 30 Jun 2009 ID 66

In Response To: 49

If the marina has been on the drawing boards since 1999 and then 2002 and you knew about it at that point, then |
figure you are in favour of it . Like you | am in favour of a private marina like the one at Cape Cabarita and | would
suggest the same proportion of boats to houses as Cape Cabarita would be fair.

On: 01 Jul 2009 ID 70

In Response To: 66

There is no more justification of using Kendall Bay as a private marina for use only by residents of the Breakfast Point
Estate as there is of having a private marina in Kendall Bay for the exclusive use of, say, Mortlake residents. PUBLIC OR
NOTHING!

On: 24 Jun 2009 ID 32

There was a totally different indication of a marina given to me by sales people. It was going to be a smaller private
marina. | thought | could put up with that. Not a 24/7 commercial enterprise, kiosks and the like. The Developers have
made a good enough killing, let it go at that.

On: 24 Jun 2009 ID 33

In Response To: 32

Existing residents of Cabarita, Mortlake and Concord would have fought tooth and nail against a private marina. The
public marina is an aspect of the development that many 'outsiders' have been looking forward to as well.

| do not expect the kiosk to be allowed to open 24/7. However, | don't believe the marina should be constructed if its
presence will impede the pollution remediation.

On: 29 Jun 2009 ID 50

In Response To: 33

What do you understand is a private marina? | understand it to be a marina that would be restricted to existing owners
of property in Breakfast Point.

This does not mean that the marina could or would not have a public jetty, with or without a kiosk. If the costs and
problems of amenities (noise, parking, serving of boats, access to boats 24/7) of a marina fall only on the residents of
Breakfast Point why should not we object to the location and attachment of a large public marina?

As residents of the postcode 2137 we are part of the whole community. | do not wish to see a gated community but
everyone needs to recognise that the benefits all residents of postcode 2137 receive by accessing the assets of the
Breakfast Point Community are only paid for by the owners of property in the Breakfast Point Community.

On: 30Jun 2009 ID 55

In Response To: 50

Sarah, | would genuinely like to know if such costs are to be imposed on the Breakfast Point Estate or are to be covered
by the income of the marina itself? If anyone could shed (informed) light on this, it would be most welcome.

As far as 2137 residents enjoying the 'assets' of your estate, this is a 2-way street as your new residents enjoy all existing
assets outside of the estate.

Indeed, why is there not one children’s play area WITHIN the site? Why do your residents park their boats in Emily St
instead of onsite? Why does the estate impose fishing restrictions on the public waterfront? Why does the estate not
permit local sporting codes to use the oval? Why do some of your people resent a public marina? Such actions are seen
as exclusive and elitist.

On:30Jun 2009 ID 62

In Response To: 55

The residents of the Breakfast Point Community are residents of Canada Bay and pay their rates and have the same
rights as all other residents of the municipality. Other than Breakfast Point community residents no other members or
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residents of Canada Bay pay to maintain the sea wall, or the waterfront park, or the waterfront walkway, or the gardens
or the oval. | wish that we did not have to put up signs requesting people not fish from our property. Unfortunately the
mess that is left by fishermen is our problem and our cost. If people had been responsible and not caused any problems
the issue would not have arisen.

The residents of Breakfast Point would like to make their oval available to local clubs, however all the costs of
maintaining the oval fall entirely to the residents of the Breakfast Point Community. How do you balance the interests of
all local residents against those that must pay for the maintenance of the asset?

If the Breakfast Point Community installs a children's playground it must bear the liability of the playground. Councils
unfortunately are much able to buy this insurance for the benefit of all residents of postcode 2137. | welcome the new
playground in Kendall Park and | thank Bryan Rose for the generous contribution the developer made to the equipment.
It is not elitist for the Breakfast Point Community to support the Kendall Park play area rather than a similar area on
Breakfast Point Community land, it is just a matter of sensible risk management.

It is also not elitist not to support a public marina connected to Breakfast Point Community land. This is not a matter of
"not in my backyard". It is simply unfair to impose all the problems of the management and the costs of a public marina
on the Breakfast Point Community. | would prefer to see Kendall Bay remain mooring and marina free. | suggest that if a
public marina is justified or required in our area that other alternatives are better, such as River Quays and the area of
the moorings next to River Quays.

River Quays has the advantage that it already has infrastructure in place.

The other obvious alterative is extending the existing Cabarita marina which also has existing infrastructure. If a
greenfield site is required | suggest Majors Bay which is surrounded by large tracts of public land that could easily and
economically support the on shore requirements of a marina.

There is simply no necessity to locate a public marina from the existing Breakfast Point Community.

On: 30 Jun 2009 ID 65

In Response To: 62

What research did any new Breakfast Point resident conduct prior to purchase if they did not know about the marina, or
the scale thereof? If as a group they feel mislead, they would have the right to legally challenge this proposal. All the 'No
Marina' participants should test the validity of their claims in court, or accept their lot.

Surely the Breakfast Point community would not be expected to cover the running costs of the marina. Surely this must
be well and truly covered by the income of the enterprise.

| look forward to the injection of some activity and life to this area. Such assets avoid the place appearing as a
retirement village or over 55's development. Do the new residents know that apart from a marina, there were plans for
several shops along the foreshore? This would have been lovely as well.

On: 02 Jul 2009 ID 72

In Response To: 62

| fully support this well articulated response from Sarah, which | believe sums up the many problems which will come
with any form of Marina.

The only other issue of concern which is not fully covered is the one of the contaminated riverbed which | imagine will
become disturbed with the movement of boats and the like.

| have purchased in the area because it is a beautiful area, reasonably quiet, peaceful and with access to major shopping
areas without them being at the back door. It upsets me to think of the significant traffic increase which will occur in the
area, and for what, to provide more money in the pockets of developers who have changed the goal posts every step of
the way.

This marina, public or private, is simply another example of Rose Group operating with its usual lack of regards for
anyone other than their hip pocket. | am totally opposed to any form of marina.

On: 24 Jun 2009 ID 38
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| often do the waterfront walk to Cabarita Ferry and feel it would be a great amenity for the local residents if it was
possible to have a coffee shop incorporated into the marina so on those beautiful Sydney mornings we could enjoy
breakfast by the water rather than just walking by it.

On: 30 Jun 2009 ID 57

When | look at the plans and photos it appears they have been designed to minimise the impact of this marina proposal.
Count the pens in the plan, there's not 170. Take a walk and have a look at D'Albora's marina at Cabarita. Its not 170
boats and look how big it is.

This proposed marina will dominate Kendall Bay and take away one of the last clear bays on the river.

Topic Title: Economic Impact

Number of page views 279
New votes for topic 0
New comments added 10

New agrees/disagrees on comments 58
Number of unique visitors
participating in this topic 9

There is a high demand for suitable berths in Sydney Harbour, especially west of the Harbour Bridge. Please identify
any issues relating to the economic impact of the proposal here.

On: 18 Jun 2009 ID 18

The pollution needs to be cleaned up now for my future and that of generations to come. We have a chance to address
this issue now and we should take it. After it is clean up, Kendall Bay should be kept as it is and not turned over to
commercial purposes for use by a privileged few.

On: 18 Jun 2009 ID 23
In Response To: 18
Strongly agree with strobe's statement

On:30Jun 2009 ID 68

In Response To: 23

The inner west is very under represented in available berths and any competition to Cabarita Marina would be a good
thing. | would also think that part of the rent generated by the marina could be used to fix any issues in the bay.

On: 01 Jul 2009 1D 71

In Response To: 68

Yes, | agree. Surely the new marinas considerable income could cover its own running costs and not impose on the
Breakfast Point Community.

On: 19 Jun 2009 ID 24

In Response To: 18

Breakfast Point does not own Kendall Bay and some of its residents would like the 'privilege' of not having to share the
foreshore and bay with the broader community.

On: 27 Jun 2009 ID 45

In Response To: 24

Breakfast Point residents are well aware that they do NOT own Kendall Bay and as such the community areas and
harbour foreshores are open to members of the general public. However the general public should appreciate that it is
the residents who pay to maintain the roads, footpaths and gardens and therefore they should have a considerable say
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in any adjacent developments that impact on the costs to maintain as well as the visual amenities they paid for in buying
into Breakfast Point.

On: 04 Jul 2009 ID 74
In Response To: 24
Rose Corp does not own Kendal Bay either

On: 24 Jun 2009 1D 31
In Response To: 18
| also strongly agree with 'Strobe’.

On: 24 Jun 2009 ID 34

In Response To: 18

Care needs to be taken with the clean up of the bay so that no pollutants are disturbed. The bay should be kept as a
natural marine environment without an array of vessels polluting the environment. The movement, noise, fumes,
garbage and sheer volume of traffic can only harm the natural environment!

On: 30Jun 2009 ID 58

No one owns Sydney Harbour. The residents of Breakfast Point do not own Kendall Bay, nor do potential boat owners.
The construction of a further marina in the western harbour if required can be constructed anywhere the NSW Maritime
determines. The best economic model for a marina is extending the existing Cabarita marina which already has the
infrastructure to support a marina. The owners of River Quays sought and obtained a DA to re-develop their marina but
the requirements of NSW Maritime were such that the development was uneconomic. In my opinion this is the best
location for a new marina in the area and has the best economics as again there is already infrastructure in place. The
re-organisation of the moorings and the connection of the marina to land outside of the Breakfast Point Community
would not impact on the costs of the Community. There are already boats on moorings in this vicinity. This would allow
the preservation of Kendall Bay as the only bay west of the Harbour Bridge free of moored boats. Why not develop a
marina in Majors Bay which has adequate public land surrounding the bay to provide the required parking and other
shore based facilities? Why not develop Kendall Bay marina from the western side of Cabarita Park if Kendall Bay is the
best site? This location would require a parking and shore based facilities located in the park. There are many
opportunities to develop a marina (if it is required) other than connecting a marina to the Breakfast Point Community.
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Topic Title: Website Feedback

24 Jun 2009

Suggestion:

Any environmental assessment must include the impact of cross-contamination of toxic residues from construction and
operation of such a large marina to other parts of the river (particularly if the Jemena clean-up of Kendall Bay predates
construction of the marina). It must also address the social and visual amenity impacts on the surrounding residents of
Breakfast Point and Kendall Inlet and it must assess the degree to which these residents who will be most affected are in
agreement or not with construction and 24/7 operation of a 177 berth public marina. It is these residents who will have
to bear the brunt of the increased traffic, wear & tear on access roads, noise from 24/7 use of the facilities and reduced
visual amenity. There is also the impact on other users of the river such as rowers, sailors, etc.

Certainly very few if any of the surrounding residents will want to look out on hundreds of diesel driven power boats as
opposed to the river water itself.
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On-Line Consultation: Conclusion

After extensive notification the consultation website attracted 487 unique visitors, with 31 taking the opportunity to
register, 15 of these electing to participate in the on-line forum and survey, to express their views on which issues
should be included in the Environmental Assessment of the proposal.

Issues raised by participants included:

e Disclosure: Some participants questioned the previous disclosure of the marina plan to purchasers of property in
Breakfast Point Estate, including the suggestion that the original plan was for a “private” marina not a
“commercial” marina.

* Imposition of Costs: Some residents of Breakfast Point raised the issue of possible imposition of marina costs on
the Breakfast Point Estate for such things as maintenance of roads, footpaths and gardens.

e Potential pollution: Some participants expressed their concern over potential fuel pollution from boats, sewage
from boats, and fumes from boat engines.

¢ Noise: Participants questioned the noise generated by the proposed marina.

e Other Options: Alternative sites for additional marina berths were suggested, including Majors Bay, River Quays
and the Cabarita Marina.

e Overdevelopment of waterfront: Some participants supported the establishment of a marina, while others
claimed such a development would spoil one of the last bays on the river free of marina and moorings.

e Public Access: Some participants also expressed concern about public access and alienation from Kendall Bay,
maintaining that any marina developed should be accessible by the general public. Several participants
supported the establishment of a marina kiosk/café.

e Public Transport: Several participants supported the establishment of a ferry stop at the proposed marina.

e Remediation of Kendall Bay: Those who participated in the discussion, for or against the marina, agreed that the
bay requires urgent remediation.

e Traffic and Parking: The additional traffic and demand for parking was raised, particularly by some Breakfast
Point residents.

¢ Views: The visual impact of the marina was welcomed by some and opposed by others.

e Water Access: Some participants claimed broken promises in relation to provision of public access to the
waterways

e Water safety: Some participants expressed fear for safety of rowers on the river with increased marine traffic.

Visit www.innerwestmarinasydney.com.au to review continuing discussion.

See ‘Attachment 5: Online Community Consultation Report’ from Bang the Table.
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Attachment 1: Bang the Table Company Profile & Product Specification
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Attachment 4: Press Advertising Tear Sheets

Attachment 5: Online Community Consultation Report
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Attachment 1: Bang the Table Company Profile & Product Specification
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Engage your stakeholders online

Bang the Table Pty Ltd is a specialist provider of online stakeholder
engagement services. We work at the intersection of the latest web
technologies and best practice stakeholder engagement to deliver
interactive communications solutions that can be hosted on our
website or branded with our client's identity.

Cur webpoge femplate features:

Bangsable ¥

A sophisticated interactive farsm linking L]
discussion fopics to library items, project team
members, key dates, surveys and extemal

websites.

A feedoack form that coptures all Incoming
comments, gquestions and ideas in g dotabase
and forwards the comments fo your
nominated communicafions manager.

A newsfeed blog that enabées you manage
tne conversafion and provide regular updates
1O YoUr Community.

Widego, photo and document libraries to
ensure your community receives information in
a variety of forms thereby improving
accessibility.

An area for frequently asked guestions.

A list of key dates for your project or program.
A guick survey.

Sophisficoted reporting of site usage pattermns
and a database of community views,
inciuding the akility to “dump” data infe
qualitative analysis soffware.

Independently moderated forums backed
with systems that aliow us to identify and
odock multiple logins

Permission nofification systems fo help spread
your message and keep up to date.

mattfibangthatabla.com &

Cniine stokenoider engagement:

Makes the engogemeant process work 24,7
rather than “4.30 't 8 on Thursday night at
thie community Rall™.

Makes the information more accessible by
providimg “content” in a vanety of forms for
pecple with different leaming styles.

Brings hard fo reach target groups [working
parents, younger people, mobiity impaired
pecple, etc.] into engogement processes.
Allcws you stakenoiders fime to refiect and

respond rather than reacting in the heat of
the moment.

Widens the range of views, ideas and
questions; leading to improved decision
making, better communications planning.
and a more wel rounded nofion of
CcOommunity opinion.

Demonstrates a clear commitment to
govemance ransparency.

Can be possword protected for internal
projects or closed Creference group” style
engagement.

Dramatficaly reduces the cost of engaging
your stakeholders.

Matthaw Croziar
Mewcasts, Australia
61 (0422002244 'mi

Crispin Butteriss PhD
Malbouma, Auctralia

+61 (D411 291 460 -m
crispin@bangthatable.com =

wiwiw bangthetabls oom
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Our Directors

Vivien Twyford, Chairperson & Non-Exsculive Direchor
BA, Bip.Com.

Wivien was the founding Chairperson of the Australasian Chapter of the International Asscciation for Public
Parficipatfion [1AP2) from 199E-2002 and the Chairperson of LAP2 infermnationaly in 2004. As the founding
Director of Twyfords, specialists in emgaging people in the pubic and private sectors, Vivien has over 35 years
experence in communicafions and community engogement. Vivien is a Master Trainer for the 1AP2 and has
lectured on personal and organisaficnal communication as well as consultafion and parficipation to
undergraduate and post-graduate students. Vivien was made a feliow of the University of wollongong in
2002

Dr Crispin Buteriss, co-Founder & Dirsctor
B. Mat. Res. Hons I, PhuD.

Crispin was a founding member of the Ausfralasian Chapter of the Internafional Association for Public
Parficipation [1AP2] and i its curent Victonan coordinator. As a specialist in community engagement, Crispin
nas extensive experence working with community and govemment stakenolders fo develop pubic poicy,
parficulary in the planning. economic development, natural resources and environmental management
fields. His docforote developed a community engogement framewsork based on the lessons from adult and
organisational leaming. &s a co-founder of Bang the Table, Crispin's primary rale is o keep on top of
developmenits in the fast poced wornd of web 2.0, and fo work out how those developments can be applied
to community engagement for our chents and parners.

Maotthew Crozier, ce.Founder & Diector
BA (Econ) Hong |, M5c (Env. Econ.), M3 (Trans.)

Matthew has a long history in public policy and community advococy. HE caneer, spanning 15 years in the UK
and Australion public sectors, included roles as diverse as the Head of Rural Economy for the Rural
Development Commissicn, Director of Conservation for the MEW Former's Associafion, as wel as leadership
pasifions in envircnmental management and land use planning. He is the cument Chairperson of the non-
profit community houwsing provider, Compass Housing. Mafthew has a strong background in managing
complex issues in multfistakenolder environments; singling out risks and looking for opportunities within the
complesty and then developing creafive and colloborative solufions. As a co-founding of Bang the Table,
Matthew's primary role is to think aoowt and work with clients and partners on how to get the best out of web
20 foolk to ensure the success of their projects.

Bang:Table 3%
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Project List

- Belconnen Haval Transmission Station; Department of Defence

“ Bicycle Strategy; Wingecamicee Shire Council

“ Building Better Government Engagement; Office for the Community & Voluntary Sector (M)
o Canbema Technalegy Centre BS; GHD

“ CCTY; Crange City Council

“ Cherybrook Sportsground; Homsby Shire Couwncil

“ Clarence River Way; Clarence Valiey Council

- Clmate Acfion Plan; Wiloughby Council

- Corporate Management Plan; Penrth City Cowncil

- Corporate Manogement Plan; Port Stephens Council

- Cultural Plar; Wollendilly Shire Council

- Cultural Policy; Willoughoy City Council

- Federal Funding for Crange; Orange City Council

- Foreshare Management Plan; Port Stephens Coundcil

- Gavemnance Officers Network Management; HSW Local Government Managers Association
- Let's get Clarence Moving: Clarence Valley Council

- Local Envinonmenital Plan; Wingecamices Shire Council

- Migin Street Renewal; Singleton Cowncil

- Medowie Setflement Strategy; Port Stephens Council

- Hewcastie Bus Route RBeview: Minister for the Hunter - Jodi Mackay MP

- Hewcastle City Corporote Management Plan; Hewcastlie City Council

- Hobby's Beach Lighthouse Redevelopment; Minister for the Humter - Jodi Mackay MP

- HSW Jobs Summit; M3W Premier & Cabinet

- Perfarming Ars; Willoughby Council

- Guamy Rehabiltation; Homsby Shire Council

- Regional Coordinators Metwork Management - Food & Beverage Clasification Systerm: NI Health
- removal of Heavy Rail in Mewcastie CBED; Minister for the Hunfer - Jodi Mackay MP

- safety & Crime Prevention Strategy; Wolondily Shire Council

- stommwater Recycing Strategy; Orange City Council

- strategic Plan; Wollondilly Shire Council

- Swimming Pool; Broken Hill City Counci

- Technical Advisory Group Hetwork Management — Food & Beverage Classificafion System; MI Health
o Tree Preservation Crder; Wollondilly Shire Council

- Tree Preservation Policy; Port Stephens Counci

o Watermark Coalmine; Shenhua Watermark Coal Pty Ltd

- Welington Long Term Plon; Welington City Souncil (M)

Bang#able 3%
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Rebranded Sites built on the Bang the Table platform
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Summary of Functionality
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Attachment 2: Bang the Table Community Contract

Page 42 of 79



Bangdable %
Community Confract

Bang the Table is a company that specialises in hosting online community engagement for its clients.

It is important to note before joining cur online conversations that the decision making authorities we work
with - whether government, private sector, or community based - are duty bound to take a wide range of
matters into consideration when making public policy. This means that the views, ideas and issues that you
raise through gur forums will be one of a number of views and issues that the authority will consider.

W are paid by these clients to host discussions with their communities and stakeholders and we moderate
these discussions.

Maoderation takes place independently of our chents. The only payment we receive is for use of our site and
software and for hosting conversations and oocasionally for providing staff training and consultancy support
about how to best engage communities online. Bang the Table and its staff have no financial interest in the
results of any of the consultations we host.

No matter what the branding on the site if you see that Bang the Table is providing moderation services you
can be assured that moderation is carried out independently and by our rules.

Moderators work to ensure that our sites remain a safe and relevant environment to discuss the issues.
comments will be removed if they contain:

Defamatory material against any business or individual.

Ccomments that name or could potentially identify any individual.

Name calling, and unsupported derogatory remarks about individuals or crganisations.

Comments that disrespect other users.

Comments that are posted multiple times will be removed leaving just one on the site.

Abusive or offensive language.

Heated arguments that become personal or off topic.

Issues that are not relevant to the consultation will be removed - for example, on a site hosted for a
coundcil to talk about child care we would not allow people to discuss council roads.

Links to other websites that are not relevant to the discussion or breach the above site rules.
Comments regarding the site moderation should be forwarded directly to admin @bangthetable.com
rather than made on the site.

B

EF‘

All gur mederators are independent and operate only according to the rules abowve.

whenever Bang the Table is moderating a forum you can be assured that the moderator is not influenced in
their decision making by the client. Our contract with our clients explicitly states that the site will be
maderated according to the site terms of use.

Contributions that meet site rules will not be removed. When a comment is removed from the site a message
remains in its place stating that the comment has been removed and why. An email is also sent to the person
posting the comment explaining what has happened. Removed comments are stored so they can be restored
to the site if it is later deemed an error has been made by a moderator.

Bang the Table will not identify users or provide their email details to our dients. Our privacy statement states
this clearly as does our contract with clients.
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MUETRALIA

UM Customer Advice for ‘) PDST
Inner West Marina Svdney

Inner West Marina Sydney
through FordComm Consulting
Lewvel 1, 43 Hunter Strest
NEWCASTTLE WNEW 2300

okl Haie
——

Beoking Advice Code:  TNNE-458540

Delrvery Stare Date:  15/06/2002 Deelivery End Dade:  12008/2008
Publicanon:  Iomer West Marina Sydpey Lodgenent Date: 05032009
Wewsl
Container: Tray Article Type:  _5L up to 50z Fegular

UM Co-ordinztor:  Dhamelle Larson Phone Mumber: 02 9202 6777
Charze Catezorv Mo of Amicles Bate per Aricle Toml
InmaSiate 11453 $0.1300 Fl438.89
Totals: 11463 $1485.89

Lodgemen: Offca(s):  NEWCASTLE POST SHOP

Frivate Ensines:
Delnver Street  Bomes Counter Foads Street Bomes Counter Roaduidd Restricted

2137 - CONCORD POST SHOF (263)

2137 - Concard PO 258 4 ko
Boxes

2046 - FIVE DOCE POST SHOP (307)

2046 - Five Dock PO v X
Bomzs

211 - PUTNEY LPO (114)

2112 - Pulney LPO 114 ®
Bioxzs

2065 - 5T LEONARDS DF (304)
2111 - Tennyson Paint a4 ko

Fa

Geperated On- 220052002 Paze 1 Of
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Frivate Ensines:

1D_elirer Street  Boxes Coumter Foadside] Sireet  Bomes Counter Roaduidd Festricted
1135 - STRATHFIELD DiC {10375)

2045 - Canaga Bay 430 x

2137 - Concord 4545 ¥

2046 - Five Dok 3472 ko

2137 - Martlake 375 ko

2137 - Cabarka 673 x

2137 - Breakfas? Point B13 x

Geperated On- 220052002 Paze 2 0Of 2
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hUSTRALIA

rOST

UM Customer Advice for
Inner West Marina Svdney

Inner West Marina Sydnev
through FordComm Consulting
Lewel 1, 45 Hunter 3treet
NEWCASTL.E. NSW 2300

Fzid Hain

Booking Advice Code: INIWNE-458788

Delivery Start Date: 220672002 Dwelivery End Date;  20/08/2008
Publicanon:  Inmer West Marina Sydpey Lodgement Dage: 15062008
Nemysl
Container: Tray Article Type:  _5/L up to 50z Fegular
T Co-prdinator: Daniells Larson Phone Mamber: 02 8202 6777
Charzs Catesory Ho of Amiclas Fate per Amicla Total
ImtraSinte 1382 $0.1300 317066
Totals: 1382 5170.66
Lodgemen: Cffica(si:.  NEWCASTLE POST SHOP
Promie Eusmess
Eel;tafr Street  Bowes Counter Foadside| Swreet  Bowes Coucter Roadsidd Festriced
1113 - HORTH REYDE DC (138)
142 - Puiney 1382 %
Gepsrated O 290D5/2008 Pagze 1 Of 1
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Attachment 4: Press Advertising Tear Sheets
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BYDBHEY

&n Emironmentsl Assessment |s baelng prepared
o B proposal 107 & TEwW marina Bt Kendall

Bay, an the Paramatia Aiver in Sydney. The
proponent has heen granted permission by

‘the Waritime Authority of N3W io ledge an
appiication with the Deparimant of Planning o
construct and opersts 3 mering with 172 berthe
and asscciated faciiilios.

E Pre-Application
Community Consultation

& pre-applicafion community coneufation on the
propDsa Wil be rLn from wednsatey 17 June
Fritlay 10-July. During this parid Infonmation on

e proposal wil be val sbie o the wehst

waww Inerwestmarnasyoney com au. Through this
WSt I EFeerld Membars o the Communky will b
bk o submit topics which tey bellave should be
addressad n the Evionmentsl Assesemant.

www.inn erwestma rinasyd ney.com.au

Bood cesign s el In e detll

T B TR A AT T

73y, Onir quraliy sionitall caribomion | -l

“m'“ﬂ iul.
:;—__r-_ le

f WRL I PevESTLOUTISE COm.an

Friends of Callan Park members pickating the office of Balmain MP Verity Firth.

Callan Park protest

BALMAIN ME Verlty Firth has called for
calm bn relathon to the H8W Ambulanes
Sarylee request that bt ba granced neeof 10
tudldingsat Callan Park, ey bng e e ustone
of many propasals for the slte.

“Noagresment or determinadan has been
mada,” gha sald, “BMEW Haalth, through
Sydney Havbour Foreshors Anchority, heae
acked for this request ba comsldarad s part
of the ongolng negotkackons™

Denounced by Lelehhardt mayor Jamis
Parkerasa “land grab®, the lssoe has sines
rajead the fre of Friends of Callan Parlk,
which last week plokated Ms Firth's office
demanding she rule out the move.

“We are concerned thiswill block the re-

turn of major mental health facilices to
Callan Park” spokesperson Hall Greenland
eabd. Mr Greanland eald he did not snpport
the Ambulancs Serv fos valng the bulldings
even termporarily.

MeFirth ssdd the master planmning procas:
wonld decide the funwe divestion of Callan
Parke, whila euppordng heatth nees: “Health
walv]cen gemerally providesa lowslnpact ves
for thebulkings, one that provides a baneftt
to the whals comunumiog™

Tell us what you think enline at in-
U nersesteolrier coman

Property Outlook for 2009

OPPORTUNITIES IN A CHANGING MARKET

Investors

» Benefit from cashflow positive proparty investment
= Mew regions ldentified for capital growth

Retirement Planning

» Uaes your Supsrannuation to rvest in propsriy

with as litte as $100,000
First Home Buyers

# Maks the most of the 324,000 Govemment grant
= Maks your first hame your best investment

E INFORMATION EVENING

In 90 minutes discover:

* Proven ressarch techniques.
to aacure capital growth

* Undarstand the risks and opportunities

in the current residemtial market
* When and why to sall proparty
* Proparty 'hotepots’ for 2008
= ' Buitable investment structures

1# INMER WEST COURIER 16.06.200%

DEE WHY
De= Wiy REL
832 Pittwatar Road
Des Why

TPM

Register Now

BURWOOD

Bur#ood REL
98 Shaftesbury Road
Burasad

Call 1300 66 77 24
Online www.silverhall.com.au

Chack vwetalls for frbuss seminam in your incel mes

Page 49 of 79
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Crowne Plaza
Cnr Merewether 8t & Whart Rd
Newcastla

WED 1 JULY

TPM

Mx

SILVERHALL



LIFESTYLE

PET OF THE WEEK

Cheerful Chip just loves a cuddle

NAME: Chip

AGE: 3years

BREED: Maltess-cross

NATURE: Chip just loves to be pleked up and
enddled and iz very social with ather dogz. He
came from the pound in a matted state and now
hag a shorthair eut which is hidden under a warm
fumper. Chip tends tobe on the quist side and has
avery accommodating nature, Heweighs 4. 7kg
and haz anon-shedding coat. He comes desened,
C3vaccinated, heartworm-fres and microchippsd.
Hizadoption costs =00, Tofind cut mors abaat
Chip call 2488 5133 or email
MeniladiDogpie Resoe, oom.an or visit

werw DogpisRescus coman

8 6 |7 |1
2|3

Chip needs a good home,

TODAY'S SUDOKU PUZZLE Level: Medium

su|do|ku

€ Pazzlee oy Poopocar

Tnenmpkse fllinal

S gras s aeath T,
el e el T
ik Fad squaies ol
Al dptts “ror ane ba
i Thef e fhat na

BYOMNEY

An Ervironmental Asseeement is baing
prepared on & propesal for & new marina at
Fandsll Bay, in the upper resches of Sydrey
harbour. Tha proponent hag bean granted
parmisaion by the Maritime Autherity of NEW
to lodge an applicstion with the Department
of Planning struct and operate 8
maring with 172 berihs and aesociated
facilitias.

SOLLUTION
8 3
1 | 704 | [k
2] [ 78] [o7s] R
o ™
| E Pre-Application
Community Consultation

A pre-application community conaultetion
on the proposs| will be mn from
Wednesdsy 17 June to Friday 10 Juby.

d period information on the
propoesl will be availshis on the wabsite
www.innarwestmarinasydnay. com.su.
Through thiz websits inte
the community will be abls to submit topice
which thay balisva ehould be addressed in

sted members of

the Environmental Azsassmant.

www.Innerwestmarinasydney.com.au

Main tunnel:
 for cars the toll will changs $4.16 10 $4.20,

Sir John Young Crescent axit:
# fior cars tha toll will changa from 1,96 to §1.98,

crosstcity tunnel

Notification of Quarterly Toll Adjustment from 1 July 20089
B quartarly toll adjustment en the CGross Gity Tunmel (GCCT) will take effect 1 July 2009,

» for Cloes 4 vehiches (ag trucks and buses) the toll will changs from $2.31 to §3.30,

# for Class 4 wehickes (o trucks and busas) the toll will change from $3.52 to §3.06,

The: ausiment i n acordance wilh 1ha Project Gaed slgned betwasn the NEW Roade & Tramc Authartly In 2002,
A prices ara GET Incluske,

www.crosscity.com.au

4

W
]

e

o
-

BUR

Shopping
maade

easy
Yx_:nu can
find all you
need at
Burnwood g

Plaza.

MONOPOLY
GREETINGS

Shop 44 - Lavel 1 - 02 9744 6725

SALE NOW ON!!

Wooden Dolls House -
WAS $120.95 NOW $69.95

Beatrix Potter Children's Table &
Chairs - WAS $164.85
NOW $84.95 (only 1 left)

50% OFF Selected Jigsaw Puzzles
MORE SPECIALS IN STORE

Large range of First Communion &
Confirmation Gifts & Cards Available

Spectal OMer Ak Tom 18,06.08-24 0509

DRAGON
PHOTO

Shop 28 - Ground Level — 02 9744 5586

25% OFF on all Frames & Albums
(Conditions Apphy

Speckl Ofer VAl fom 18 06.02-24 0509

OOoD

F L A T A

Cwer 50 Spaciaky Storse,

FREE 2 hour shopper carparking
42 - 50 Redway Parads, Bursood,
Fhone: 8744 0251

\

all you need

oy
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ished over the years prodiecd g stabe, mabional

and wiorld elass arches Vidtors are walooms
i the club meets o Saterday from I030am
tofpm Beginmers leams are anilable from

coarhes troughout the year,

Far details call club secretary Elizabeth Waight
on 9743 0151

193 fiueen 5t, Concord West,

Strathfeld Frodt Market at 135 Concord Bd

15 omn every Saturday moridng You will get
toenjoy the camamderie as the fruiterers who
ey to cut-yell each other, Bogaing their speciake
toall the padesidana You will also finsd many
urngsen] foods incheding Chinese gomeberties
Frevin the Gresk Frast mar, bl doy
et o o your mates that they'ng
otherwise kmown as kwd fruil

e Dock Parkis now

;‘ Toane 1o one of Awstrallas
Tl ggeat sloate bowl

after bemefiting Froma

majer revamp in 2006, The

waor d-class Facility comsists

ol three huge bowls, each

st at varying heights and aftalle for

differing skill levels Outer amas ure angled fir

heginnerd, while the centml bowl challenges

mire accomplished riders Both BMX and

shatehoarders are welcoame to ride the bowl,

6Il’:1- fresh freit at its best The North

S for kids looldng to get out of te
Tooneses, et d oswen thiere and give il g
o After all it beaps of fun and
coats absoletely nothing.

Corner of First Ave and Ingham
Ave, Five Dock.

¥

Fish in g along the
8 Parramatia Fiver may

luve besn tainied by the
winsligg of coniamn o, but
that sheuld o't stop you throwing ma
line pest for the fun of it There are parks,
fomashiore walks and general access areas that of-
fer countless aras to fish 1t & possible to cateh
et of the sal twater estuary species including
il bngmible bresn, Aathead, kinghsh, jewfish
il wrens shunke, A fow preleedd Fshidig spots i

q chade Putney Park, Werrell Beserve, Cabarita

Pk and Hydde Bridge for shore based heh-

I I yoar're loaoddng to rent a boat then
ry casting a here aisd dropplng some
basrley while drifting armmnd Exile and
Musrrison’s Bay.

I the kdsare driving you cracy and
they' re looking to blow off aome
st them {175 tme tovidh Corner
Cubbyhouse In Five Dock. Tt i an indoor play
centre whers the kids ¢ an go mos. They will be
albsle to bowsee arcunsd on s gant rampoline,
alide down the thres lase dip pery dip and tire

ol ves sl i 1 & Bosney castle
- d&]‘lﬂd"ﬁ“‘éh 'T]'m_!,- A e
b oy exerclsing their bralvs with
B Jarreage cluwes and Hey Dea Hi
Massie, aftersclioo] Homewar:
Cluby and Cubbyhowse
Grardenl ng. For the parenis there
izan alrcondidoned loungs with
free imternel, Foxtel, magaz e
aind rewspapers. Looldng after the
Hds hias vever basn so mlaxdng
Carmar Cubbyhouse, Level 2,97 Queens

R, Five Dock.

Call 1300 BE3 B19 or visit waw.cornarcubby-
house.com.au

Thisea loold g for a Hitle ae ion over
1 0 the hol-
idays, RS

chiselk out MO j
LaserSkinmish, 7% 7
There is moe paln i T
il pae thal Ty amd 5 .
yoas can play on o iy
d_ﬁ!'. II' 5 '\-\..
M® Laser Skirmish 1L
George 51, Bakshomm
Quarter, North
Strathfield.

Calt 9746 0700

Open weekedays from smatil lnin
anel weekends frong Serm Hll bebe.

[ =
e

AYDHNEY

Inne

Pre-Application Community Consultation

An Emirormental Asssssrmant ie being prepanad on a proposal for 8 new marina at
Kendall Bay, on the Paramatia River in Sydney. The proporant haz bean granied
parmizaion by the Maritime Authority of NSW to lodge an application with the
Dapartment of Planning to construct and operate a marira with 172 berths and
agzociated facilities.

4 pre-spplication community corsultation on e proposal wil be un frem
‘Wedneaday 17 Junae to Friday 10 July. During thie period informeartion on the
propoeal will ke meilabla on the wekeite wwwinnerwestmarinasydnay, com.aw.
Through this website inberestad members of the community will be able to submit
topice which they belleve should ba addreesed in the Emvironman tal Aszeeamant.

www.innerwestmarinasydney.com.au

VILLAGE VOICE DRUMMCYHE Jure 15
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RUSSELL IRV MG, T-Lia, Lelchhordt
QW hat masde you decids o epen
up TLie?

A | decided aftar mary years nthe
corporate word Iwanbed e soend
e e time with my daar, lowaly wif
harin Spdray.

QW hat ara some of thenew technelogical
dervelopmants you an seaing?

& Thekiggest singh diferenca with Tabra s tha
Huod: 5 notw ork with faster data iranster.

SPORT —

Colour on
a budget

.Pamlﬁ
WATER Stage 3 restrictions apply
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e aan . e S T GO0 LA A il S g
The daim kvl Foes by 0.0%

Lastweel: 51.3%: Last year: 657%
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YEARS OF SERVICE: Concord psychiatrist Joff Snars has baen helping peopla who suffer from merlitai'i'rlness Er

more than wo decades,

Phito: SIMON CHILLINGW ORTH

Dedication rewarded

Rashell Hahib

FOR more than 20 year s peychiatrist
Jaff Snars has tweated patents and
atternpted to find new ways to asea
the patn of mental fhess on suffer
ers, while helping local facilitdes (o
deal wkth an inflie of mencal health
pattents oer the years.

Dir Sparswas rewarded for his dec
ades of eervice and dedicacion with
the presthgious lan Shopson Award
from che Royal Australian and Mew
Zealand College of Papchiatsts

The award ackncewledges the most
cantgtaidirg conmibudans to clinbeal
paychiatry and has not been handad
oart glnee 2004,

“Tam extremely humbled ™ Dr Snars
gald. “Tobesorecognised for just, de
g oy Job, there 18 more work toba

SUPPORT AT HAND

B The Newtown Neighbou -
hood Centre is currenthy
sourcing opinions from peo-
ple with mental health prob-
lares, their families/caers
and their sarvice providers as
towhat support they need,
To be partofthe solution go
to the websibe werw.new-
townzentre.org or phone Lisa
on 9516 4755,

dome and it e humbling thae people
take the tme to recognise that.”

D Snare is the divector of Clindeal
Serviees at the Conecrd Cenire for
Mertal Health where he helps pec-

ple racover from meneal Tiress and
10 Integrata them back into the come
mumnkty.

“We have a number of mnovatones
peurrlng at Concord, cneaf thees
1 to fmprove the qualtty of s for
people with payehosk.™

He ald the etlgma that comeswith
mental disease has decreasad In re-
eent times, eapecially when 1t eomes
1o depression and anxlegy disardars
which he said had increased the
amotnt of pecp ke sseking mreatment
and In num increased anesd for more
facilitien to deal with thesa the grow-
g numbere

“Services are really stretched, b
ereasing awarenses in the commue
nkty thatmeneal health problens are
eommeon and can be and need to be
treated. ™

& INNER WEST COURIER 20,06, 2002

faciliiss,

= Pre-App
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AN EVRCnmentsl Aziessment ks being prapared o 8 [roposs] T 3 NEwW marne 8t Kenas) Bey, on e PATETEE
Faver In Syerey. Tha ppanent has heen gramisd permission by the Martime Aoty of NOW 1o lodge an
appilestun with the Department of Planning b consiruct and operats 2 miariis with 172 berths and aesodated

The opportunby 1o Feve your 51y on the issues n be considensd n the Envimnmental Assacsmert ks runniog ot

izt the wetrsbe www Innerwestmerinasydney, com.at for Infeometion on the proposal and bo sutimit toplcs which
you belleve should be addressed In the Environmental Assssement. This communiy forum wil dose on Fridsy 10 'l

reasevar WWW. INNerwestmarinasydney.com.au 1



NEWS

(/BRIEFLY
Meet author

AUTHOR Peter Comis (picturad) is
mngtnCamordllbmrynﬁ 30pm
anJuby 1 0
speeksbnuthll
latest bookin
the Cliff Hardy
detective
stories, Deap
Water. Tha 52
beonking fea (55
for concessions
and pensioners)
includes refreshmants. Prepaid
boking ie essential. Book online at
warw.canadabay new gov.al orin

at Concord library. Inquiries:
9811 6210,

Better care

THE bums unit at Concord Hospital
has baen allocated $83,000 by the
Stata Govemnment for two patisnt
monitors. " This aquipmentwill
ensure patients are able to receive
diract cane from the specialisad
bums staff at all timas during thair
surgery instaad of having to
wansfermad to other areas of the
haospital," said Drummoyne State
Labor MP Angsla D' Amore.
Concord's bums unit trests about
As0inpatients every yaar.

Perkins on show

ANTAR Irner'West is showing afres
documantary about Aboriginal
activist Charlie Perking at Graater
Union Theatre, Burwood Wes ffield,
a‘tG.SEIpmonhhnd?'.
Registrations: 5719 4773 or email
brennan@pip.com.au

Happiness a national goal

Vensrable Chokyi Thubtenwith Julie Martin at the Vajrayana Institute,

FIONA BRADY

LOHING for the sacret to happi-
ness?

You're not the only one. aceord-
ing to Venerable Chalgri Thubten
from Ashfield’s Vajrayana Insti-
tuate,

“The whaole notion of happiness
and what makes you happy is

something pe seem incredibly
interested in in Sydney. I have to
Y. zaid.

Venerabls Chokyl Thubten is a
mun at the Vajrayana Institute -a
mediation centre dedicated to

Buddhizm in the Tibetsn fra-
dition

Cm July 15 the mstmte is

holding a free talk and photo-

gaphic exhibition entitled

nitan: The Happy Country.

Ficiura: PHIL BLATZH -=winn

Bhutan is a tiny, remote king-
dam in the Himalayas which fol-
lows the philozophy of GMH (gross
naticnal happinass).

Renate Ogilvie. a senior teachar
at the instituie, will give a talk
about her journey to Bhutan in
May thisyear. It's aceompanied by
a photographic exhibition about
Elmtan Cambodia by Blus
Momtains agrapher  Juliz

photographe

Art of meditation

THE Vajrayana Institute's free talk
and photographic echibition entitled
Ehutan: The Happy Country opens on
Monday, July 13,

The show then opans on weskdays
from 10am to Spm untl August 22

The Instituts 310 has courses and
eVents for people of all ages.

4= run a whole range of courses
from drop-in - meditation sesslons,
Introductory learning about
Buddhlsm to adwanced Buddhist
studles and then we have spacial
events lke artworkshops and animal
blassings,” Wensrable chokyt
Thukdsn sald,

“Part of It Is having somewhere
whers psople can come and take
tima out of thelr busy lives."”

The Vajrayana Insthute 15 at 9
Wictorla Squars, Ashflsid,

Phone 82167412 or wislt
RV TEYEN 8.COm. au

Martin said she was struels by
the “peacefulness within the
people” daspite their poverty.

The photographer. who de-
soribes herselfas “nota practising
Buddhist but on a learning curve ™.
zaid her trip was unforgstiable
and challenging.

“It was the maost fantastic ex-
perience - visnally and emotion-
ally,” she said.

SYDMNEY

#An Emvironment sl As.

a maring with 1

The oppertunity to have your esy on the issues to be eonsidared in tha Environmental As; 1]
runrirg mut. ¥isit the wabsite W innarwestmarinasydnay.comsu fiar information an the propoesl

ard to submit {opics which you believe should be addresss
community fonm will closs on Friday 10 July....

B  Pre-Application
Community Consultation
cansms oo

is being prepaned on 3 proposal for & new mearing &t Kendall Bay, on
the Pamematin River in Sydney. The propanent hee been grantad pammission by the Maritima

FRutharity of NEW to lodgas an appication with the Deperiment of Flenning to corstmct snd oparate
arths and sesocisted facil

a0log in foday!

mescvar WWW.innerwestmarinasydney.com.au

Imported Cheries Brown

]
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CLIENT: Inrar West Marina
PROJECT: Pre-Sppication ConsuRation

o TORIC

1| views

2 | Remediatan

3 | Pubic Access

& | water satey

5 Other iszues reating to the mrer West
sarina Sydnay

& | Economicimpact

Prinded on 13 Ju 2002

FROVECT SUNMMBARY

| Praject CoarEnator
| Project Coormnator
| Project Cosrdinator
| Praject Conrsnalor

Praject Cooroinator

| Project Cogrmnalor

ADDED ON

| 15 Jon 2008
| 15 .Jur 2002
16 Jun 2005

| 6 Jon 2008 |

1€ Jum 2002

| 16.2un 2008
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CLIENT: Innar West Marina
PROJECT: Pre-Application Consulation

WIEWE

#Ane there speciiic lssuss relating 1o the visual impact of the proposal you would ke consldersd In the Enviranmental Assessment of the
Inrer West Marina?

[[u] COMMENT DETAILE COMBMENT ABREE CIEAGREE
] Sy: strone wendal Bay In s current undeveloped stale ks one of the major fealures of & 2
on: 18 Jum 2009 ||'.'|ﬂg In and around Breaklast Palnt 38 1 Fll'CI'.'H'.lBE an WF':IEUI'I'.)' 1o walk In

a trangull and very peaceful fareshare area with beaut®ul water views. In
my apinicn it shoulkd not be glven over to a large nolse producing activity as
praposed by the development of a 172 berth marnna. Leave I2in ks current
siate; get ihe paliution remediated so that cumrent and future generation can
caninue to enjay this area and 25 waker views.

8 Sy: marina = viorancy | A manna ks not 3 1arge nolse producing acthity'. It 1S not a repalr yard for 1 H
- 19 Jun 2009 boats. By al means though, get the pallutes s2diments propery
In Response Tao: 22 remediaad before commancing e manna.

3 Sy: David | thinik the marina will add Intarest o the walk and also, | hape, @ place o 1 3
on: 21 Jun 2009 Si0p and get 3 snack and @ coff2e. When In EWrnpe recenily on & walking

tour we would slop 3t many waterlront cafes at marinas and It was by no
means smaly and noisy. Culte the opposis.
30 Sy: marina = virancy | Tnis ks xaclly my point Tavid. With carstul planning and proper publc 1
on: 21 Jun 2008 Access, mannas are lowaly places to vish. | Ihink the only delay 1o 75
In Response Ta: 23 commencement must be e nallsing of any nacessary remaclatian of e
poilused sediment. At kow Hee, the exposed mud s obviausly highly

o

polluted.
35 Sy: Debhraz Cerainly the bay requires remediation. The sediment ram the previous 5 2
on: 24 Jun 2009 Indusiry needs 1o be cleaned up. We do niot need anofer poliuter 1o take

in Response Ta: 30 Its place! The people Iving &t Breakfast Polnt do not wan? o laok out thelr
windows and see salls parked directly In front of thelr homes. They do not
want the addiienal 50 - 100 cars parked In thelr streets. They do not want
the agdiional nolse of an extra 170+ boats coming and going at all hours. i
I= fine 2o 53y that whike on walks marnas were nat smelly or nolsy - Just iry
Ilving near ane! Even when the boats are simply moared there s constans
nolse. To place 170+ boats on the beautiful, calm waters of Kendall Bay
defracts from the natural environment - It needs to be k=ft as It s (cleaned of
poiluZon) with 3 clear view of water and birdife, trees and paris, open Gky

and city views!
42 Sy: marina = viorancy | 10 'Yes, the paliuted sediment should be remediated prior i marina 1 4
on: 26 Jun 2009 cansTuction.

In Response To: 36 27 Mo, the view of the bay Is not diciated by the new reslidents of Breaklast
Pain: Estate - the broager community of Concond, Morflake and Catarnsa
are alsa entitied ta an opinion.

37 A dedicated car park |s planned and o what & few exira cars overiow
Into the other sireets of Sreakfast Polnt from tme to tme - this s normal to
those of us who Ive rear sporiing Nelds, churches, shops, etc.
&7 Marinas wEhout repalr yards ane NOT nolsy of smelly places. eg. Akuna
Say. even with extensive rapalr faciiies, Is MOT 3 nolsy or smely place.
50k se2mis tome that some would prefer 1o exclude outsiders and traffic
tram ihe Estate sl together. Hence, the OMLY childrens playground |5 buls
OFFSITE In Kendall Park and Estate baat owners park thel traler-baats
DFFSITE In Emily St Mortiaks!

73 Sy: Cabarlia Arnhougn the residents of Breakfast Paint [f'm not onejcan't dizzate the 1] 1

on: 06 Jul 2009 wiew, It's they wiho have to ook at It 50 thelr views should be ghven

In Response To: 42 subsiantial weight. To think a confused mass of masts and rigging and all
thee other visual palution that will come with the marina Is @ more pleasant
ouIack than what Is there would be unusual, to say the least. The marinas |
seg, Ike ARUna Bay and Elizabeth Bay. cbviously degrased thelr
surmoundings and It = would b2 anguing biack 1s white to refusa o ses It

Printed gn 13 Jul 2002
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CLIENT: Inrar West Marina
PROJECT: Pre-Sppication ConsuRation

B2

73

E3

COMMENT DETAILE

| By: marina = vibrancy

on: 07 Jul 2009
In REE-FIWIEE To. 79

| By Baut Mix

On: 27 Jun 2009
In Response To: 23

| By: saran

O 30 Jun 2009

Sy: Cabarllz
On: 0E Jul 2009

| Ey: marina = vicrancy

O 07 Jul 2009
In Response Ta: 78

Sy goobems
Cm- 0B Jul 2009

Prinded on 13 Ju 2002

Bangifable %

COMMENT

[1 agree that the Sreastasl Point resldents have the mast bo galn or loose

tram his deyelapment and any resulfant impacts, hawever, | oneslly dan'l
fhink one can assume thata marina s conskiered visual pollutian Dy mast
peaple. Some peaple will consider 3l of e buit emvronment o be less
desirabie han e natural enviranment but | refer such peopie 1o beautifut
and inspring exampies of e Bult ervironment such a5 the Sydney Opera
nouse ar any plece of fine archftecturs. | personally find marnas fwithowt
repair facides) io be kovely places 1o view and innabi. 5wt ther, | ke
Akuna Say and | love e 52202 of the SYC on Boxing A3y and ra, 1.am not

A yaanty or poat gwner

Tnzre are canalniy many pros and cans 10 A Marina gevelopment 5o
agfacent to rackdences and Me probiam assuming UCh a large 247 putllc
marina daes go ahead will be how to ensure nak adverse effecls and exira
COBLE are minimised o Breakfasi Point reskdents and that wave dishebancs
o exisiing rver bed contaminans and further diesslioll inafs do nat

aggravate e harbour fareshare pollution ssuss.

®endal Bay is ane of oniy twd Days, and e oriy one weslof the Harbaur
Sridge i the entine harbour without moorings. © shoud stay e hat

o & new marina s required then Rever Quays shauld be seveloped and the
axisting moceings In the rver in the vicinlty of River Quays converied o 2
marina. T wouid aiso be easy o extend Cabarlla maring.

Leave Kendal Say tres of moorings and & matng

| Heendat BSay le 3 small and beauliful area enjoyed by the hundreds of

peapie Ming there. The marna will dominabe it and be an eyesore 1o all
whia cumently enjoy 1. Who does I benefit a relativery small number of boat
awners, most of wham probabdy won' live In the area. It alsc benefts the
dewsioper, who makes 3 profil and leaves It for everyane else 1o sUTern
r've Gpokan to the ownzrs of Gunnamatia Bay mandna. They tall me mast
ooats are seldom used. They &1 at thielr maorings for manths. Some never
lieave because the peaple whio buy large boats freguently arent capabie of
driwing them. They =it on tham af weekends 3nd have luneh and that's the
AmE of thelr use. Wy spall an environment enjoyed Dy many Tor e sake
af 3 few over-indulged Individuals? Why sacrifice forever a kong term
pleasure for the short term profit of the developer? if this goes ahead It wil

be becauss monsy and Imfuence overpower community welbeing.

zndal Say snouid be en|oyed oy mere than [ust the hundrens of peaple
Iving thers’.

One mans eyssore’ [s amoiher mane plelure posicard

Some fime (35 year the Direcior of MSW Mariime, on radks 2KY fshing
pregram stated There ars no plans for a marna io e bl at ¥endall B3y
5o now we wil have yet another "floating cament faothal field® adasd o
OUT strsggeing fver. | 3 aisa sure this struchure will be for the exclusie

ueE af Sreakfasl Point residents eveniualy

Page 63 of 79
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CLIENT: Innar West Marina
PROJECT: Pre-Application Consulation

REMECIATION

Ars there speciic lssues relating o rememiation you woud ks conslgenzd In the Environmental Assessment of the Inner West Manna
propasal?

o COMMENT DETAILE COMMENT AQREE DILAGREE
mn Sy strobe There are many geod reasens why i proposal should not be approved by 5 2
on: 16 Jun 2009 aur NSW Government

a&g The remediation of the pollution made In Kendall Bay In Tie past by
Industral activity needs to be camled out Immediately and such remediation
will not be done effectively If a maring ks consiructed, may be never,

36¢ The Impact of this polluian an my heakh and the qualty of my Iite Is
ursure, except that we have teen told by the EFA that close contact with
thie water should be avolded.

a&g Glven these circumstances the thought of the KSW Govemnment
appraving this proposal 15 In my view nat acting In the best Interests of aur
community.

3€¢ The paliution of Kendall Bay needs to be cleaned up now far my
*utura and that of gererations to come. We have & chance o asdress Mis
Issue now and we should take It Afer it Is clean up, Kendall Bay should be
w=pd a5 It b5 and not turned aver bo commerelal purpases for use by a
privwileged few.

i Sy: marina = vibrancy | Why should the remediation be 3 reasan to not aliow the marna? Surely 1 4
on: 18 Jun 2009 thiz marina could follow the proper remediation of the bay.
in Response Ta: 20

51 Sy: Zarah The prapased remediation of par of the Bay by AGL Is yel to b2 approved 4 1]

on: 20 Jun 2009 ar agreed. The AGL propasal does niot answer some fundamental
questions concerning the pollution In the bay and this parfcularly relates to
thie area bo be remediated being far too small, how & manna will impact on
the area that ks remediated and therefore the effeciveness of the
remedialan aver ime, how will the marina cevelapment Seal with the
resldual polution located peneath the marina and In the vessel paths from
ard o the manina.
| undersiand the developer proposes some form of matting be placed an
the sub sea fioor, how |5 this effaclive In slablising the poliution In the bay,
now willl arge vessels affect the lang term viablity of the mating (roting
that the bay Is redatively shallow). The tay |6 relatively aciive as is
ayidenced by thelarge amour? of coal pleces that are deposited around the
ange during stamn and rain periags. How wil the proposals atect this
poiluZan? How does the developer infend to malntain the maring gver the
wears 36 each ime a pylon needs replacing pollution escapes Into the
sumourding water.
Mo gevelopment or approval of the marina should take place unil the AGL
remedialan has been completed and the results imoswn.

56 Sy: marina = vibrancy | | agree ihat no construction should commence untll the bay |6 property 4 ]
on: 30 Jun 2002 remediaied.
In Response Ta: 51
EQ Sy: Sarah Whan the old AGL whar was remowed, all that was removed were the parts 4 o
Qn: 30 Jun 2009 of e wnar that could be seen. Oid imibers and coal have besn left on the
toatprint of the old whart In the bay and na effort was made ta remove any
af Tils paliution.
Mo coal that was lost aff the whar or from wessels over the periad of the
{35 Warks Nas ever besn remaved from the 23 flaor of Kendall Bay. This
caal Is regualy deposiied along the shore of Kendall Bay durlng storms or
periods of the Aver In food. | invlie anyane Interested o walk bensath he
mangrowes to see the amount of coal that moves back and foraards
beneath the mangroves and back Imo the tay. There are na current
prapasal to clean up this pollution. This coal combines with resldual tar
fram the gas works and leaves aromatic hydrocarbons wihileh can be smek
regulary In the vicinlty of the sea wall in front of the Waterfront Park. This s
uracceptable.

Printed gn 13 Jul 2002
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FUELIC ACCESS

ACCEEE "or members of the publlc to the [etty and foreshore are Impariant. Please ralse any access kEsues here.

1]
16

21

&7

47

COMMENT DETAILS

Sy: marina = viorancy
on: 17 Jun 2009

Sy: strone
on: 18 Jun 2009
In WMEE Ta: 1&

Sy: Debhaz
on: 24 Jun 2009
In Response Ta: 21

Sy Paul My
On: 27 Jun 2009
In Response Ta: 16

Sy: Dawid
Qn: 30 Jun 2009

In Responee Ta: 16
Sy: marina = viorancy
Snz 01 Jul 2009

In Responee Ta: &7
Sy: Sarah

Qn: 28 Jun 2009

In Responee Ta: 12

Sy: marina = viorancy
&z 30 Jun 2009
In Response To: 47

Printed gn 13 Jul 2002

COMBMEMT

Full public access must be avallable bo ALL wharves of the marina
complex. Such access ensunas hat the development bacomes a local
ae6es Insbead of an exclusive club.

Canstriction of 3 marina wil Impact existing and future residents
significanily by creating a great big parking lot for baats that will generate
exnessive nokse (2437, create polution by dumping raw sewage Into e
hartar, Interfere with local rowing clut acvities and create excessive traffic
movemenis In and around the marina In an area which has not been
designed for a large commerclal 172 berth marina.

Strorgly agree with Sirobe. The streets In Breakfast Folnt are private
roas. The upkeep IS pald for by the residents. If & carpark for 53 venloies
I= Dullt and amyone and everyone can use the roads o access the 170+
berth marina (and ferry sbop}- how much damage s going to be done i the
lozal roads. Wil 58 car spaces be suficient for the size of the marina - how
many vistors will park an ihe sumounding roads cavsing tramoiparking
cangestion? Wian't this add to the pallution in the local area - nolse, petrol
fumes, garbage. . The area was designed for resldenta use oriy! A marina
will spoll the natural beauty and serenity of the area.

Shice this propased mannz ks adjacent and 5o close to exlsting Sreawtast
Paoint resldents, It Is mat apprapriate far any large commewrclal marna BUT
IF & goes go ahead the wharves should MOT be locked off and be made
exclusive io benth lessees 5o that residents are prevented from walking out
an them.

| thinik the proposed femy whar' 35 part of e marna s 3 great idea. 1wl
e 3 great asset for locals a5 @ pulblic fransport point to the ity and
nopefully other lncations.

Tnis wac part of an earlier plan but the developer resisted the logical s2p
of designing to include busses ko loop trough the sie Wa the farmy siop.
Mantie s 591 posslbie thaugh.

Thits pubilc marina will b= the anly public manna atached o private land In
NEW. The prr.'ahe land oamers recelve na bensit ESEEF[ the costs aof
mantaining el private and for tne beneflt of the pubic. There should no
public access as this should be & private marina

If @y part of the marna Is to provide public access & must be fully
malriained by the owners of the marina and not the Breakfast Paint
Communiy. However @l members of the public wha access any part of the
marina that s required io provide publlc @ccess they must Nirst use land
and faciities the property (or responsibliity of In the case of the walkway) of
the Breakfas: Point Community which are pald far solely by the Breakrast
Paoint Commurity. This 16 compietely unfalr and Inapproprate.

Sarah, don't you reallse that this marna will be accessbie via a PUBLIC
waterfont and roads that are open to the public? Local resldents fougt for
a develapment that was not ‘gated” but part of the lozal community. Your
attitudes rum counter o this. You are quite happy to have a marina, as long
a5 It Is PRIVATE and exclusive. Such marinas are merely clubs for rich
wids and ther toys. Kendal Say Is larger than the newly created estale of
Sreakrast Point. 1115 3 special place for those of us from Cabartta, Maoriake
and Concord a5 well.
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o COMMENT DETAILS COMMEMT ADREE DILAGREE
B3 Sy: Sarah | suggest you have completely misunderstood what a marina Is and does. It 4 1
on: 30 Jun 2009 will not matier whether the marina ks public or private In relation to access

In Response Ta: 53 %0 parts of the marina by the publc. Any marina will Rave 3 public a002EE
am which may ar may not hawe a kosk. Most other ams will be secured
and only pen awners will have access. The curment suggestion ks ihat ane
am will have same overnight pens and will not b2 secured which Infers you
may be able to walk along beslde vessals aliached 1o these positions. This
could equaly apply to a private marna. There Is no substantlal dSerence In
the laoi of a private or public marina, but a private marina, Is slmply a
marina restricted to reslgent owners of the Breakfast Point Community.
Trits will more effectively aliow the Breakfast Point Communtty to manage
prablems arksing from the use of the marina, nolse, out of ROUE 3CCeEE,
ruisbish, senvicing, ratting halyards, parking etc. All ihase lssues are much
mare dificull f not impossible o manage F the marina Is a public marina
with non reskdent boat owners. | suggest to you that all marinas by thelr
wery nature are exclusive. Other than the provision of some pubilc access
the proposed Kendall Bay marina wil be the same 36 the Cabarlta marina,
whilch 16 @n exciusive pubic marna with very ITlie publc access. Cabaria
rarina has the great advantzge that tis not dirzclly attached or next o any
priwate land Including the Edgewood development. Indeed It Is 3 significant
distance fram the nearest resldence. Cabarlta marina could easily be
extenged and not further Impact on Edgewood.
| have nod called for, nar have | heard any other residents of Greakfast
Point call far the communy o be gated. We all value being pan of
posicoge 2137. Everyone |5 welcome ta use our public 3ctesE assets and
thie watertront walicway ai our cost.
it seems bo me you are sesking to erect walls between the rest of postoode
2137 and Breakfast Point where no walis exisl

Sy: Gregud Marina ane you emplayed by or 0o you or will you receive any direct 2 1
Onz 04 Jul 2009 financlal benefit from Rose Corp or any of Its associated entiles™ Lat lay
In Response Ta: 53 our cards on the tabie here.

73

The point that was made, which you seem to comtinually skirt around Is that
while the BF cammunity roads, nature sips and open spaces are open io
thie publiz, and thats graat. they ane malntained at hie sole axpensa of the
5P community assaclation (le BF owners). Canada Bay councll and outslde
wislhors pay no maney maintaining the roags etc. With such a large
commerdal marna there of course wil be a slgnificant impact an this BP
maimained infrasinicture due ta Increased trafc, and the costs of
maintaining the BF community maintained roads eic will fse for the BF
cammunity. This Increased cost will be bame solely by the 8P community.
It that reasonabie? If suddenly your property Was apenad up a5 3 pubile
tharoughfare haw would you feel having to pay to maintain it?

A5 Tar your point aout 'I0ing research’ befars purchasng. | dil. | raad
shorougnly the revised 2005 5P concept plan before | purchasad, ang MO

mention I made of the marna. | also was told the proposal was far a3 small
marina by sales staf.

Printed gn 13 Jul 2002
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o COMMENT DETAILS COMMEMT ADREE DILAGREE
™ Sy: marina = vibrancy | Greg, do you assume thak anyons In favour of the marina |s drecly linked o 1]
on: 06 Jul 2009 %o e developers who wil prafit from this marina? 'm a lang slanding local

In Response Ta: 73 resident wha attended all the maeiings 1o 2nable approval of vour esfate.

Urifortunately, forums llke this are gaminated by new resldents who are
aganst the marina and, throwgh no fault of thelr own, are uraware of the
history of the deslgn and the praposed marna. Most exlsing locals don't
anow and dan't care. You will also nate In some of my other comments that
| make some rather unrtavourabie comments aboul the developer as well

Wihen the original masterplans were being orawn up, the locals would Nawe
prafered that the sie was developed with nomial free s1anding houses In
nommial streets such a6 those bulk on the northearn slde of Blshop S5t This
waould hawe awolded the community iie that you sirnuggle with ewen thaugh,
by your own admission, you knew how such systems work and that there
would be a manna as part of the plan prior to purchasing.

Cutsiders also miss the addiional shops that were originally planned along
thi foreshore adjacent ta the marna. The foreshore can be a mare vibrant
place 1o visit for the broader community than It Is currently. LeTs nof sefile
tor the amblence of an exclusive over 55's development.

B5 Sy Gregud Marina. Fior a start | am MOT ower 55 at all, or anyIhing e It If you took an i} 1
Onz 08 Jul 2009 Interes! In Sreakfast Point a5 3 community you would realise that 2 conslsis
In Response Ta: 77 of people form all ages and backgrounds. | 3m a regular working persan
with @ mongage and bils the same as lots of ather resigents nene. | am not
rich ar ‘elfe’ by any stretch of the Imagination.

| pay rates the same as you, and pay BP commurity levys for the upkesp of
SP community Infrastructure, which, and | emphasis this polnt, you do not. |
do not bagrudge you access to BP communiy malntalned Infrastuciure at
all. As | sald presiously, MO mention of 3 maring ks made In the 2005
masier plan at all If anyihing the salkes staff mentioned a small private
marina was planned and brushed of concermns. If | had known that a major
commerdal manna was planned | might well have deciged not 1o purchase.
Plaase oo not talst my wards.

I strongly oject 1o lewys wilch | ang my fellow BP resizents pay t=ing used
o pay for Increased malntenance of BF {H}I'HITI.IN[}' Infrasiruciure from
Ingreased rame from the manna. Tell me Mr Manna, would you agres io an
Increase of your rales 1o pay the Increased Costs 10 upk2ep BR communiy
roas and oiher infrastruciune dus 1o EIgNcanty INcreasen rraic fows in
Srazatact Point e manna goes ahead. You seam very kesn for it be
pulltza | presume you miust be HmF"}"ID'.EHE on a share of the Increased
UpHESp COEMS.

Printed gn 13 Jul 2002
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COMMENT DETALS
[ Sy: marina = vibrancy
On: 05 Jul 2009
In Response To: 85

| &v: martna = viorancy
on- 26 Jun 2009
in Response Ta: 35

| By: Dawia
©n- 24 Jun 2009
in REE-FIW'IEE Ta: 21

| By srooe
om 26 Jun 2008
in HE&FQ’IEE‘ To: 37

| &y: manina = vicrancy
om 30 Jun 2008
n MMEE Ta: &6

| By: saran
&Nz 28 Jun 2009
In Response Ta; 37

Prinded on 13 Ju 2002

Bangifable %

COMMENT ADREE OIRAGREE

[ Grag. thank you for not ‘begrudging’ me access. | apologlse, during swch [ o 1]

ancess, for mistaiingly ofsening the average appearance and ags of the
reshdents a5 over 55

i you were mislead oy saes sfall, you wouid have a legal right to chalienge
the manna plan, Honesiy, wity 0ort YoU. &5 3 group, exerciss this nght?
Such & challengs Is conspicucws by s abeence fram the profesters
achons and | suspect ihat it s becavse anyone wha did el due diigence
already knew of the plans.

As well, R regloents should be abie to Inslst that some of the conslderable
frzome fram thie commenclal entenprise be dinected o coverng
rantenznoe casls of BP Infrastruchire. | suspect this s already the plan.
i will prabably be cost neutral lo BP resdents.

A& Tar as your costs of Iving where you choose, do you reafise that your
cauncl rates for your oweling would be a fraction of those existing
resdients suTounding vou?, In fact I'd bet that your combined councll and
canmunity 222 rates are far less than my counch rates alone. New
purcansers al BP need to accapt thal they are responsible for thelr costs
ard slog resening it

Can you guararsee me (hat. once Dulll, you will never pariase of the
wonderll amenity of tis fackity? | oetyou beat me b 1

| Alarmist susgeratons designed f) excice Ihe enjoyment of spaces ral | 1 | s

are, and shoutd remain, spar 1o the gereral putliz. Such afRudes anly
Sarve b ereate 3 dhidz between thase new residents within the Breaktast
Baint Estate and the exising resdiants of sumounding suburbs who
attended all the earty Councll Meengs 10 approve a new development with

| PLRBLIC access. Some respondents lx_'l.iﬂ 00 WEn a locat history les50n.

Sirobe you abvicusly have no inlerest In boats or Sydney Harbour. It has [ 2 1
oesn liegal for over 9 years o dump raw sewage from baats Into Sydrey
narbour. | g think theugh that nolse afier 10pm and before Sam should be

i @m Fware of e law IE}{:I’I{h’:l’l’”ﬁg BEWage Trom boass however |'IE'|I|Fg me 3 2
i@ d0eE not siop I terrbie practice By some,

| undersiand that the progosed marnng will not have pump-out sewage

tactities and teretors it ks neasonaile 10 assUME TNal sewage wil b2

| dumpad in Kendall Bay by some of the 172 boats,

Sirabsa, wou Woulg do well 1o I'Eldﬂ'rEDiE‘Hg!'Odnﬂ Irfarmalion reganﬂr*g 1
inis proposal, Under FAD'S & clzarly stales that 3 sewage pump oul fEcikny

£ part of e plan or are you Interiznaky g i mislsad?

| am aksa awars hal BEEWE]E relazse nia Ihe nartour s Weny Unomiman 35

(o)

it is actually very difficult to conceal In calm watenways such as Kendal Say.

i
k3

T mere k10 be 3 manna (private or pubiic) H showd have 3 sewage pump
aut facity and oniy vesses with halding tanks should be permitied to be
maared in the pens. The pump aul factity should aiso nat hiawve any cosl
and b2 part of Ihe general costs of maintaning tie s2rvices 10 eNELTE 35
besi any manager can that vessels use the pump cut it may be Hegal to
plsmp sewage Ino he harbour but there is no erforecement of the law. The
nuies of operation of the marna should provide that owners wha dump
ruibrtish In te bay or do not use the pump out can te panalsed

it may wed be the devsloper Intends ta place such restricions an vesse!
ownes using the praposed Tacifty bul of course 1he developer has

compleialy Taled [o consull with e residdents 50 we 0 not know
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WATER BAFETY

Tne =afety of all water users s impariant 1o us and weve given congloeration to this lssue, but f you are awaler user, wa want ba haar from
¥ abaut any Bpacific Bafaly lssusE hial you beleve nesd 10 be agdressed.

o COMMENT DETAILE COMMENT AQREE DILAGREE
=3 Sy Sarah Tne use of recreatational vessels on Sydney Harbour s now amos: s 3 1
©on: 30 Jun 2009 primary purpase. The developer has mads [t clear for many years the water

and Kendall Bay were majar assels far the use of all resldents of Breakfast
2zint (ard oiner members of the publc granied access 1o Breakfas: Pont
Community assets) yet the developer has cone nothing to encourage ar
aeklst resldents 1o use the waters of Kendall Bay. S years 390 we were fold
by the deweloper and Its sales siaf that the old AGL whart was to be
reducad in haight 3ng access o be avalable 1o all resikdents Inciuding steps.
o e water. Without consultation or discusslon the whar was remowved [or
at least that part of the whar that was abowve mean nigh water mark).
Mothing oiher than a large commerclal manina Is now proposed fo replace
the whart. There |5 na 6a% way to access Kendall Bay from Breakfas: Fant
attser tham across the highly poliuted mud iats from the beach In front of
¥iendal inlet. The boat shed and ramp are but figments of the Imagination
of e developer (although supported by representalans aver many years)
whilch may or may not ever materialise.

Thegre are no puilic wnarves (except 3l Pelcan Point) In this area which
anyane can koad and unioad people safely from vesseks. Lange commerdal
fefmies can use (between rivercal services) Cabarka whar' but the whart
nas no safe faclities for lelsurs vessals.

Trhig dewaloper always Indlcatzd that It Intended that the whar and
subsaquenily when the old AGL wharf was no longer a possiblity that 2
would cansiruct @ whart simllar to that at Cape Cabanita to allow people fo
use the water. Nothing has ever taken place and there ks no sa% place 1o
fie up a vessel at Breakfast Point or In the Immedlate vicinity.

| note that about 12 manths ago the Cape Cabanta Communtty Installed
sacurtty gates on thelr “public™ whar sa It Is alsa no longer avalable for use.

B3 Sy marna = viorancy | Pubic access ks covered In the marina plan &5 per e Tolowing excemt ] i
onz 10 Jul 2009
In Response To: 53 26g Ennanced access 10 e walenway through the provision of plek up
and grop off berths
A6 Ennanced watsrway experences through the pravisian of day tripper
berths
3¢ Ennanced exgenence of ine foresnare and enhanced community
axpanence througn the provisions of the jetty and Kosk for Informal get
togethers
Ak Acoess for peaplie wiEh disabillties to vessels at pubilc berths

Jninformed generalizations oo nol asslst the debata.

B7 Sy mjn Trils section of the Pamamatia River 15 usad for rowing tralning by & large [} 1
Onz 10 Jul 2009 numbsr of school and adult rowers. The addiion of 172 powered vessels
moared In Kendall Infet will make the river less safe.

Large powered vess2ls £an EWamp rowing shells evan i they ane traveling
within spaed lImits.

The cumulative effect of dewelopments west of the Harbour Bridgs on the
sport of rowing nieed to be taken Into account. Cevelopments In Gkbe Bay,
and the Inan Coee E-ﬂ[’;E {Il.Fﬂbaﬂl:ﬂ have cut Imo radbional I'Cfiﬂl'lg
COUrGES. This ﬂE'JE':IFITIEfﬂ willl marr the Iast of the river's low |I'I'F|33".
recreational areas.

B3 Sy: marna = viorancy | Rowing routes wil be consloersn in the approval process. ] i
nz 10 Jul 2009
In Responee Ta: 87

Printed gn 13 Jul 2002
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WE Defdews weE'VE identilied the main Issues, however, T yol would ke o ralse any ofner matter, please do sa here.
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COMMENT ZETATLS

| By: marina = vazrancy

On- 17 Jun 2009

Sy srooe
o 18 Jun 2008
In Respoase Ta; 17

| By: marina = viorancy

on- 18 Jun 2009
In Response To: 13

Sy srooe

on- 18 .Jun 2009
in Response To: 23

Sy gary
om- 06 Jul 2009

In Response Ta: 25

By: marina = viorancy
om: Q6 Jul 2009
in Response To: 75

Sy: Cabarls
- 06 Jul 2309

| in RE‘_EFIU'IEE' T 76

By: marina = varancy
om- a7 Jul 2309
in Response To: 31

Prinded on 13 Ju 2002

Bangifable %

OTHER 128UEQ RELATING TO THE INNER WEIT MARINA 8Y¥DHEY

COMBENT

[ To many ocals who undersiand that the manna was part of the onginal

masierpian, e presense will De welcome becauss of the Interest and
wibrancy that it willl acd ta this area of the site. Indeed, such assets wars
amangst the indicements to persuade focals to approve the ariginal
dewslopment. We have ioterated many years of dus? and 000UrE Waiting
for this sk 0 compiete the fealures that appeal to the broader communtty.
My only cancem Is that the slie Is possibly sighily oversized towands the

aFsEm ancroachment Into Kendald Bay. Olharatse, | 53y Dring £ on!

Caonstructian of @ 172 bern marina was never put forward by the
dewelapers of Breakiast Point. Constrection af @ maring of this size wal
mpact exising and future residents significantly by creating a great big
parking lot for boats that wiill generate excessive ralse (2487, create
poiluZan by dumping raw sewage inta the harbar, interfere with local rawing
ciul activities and create encessive traffic movemants in and aound the
marinad In an area wnich has noi been designed for a large commercial
marina.

Mew residents may not be aware Mat {he marka nas slaways been pari of
the pliﬂ A vocal n'l}ﬂntﬂgl of reslzerts wil ralse all sorts of concems 1o
resaln thetr exclusive use of the area bul supgesting ihat raw sewage’ wil

be reie@sed inlo the hambour smacks of desperalion.

Hoong al present has "exciuslve Use” of the foreshare and palhways of
Hendal Bay as this ar2a |5 public 3ss2t and a5 such provides publc access
i ared in my view itshould remain 50 arnd not ieasad by e NIW
Goyermiment 1o @ commencial entenprise which wil aperate a Z4hour x 7ddy

172 barih marina.

| oan only EEsume tiat 1his person |5 mrecty Inkso 1o the cavelopers who
wili pro@? from this marina as | have yel i mest 3 loca who hoids slmillar

wiEws 10 1his parson.

Wedl you'd be wrong. Do you assume that anyone in favour of ine marna
15 "directly lInked o the developes wiha wik proft from this mandna’? I'ma
Ioni stanoing local resldent who atierded all the meslings to enabls
appraval of your estate. Unfortunately, forums Iie tis are cominated by
new residents wno are against ihe marina and, Mrough no faull of teir
oW, are unaware of e history of e design and he pragossd marina
ou will ais0 nobe In some of My ciher camments tnat | make some rAmer
unfavourabie comments about the developer a5 well

| 7 oozt matiar whesner e forum atracis new or o resitents. Wiatsuer

considerations here were I the Inliial siages ane Imekvent o the quastian

| ol what [s the best WE}'_TWB[EE[-\‘.ME point. & manna arng manna®

Tne pastis not IrTefevan? because e ast Inciuded pans for s manna. |l
15 N0t 3 new propesal. ILis @ partof the overall development that gave
somelhing back 1o ine broaser community and something that | nave
personaly looked fonward to fram oay ong. |t sulls some to-Ignore ne Tact
&t 3 manna nas always been part of the deveopment
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&1

COMMENT DETAILE

Sy: Sarah
On: 28 Jun 2009
In Response Ta: 17

Sy: marina = vibrancy
on: 30 Jun 2009
In Response Ta: 43

Sy: Sarah
- 30 Jun 2009
In Response Ta: 54

Sy: Dawid
On: 30 Jun 2009
In Response Ta: 43

Sy: marina = viorancy
Qnz 01 Jul 2009
In Responee Ta: 56

Sy: Pater Marshall
on: 24 Jun 2009

Sy: marina = viorancy
on: 24 Jun 2009
In Response Tao: 32

Printed gn 13 Jul 2002

Bangifable %

COMMENT

Al ariginal plans and submisskons for the Breaktast Point development (eg 3
the 1939 plan and 2002 master plan} Included a small manna. Al no fimea
was any Indication given by the developer, or the Councl that the manna
waould be @ massive public manina. All Indications from the deseloper and
Its 53les 513l was that i would be a |arger version (commensuate wih the
=ize of the development] of the marina and wharf located al Cape Cabarta,
whilch |s of course a private marina. Cnly when the: cument gowemment
mavad the goal posts In 2005 did the apportunity present IEe to the
dewelaper io change the marna Into a public marina. This will be only
puiblc marinag attached to private land in NSW. Al the costs of maintaining
e surmunaing publc access areas 1o the marma are w0 the account of the
Breaktast Point Community, not to the manna owner(s) and nat ta the
general cammunity. If you require a public marina why not expand the
existing public marina at Cabanla, or cannect the new Kendall Bay marina
%o Cabarita Park along the new waliway. It 15 unfalr bo connect a large
pulblc maring ta the private land of the Breakfast Point Community.

Al residents of Breakfast Point bought In the knowledge of the current 1
plans for the Bay.

‘four greaiest concenn appears o be that It1s to be publc and not private.

| think we should [us? add securlty gates to all access poinis for the

Sraaatast Point Estate.

Clearly you have no cancept of what consitubes the Sreakfast Point 4
Communty and ks obligations to pravide public access 1o 15 assets. Ko
awner of Sreakfast Point purchased thelr property with e inowledgs that
there would be 3 large commercial marng constructed In Kendal Say and
cannectzd fo thelr Iang. Breakfast Point has never besr nor intended 1o be
a gated communiy. | have newer heard any calis by owners i make It a
gated community. The opening of the waterfront throughout Canada Bay
Councl and Indeed throughout the rest of the cRy 15 Tully supported by
Sreak’ast Point residents but llke sa many ciher things the priviiege of s
UsE NESCES 12 De understood by all users, In the same way | appreciate
atter communities providing me acoess b thelr watertant.

| g mat suppart any commenclal marna atlached o the Breakfast Paint
Communty.

If the marina has been an the drawing boards simce 1992 and then 2002 1
and you knew about It at that palnt, then | figure you are In favour of it . Llke

wou | am In fawour of @ private marina Ike the one at Cape Cabarita and |

would sugges: the same proportion of boats to houses as Cape Cabaria

wauld be Talr.

There |5 no mare |ustication of uslng Kendall Bay as 3 prvate marina for 1
UG anly by resigents of the Breakfast Polnt Estats as here I5 of having a

private manna In Kendall Bay for the exclusive use of, 5y, Marllake

residenis. PUBLIC OR NOTHING!

There was @ totally difersrt Indization of @ manra given to me by s3les
people. It was gaing lo be & smaler private manna_ | thought | could put up
wilh that kot 3 247 commerclal enlerprse, kiosks and the llke. The
Cievelopers have made 3 good enough kiling, 12t 2 go &t that

Exlsling resklents of Cabartta, Morllake and Concord would have fough 3
tooth and nall against a private manna. The public marina Is an aspect of

the development that many ‘culskders’ have been looking forwand to a8

wel

| g mat expect the kosk to be allowed bo open 24/7. However, | dan't

belleve the marina should be constructed IF ITs presence will Impede the

poiluSon remediatian.

o
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CLIENT: Inrar West Marina
PROJECT: Pre-Sppication ConsuRation

o COMMENT DETAILE COMMENT ADREE OIRAGREE

5 | By maing = vibrancy | Whal resaarch did any new Breakfast Poird resident conduct prior [ "o 3
O 30 Jun 2009 Fllrﬂ”'.aEE :ﬂ'.Ej' did maot knoay atoul the maring, or the scale nieseal™ Fas

InResponse T 52 | @ group thay f2el misiead, ey would Nave e ngnt 5o legaily challznge this
praposal All the 'Na Maning pasticipants snould ieet the validily of meir
ciaims [n cours, NSGDEP‘I el ot

Surefy Tie Breakfast Point community would niot be expacted o cover the
running costs of the manna. Surely this must be well and nuly covered by

ine mcome of the enterpeise.

Il forwaed to ihe Injection of some activEy and [ife to thie area* Such
A55e%s 3void Mg place appearing as @ retrement vilags or over 5%
dewsiopment 0o the new resilents know tat apart from 3 marina, thare
wefa-pians for several shops along the foreshore? This would have been

Iovely as wal
T2 By: Roy. | ety support this well aricuiaied raspansa from Sarah, which | bellzue 3 1
Qnz 02 Jul 2009 sairs up the mamy probiems which wil come with any form of Marfna.

in Responee To: 62
The andy ather issue of concamn which Is mot fuliy covened is the one of the
coniamingied nverbed which | Imagine wil become disturped with the
movement of boats and e ke,

| have purchased In the area because It s a beauliful area, reasonabiy
quiet, peaceful and with access to major shopping areas wnout them
Deing &t the back door. [T upsets me o lhink of the signifcant tafmic
Increase which will oocur in the area, and for whal, to pravide mare meney
In ihe pockets of developers who have changed the goal posts awery sisp
of e way.

This martna, public or private, is simpiy anather example of Rose Group
operating win its usual lack af regards Tor anyone other than thelr hip

pocisl
1 &M toltaty opposed to any form of marna.
38 Sy: Dawid | ofien o0 the waterfront wailk to Cabarlla Femy and feel It would be 3 greatl 1 3
on: 24 Jun 2009 amenity for the iocal resldents If It was possiie o have a coffse snop

Inzomporated Inta e manna 0 on Ihose beauliiul Sydnsy momings we
couid enjoy beastast by Me waler rasner han Just walking by it
5 By Watenaver Wihar | look 32 ihe pians and pnot's i Spp2ars they naws been dasigned 1o 5 1
on- 30 Jun 2009 minimiza the impact of tis marna propaosal. Count 1he peans n the plan
tnere's net 170 Take 3 walk and have 3 ook 3t DAL E Manng &l
Cabaita. 85 not 170 toals and ook haw big & 1s.
Tris proposed manna wil domingis Kendal Say and lake away one of the
Ias1 clear bays on the river.

Prinded on 13 Ju 2002
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CLIENT: Innar West Marina
PROJECT: Pre-Application Consulation

o COMMENT DETAILS COMMEMT ADREE DILAGREE
50 Sy: Sarah What do wou understand Is & private marna? | understand 12 1o be a marna 3 1
on: 28 Jun 2009 that would be resticted to exising owners of propery In Sreaktast Poinl

In Response Ta: 33 Thits does not mean that the maring could or would not have a putlic jetly,
with or withou? a kiosk. If the costs and problems of amenifiies (nalse,
parking, senving of baals, acoeEE b0 boats 24/7) of @ marina fall only on the
reslidents of Breakfast Point wiy shauld nat we abject to the location and
attachement of a lange public marina®
A5 resigents of ihe posicode 2137 we are part of the whale community. | do
not wish to 5ee a gated communiy but everyone needs 1o recognise that
the benefils all residents of posicode 2137 recelve by accessing the assets
af e Breakiast Point Communiy are anly pald for by the owners af
prapery In the Breakfzst Pont Communiy.

] 5'!': marna = -.'It:ran{:y' ‘Saran, | would genuh:—ly llke o knoww IT such costs are to be |I'I1FIZIEEIJ on 1 4
on: 30 Jun 2009 the Breakfas? Point Estale or are o be covered t"} ih= Income of the marna
In Rezponse Ta: 50 | Iksal? I anyane could shed (nformed) Ight on this, it would be most
WesImE,

As far as 2137 resldents enjoying the ‘assets’ of your eslate, this Is a 2-way
sireet as your new resldents enjoy all exising assels oulslde of the estate.
indeed, why Is there not one childrens play area WITHIM the site? Wiy do
waur residents park thelr boats In Emily Stinstead of onsite? Why doss the
elsate Impaose fshing restrictions on the pubilc waterfront? Wy does the
estate not permit local sporing codes to wse the aval™ Why do some af
wour peaple resent a public marna® Such actions are seen as exclusive

and elitist
E2 5y. Sarah Tne residents of the Sraakfast Poin? Communlity are residents of Canaga 2 1
on: 30 Jun 2009 Say and pay thelr rates and have the same rights a5 all other residents of
In Response To: 55 tne municipalZy. Oiher than Breakfast Foint community residents no other

members or residents of Canada Bay pay to malniain the sea wall, or the
waterfront park, or ihe waterront walkaay, or the gardens or the oval. |
wish that we did not have o put up slgns requesting peaple not fish fram
aur propery. Unfariuantely the mess that |s [ef by ishermen Is our probiem
and our cost. If peaple had been responsible and not cawsed any problemes
the lszue would not have arlsen.

Tne residents of Breakfast Point would Ike to make thelr oval avallabia to
Iocal clubs, however all the costs of maintaining the oval fall ertirely to the
residents of the Sreakfast Point Community. How 0o you balance the
Interests of all local reshdents aganst those that must pay for the
mantenzance of the assel?

if the Breaktast Polnt Community installs a childrens'playground It must
bear the lalbiity of the playground. Councls unforiunately are much able fo
Duy this Insuranca for the baneit of all residents of postcode 2137. 1
welzome the new playground In Kendall Park and | thank Eryan Rose far
the genenous cantribution the develaper made to the equipment.

Itls mat eliist far the Breaklzst Pomt Communty o suppart the Kendall
Park play area rather than a similar area or Sreaitast Point Comnmunity
land, it Is Just am atter of senslble risk management.

It 15 also nat eltist not to support a public marna connected o Sreaktast
Point Community iand. This s not @ matter of "not In my backyard™. it 1s
simply unfalr to iImpose all the problems of the management and the casts
af 3 pubilc marina on the Breakfast Foint Community. | would prefer i see
¥endal Bay remain moanng and marnna free. | suggest that i a public
marina Is |us3%ed or reguired In our area that ather alteratives are betier,
such as Rlver Quays and the area of the moorings naxt to River Quays.
Rlver Cuays has ihe advantage that It already has Infrastructurs In place.
The ather cbviows alterative s extending the existing Cabarta marina
whilch also has existing Infrastruciure. T a greentield site 15 required |
suggest Majors Bay which ks surrourfded by [arge tracts of public [and hat
cauld easly and econamicaly support the on share requirements of a
marina.

There |5 simply no necessly to locate 3 publc marina from the existing
Sreakrast Point Community.

Printed gn 13 Jul 2002
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ECONCMIC IMFACT

Tnere |5 a high demand for suliabie berihs In Sydney Haroour, especialy west of the Harbour Bridge. Flease identify any lssues relating o
the economic Impact of the proposal here.

1]
18

|

T4

5|

COMMENT DETAILE

Sy: strone
on: 1€ Jun 2009

Sy: Jannilou

Nz 1E Jun 2009

In Response Ta: 13
Sy: Dawvid

on: 30 Jun 2009

In Response Ta: 23

Sy: marina = vibrancy
on: 01 Jul 2009
in Response Ta: 63

Sy: marina = vitrancy
on: 18 Jun 2009
In Response Ta: 18

Sy Faul Mix
on: 27 Jun 2009
in Response Ta: 24

Sy: Gregud
on: 04 Jul 2009
In Response Ta: 24

Sy: Peler Marsnall
Qn: 24 Jun 2009
In Response Ta: 18

Sy: Debhaz
on: 24 Jun 2009
In Response Ta: 13

Sy Sarah
&z 30 Jun 2009

Primted on 13 Jul 2002

COMMEMNT

The poilufion needs o be deaned up now Tor my future and that of
QENEraans 1o come. We hawe a chance o address tis IE5Ue now and we
snouk take = A%er Itis dear up, Kendall Bay should be kept as I 15 and
not twmed over to commerclal purposes for use by a privileged few.

Sirongly agree with strobe's statement

The Inner west |5 very under reprasented Ir avallzble berihs and any
campestion to Cabanta Marina would be & good thing. | wauld also thifk
that part of the rent genierated by the marnna could be used to fix any lssues
In the bay.

¥ies, | agree. Surely the new marinas conslderable income could cower B5
awn running costs and not Imposs on the Sreakfast Polnt Community.

Sreaktast Point does nol own Kendall Bay and same of s resloents would
llke the priviedge’ of not having w2 share the forsshane and bay with the
braader ccommuniy.

Sreak’ast Point resldents are wel aware thal they do NOT own Kendall Say
and as such the communily areas and hartour Toreshores are apen o
members of the general publle. However the general public should
appreciate that 115 the resigenis who pay to maltaln the roads, footpaths
and gardens and tharsfore they should have 3 cansloerable 63y In any
adjacant gevelopments that iImpact an the costs io mamtain as well as he
wisual amenuties they pald far In buying nto Breakfas: Font

Rlose COp D0SE Notown Kenoal Bay elther
| algo strongly agrae with 'Sirobe’.

Care needs 10 be taken win the ci2an up of the bay so that no polulanis
are disturbed. The bay should be kept 5 a natural marine ensironment
wilthowt @n amay of vessels polluting the emvironment. The movemsnd,
noise, fumes, garbage an sheer volume of rafc can only hamm Me natural
ensirenmant!

Mo one awns Sydney Harbour. The reskdents of Breakfast Paint do not own
¥endal Say, nor do potential boat owners. The construction of & furtner
marira In the wesham harbour I required can be constructad anywhars the
MEW Maritime detarmines. The best economic madal far 3 manna Is
extending the exlsting Cabarita marra which already has the nfrasTucture
%o support 3 marina. The owners of River Quays sought and obtalned a DA
%o re-develop thelr marina but the reguirements of NSW Martime were
such that the dewslopment was uneconamic. In my apinion Tils 15 the best
location for 3 new marna In e area and has the best economics 35 agaln
tnere |5 alrzady Infrastruchurs In placs. The re-organisation of the moonngs
and the cannection of the marna ta land outside of e Breakfast Polnt
Communiy would not impact an the costs of the Community. Thene are
already baats on moonngs In this viciniy. This would allow the preserdation
of Kendall Bay as the only bay wes: of the Harbour Erdge free of moared
Doats. Wy not Ssvelop @ marng in Majors Eay which has adequate pulic
land surraun@ng the bay 1o provide the required parsing and other shore
basad faclltles? Why not develap Kendall Bay marina from the weslem
side of Cabarlta Park It Kendal Say s the best slte? This ocation would
require a parking and shore based *aclites located In the pare. Thers ane
many opporiuniies to develap a marina (If & |s reguined) oiher than
canngcting a mannz 1o the Breakfas: Font Communiy.
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FEEDBACK

o HAME CONTACT DETAILS FEEDEACK

1 | Paul Nix Emalt paulnkx@ipg.com.au Suggestion:
on24 Jun 2009 19:54 | Phane: 02-8765-0632 Any environmantal asssssmant must Incuce the
Postal: 10777 Admiraky Drive Impact of cross-comtamination of toee reskdues from
Graakfast point 2137 cansruction and aperation of such a large marina ta
ather paris of the rver{particulary If the Jemena
clean-up of Kendall Bay predates consiruction of the
marinaj.

It must als0 aodress the soclal and visual amenity
Impazts on the the swmounding reskdents of
Sreaiktast Point and Kendal Inlet and It must asse66
e degree bo which hese residents who wil be most
affected are In agreement or not with constuction
and 247 operation of & 177 berth pubilc marina.

It I5 these resldents wno will nave 12 bear e brunt
of e ncreasad fraffic, waar & f2ar on access roads,
nolse from 2417 use of the faclities and reducsd
wisual amentty. There i5 also the Impact on other
UGETE Of 2 river SN 35 rowers, salkors, .
Ceralnly ery s2w If any of the sUToUNGNg residents
will wan? to kook out on hundreds of dlesel driven
power boats 35 opposed (o tha rvar waker Rs2if.

2 | Paul Nix Emalt paulnkx@ipg.com.au Suggestion:
om24 Jun 2009 2001 | Phane: 02-8765-0632 Any environmantal asssssmant must Incuce the
Pastal: 10777 Admiraly Drive Impact of cross-comtamination of toele reskdues from
Sreaktast point 2137 consFuction and operation of such & lange marina ta
olher pars of the fver(particulary If the Jemena
clean-up of Kendall Bay predates consiruction of the
marina).

It must also agdrees the soclal and visual amenity
Impacts an the the sumounding reskdents of
Sreaitast Point and Kendal inlet and It must #5266
tne degrae towhich these residenis who wil b mos?
affected are In agresmani or not with consbuction
and 2417 gperation of & 177 Derth pubilc marina.

it 15 tigse reeldents who will have 1o bear the brunt
af ;e Increased fraffic, wear & tear on access roads,
nolse Trom 2477 use of the faclities and reducad
wisiial amentty. There I5 also ihe Impact on other
UEETE Of the rver BUch 35 NOWESS, Sallors, Bic.
Ceralnly ery 2w If any of the surrcundng residents
will wan? to kaoi out on hundregs of dlesel driven
power boats as opposed to the river waler Eself.

Printed gn 13 Jul 2002
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o MAME CONTACT DETAILS FEEDBACK
3 | Paul Kix Emall: paulnix@tpg.com.au Suggestion:
on24 Jun 2009 2002 | Phone: D2-8765-0632 Any envrenmantal assessment must Incuge the
Postal: 10777 Admiraky Drive Impact of cross-comtamination of toelc reskdues from
Greakrast point 2137 cansruction and aperation of such a kange marina ta

aother pars of the rver(particulary If the Jemena
clean-up of Kendall Bay predates canstruction of the
marinaj.

It must also address the soclal and visual amenity
Impacts an the the suTounding reskents of
Sraawtast Point and Kendal inlet and It must aE52EE
e degree towhich these residents who wil be most
affacted are In agreement or not with constuction
and 24/7 operation of a 177 berth publlc marina.

It 16 thiese resldents who will have 1o bear the brunt
of Me Increasad frafc, wear & 1ear on 3cCess 10ads,
nolse from 247 use of the faclities and reducad
wigual amentty. There 5 also ihe Impact on obher
usesE of the river such as rowess, salkars, efc.
Ceriainly ery few If any of the surmounding residents
will wan? to kook out on hundregs of dlesel driven
power boals 35 opposed o the river water Eself.

4 | Paul ki Emall: paulnkx@ipg.com.au Suggesiion:
on 24 Jun 2009 20:02 | Phone: 02-3755-8632 Any environmantal assassmant must Incluge the
Postal: 1077 Admiraky Drive Impact of cross-contamination of loeic reskdues from
Sreawtast point 2137 cansTuction and aperation of Guch & lange marina to

aotter pars of the fver(particulary If the Jemena
clear-up of Kendall Bay predates canstruction of the
marinaj.

It must also agdress the soclal and visual amenity
Impacts an the the sumounding reskdents of
Sraawtast Point and Kendal inlet and It must 35265
thie degrae towhich these residents who wil be most
affected are In agreement or nol with constuction
and 2417 aperation of a 177 berth publle marina.

it I5 these resldents wno will nave 1o bear e brunt
of M ncreasad fraffic, waar & {8ar on access roads,
nolse from 247 use of the faclites and reducad
vigual amenity. There ks also the Impact on other
useTE of 2 river SLSN 35 rowers, saliars, .
Ceralnly ery *2w If any of the sUTCUNONg residents
will wan? to kook gut on hundreds of dlesel driven
power boats a5 opposed to the rver waker Reelf.

Printed gn 13 Jul 2002
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o HAME COMTACT DETAILE FEEDBACK
5 | Paul ke Emall: paulnx@ipg.com.au Suggestion:
on 24 Jun 2009 30:03 | Phone: 02-3765-8532 Any anviranmantal azssssmant must Incige the
Pastal: 1077 Admilraky Dirive Impact of crass-contamination of o reskdues from
Sreastast point 2137 cansTuction and aperation of such a large marina ta

ather pans of the nver(particulany If ne Jemena
clean-up of Kendall Bay predates canstruction of the
marinaj.

It must also address the soclal and visual amenity
Impacts on ihe the sumounding reskdents of
Sreaktast Point and Kendal inlet and It must 35266
the degree towhich these residents who will be most
dffacted are In agreement or not with constuction
and 2417 aperation of 3 177 berth publle marina.

it I thiese resldents who will have 1o bear the brunt
of e Increased rafic, wear & 1ear on 3cCess roads,
noise from 2477 use of the faclities and reducad
wisual amenity. These I5 als0 ihe Impact on other
usesE of 2 river BUCh a5 NOWers, saliars, eic.
Ceralnly ery f2w If any of the surrcunding residenis
will wan? to kook out on hundreds of dlesel driven
power boals as opposad o the river waler Rsell

6 | Paul Nix Emalt pauink@ipg. com.au Suggestion:
an 24 Jun 2009 20:03 | Phone: [2-8765-5632 Any environmental asssssment must Include the
Postal 1077 Admiraky Drive Impact of crogs-contaminatisn of loelc residues from
Sreakrast point 2137 cansruction and aperation of such a kange marina ta

ather pans of the mver(particulany I e Jemena
clean-up of Kendall Bay predates canstruction of tha
marinaj.

It must also agdrees the soclal and visual amenity
Impacts on the the sumounding reskients of
Sreakfast Poin? and Kendal inlet and It must #5266
ne degree towhich these residenis who wil De mos?
affected are In agresman? or not with constuction
and 2477 operation of & 177 berth pubilc marina.

itls these resldents wha will have w2 bear the brunt
of e Increased iraffic, wear & 1ear on access roads,
noise from 2417 use of the faclities and reduced
wisual amenity. There ks also the Impact on other
users of g river SLCh 35 rowers, salars, e,
Ceralnly ery faw If any of the surroundng resldents
will want to look out on hundreds of dlesel driven
power boals as opposad o the river waler Rsell

Primted on 13 Jul 2002
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o HAME COMTACT DETAILE FEEDBACK
T | Paul ke Emall: paulnx@ipg.com.au Suggestion:
on 24 Jun 2009 30:04 | Phone: 02-3765-8532 Any anviranmantal azssssmant must Incige the
Pastal: 1077 Admilraky Dirive Impact of crass-contamination of o reskdues from
Sreastast point 2137 cansTuction and aperation of such a large marina ta

ather pans of the nver(particulany If ne Jemena
clean-up of Kendall Bay predates canstruction of the
marinaj.

It must also address the soclal and visual amenity
Impacts on ihe the sumounding reskdents of
Sreaktast Point and Kendal inlet and It must 35266
the degree towhich these residents who will be most
dffacted are In agreement or not with constuction
and 2417 aperation of 3 177 berth publle marina.

it I thiese resldents who will have 1o bear the brunt
of e Increased rafic, wear & 1ear on 3cCess roads,
noise from 2477 use of the faclities and reducad
wisual amenity. These I5 als0 ihe Impact on other
usesE of 2 river BUCh a5 NOWers, saliars, eic.
Ceralnly ery f2w If any of the surrcunding residenis
will wan? to kook out on hundreds of dlesel driven
power boals as opposad o the river waler Rsell

8 | Paul Nix Emalt pauink@ipg. com.au Suggestion:
an 24 Jun 2009 20:05 | Phone: [2-8765-5632 Any environmental asssssment must Include the
Postal 1077 Admiraky Drive Impact of crogs-contaminatisn of loelc residues from
Sreakrast point 2137 cansruction and aperation of such a kange marina ta

ather pans of the mver(particulany I e Jemena
clean-up of Kendall Bay predates canstruction of tha
marinaj.

It must also agdrees the soclal and visual amenity
Impacts on the the sumounding reskients of
Sreakfast Poin? and Kendal inlet and It must #5266
ne degree towhich these residenis who wil De mos?
affected are In agresman? or not with constuction
and 2477 operation of & 177 berth pubilc marina.

itls these resldents wha will have w2 bear the brunt
of e Increased iraffic, wear & 1ear on access roads,
noise from 2417 use of the faclities and reduced
wisual amenity. There ks also the Impact on other
users of g river SLCh 35 rowers, salars, e,
Ceralnly ery faw If any of the surroundng resldents
will want to look out on hundreds of dlesel driven
power boals as opposad o the river waler Rsell

Primted on 13 Jul 2002
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CLIENT: Innar st Marina
PROJECT: Pre-Appication Communlly ConsLitaiizn

FRIWNECT SUMBARY

o TORIC BY ADDED ON COMBENTE VoTES ASREE
MEAGREE
1| wews | Praject CoarEnator | 12 Jur 2008 o [ =@ | m
2 | Contaminaton | Praject Coormnator | 12 Jun 2000 o | o o
3 | Economic Impact | Praject Coardinator | 12 Jun 2005 o [ @ o
4 | Pubic Ascess | Praject CoarEnator | 1z00n 2008 | i | o o
5 | Waser Satey | Project Cosrdinator | 1z Jun 2008 o [ @ i
& | Ofherizsues relatinglothe proposed | Praject Coardinatar | 12 Jun 2002 il | il i

Inrer Wast Marina

Arimed on 13 Ju! 2002
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APPENDIX 17/:
= NSW MARITIME

SCHEDULES OF MOORED
AND REGISTERED VESSELS
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PROJECT NoO: 01013



NSW Recreational Vessel Registrations 30/06/08 - Under 8m in Length

Local Govt Areas - Auburn, Blacktown, Burwood, Canterbury, Canada Bay, Holroyd, Hornsby,
Parramatta, Penrith, Ryde, Strathfield

Postcode Under3m 3103.99m 4t04.99m 5t0599m 6t06.99m 7to7.99m TOTAL

2046 20 108 145 125 60 40 498
2047 13 48 68 70 33 38 270
2076 12 87 17 96 43 25 380
2077 6 132 224 123 44 30 559
2079 6 48 88 75 15 9 241
2080 1 21 38 28 6 3 97
2081 3 40 84 47 17 7 198
2082 10 77 179 76 27 11 380
2083 2 78 206 75 35 26 422
2111 8 87 114 79 47 57 392
2112 15 109 170 108 37 30 469
2113 7 51 101 64 18 6 247
2114 3 61 88 43 20 16 231
2115 8 28 56 33 10 9 144
2116 & 24 48 35 7 2 120
2117 i 56 101 78 21 10 272
2118 3 68 104 81 23 6 285
2119 1 37 54 39 13 21 165
2120 6 66 122 99 23 16 332
2121 4 62 93 65 22 17 263
2122 4 49 89 58 17 " 228
2124 0 0 3 0 0 0 3
2125 10 77 92 97 49 19 344
2126 4 55 89 71 29 7 255
2127 1 14 15 1 6 2 49
2128 0 4 7 11 6 3 31
2129 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
2130 1 9 11 11 2 2 36
2131 4 23 35 18 8 6 94
2132 3 20 47 13 5 8 96
2133 2 15 38 32 4 5 96
2134 5 14 26 14 5 2 66
2135 9 28 47 40 11 10 145
2136 1 11 32 18 4 2 68
2137 13 84 149 89 36 25 396
2138 7 30 57 37 11 9 151
2140 S 15 20 18 4 3 65
2141 4 28 68 31 9 1 141
2142 10 32 70 48 g 2 171
2143 2 17 25 12 1 1 58
2144 5 50 90 51 8 4 208
2145 31 223 426 237 50 17 984
2146 5 49 163 73 19 4 303
2147 21 147 340 149 34 13 704
2148 32 216 418 209 49 11 935
2150 4 20 28 21 5 3 81



2151 6 54 81 53 16 9 219
2152 8 27 50 32 14 2 133
2153 32 199 369 251 88 29 968
2154 28 139 224 177 91 36 695
2155 24 136 240 264 101 17 782
2156 25 101 143 165 67 18 519
2157 8 34 57 47 16 3 165
2158 12 78 79 96 39 15 319
2159 7 68 90 62 29 4 260
2160 25 72 141 77 23 8 346
2161 18 78 158 89 15 5 363
2162 11 57 93 58 9 2 230
2163 1 20 46 23 3 2 95
2164 20 82 169 83 25 4 383
2192 5 16 35 26 9 0 91
2193 4 24 70 38 9 5 150
2194 1 1 40 26 4 1 83
2195 4 15 41 23 8 0 91
2196 13 63 153 82 15 10 336
2206 9 43 133 60 18 9 272
2207 20 65 159 74 23 10 351
2208 6 28 77 36 10 4 161
2209 8 30 69 26 9 4 146
2740 0 4 6 3 0 0 12
2745 25 136 241 179 84 11 676
2747 28 158 315 172 38 6 717
2748 i 19 37 33 9 4 104
2749 15 85 152 126 32 5 415
2750 30 237 358 222 47 14 908
2751 0 0 0 0 0 1 1
2752 ¥ 46 70 58 18 3 202
2753 14 102 190 124 57 14 501
2754 0 51 61 44 14 1 171
2755 0 4 5 1 2 0 12
2756 46 372 625 536 241 40 1860
2757 2 9 13 12 6 2 44
2758 13 67 124 77 35 9 325
2759 44 137 326 239 57 7 810
2760 13 117 231 113 19 1 494
2761 12 69 165 98 16 5 365
2762 6 27 58 30 9 1 131
2763 19 85 169 124 36 8 441
2764 0 0 0 1 0 0 1

16 697

2765 22 151 233 187 88
' 915 5833 10671 7054 2351 894 27718



NSW MARITIME PRIVATE MOORING LICENCES

WEST OF SYDNEY HARBOUR BRIDGE

30TH JUNE 2009
MOORING WAITING
LICENCES LISTS

SOUTHERN SHORES 933 193

NORTHERN SHORES 1,579 93

TOTAL MOORINGS 2,512 286



NSW MARITIME PRIVATE MOORING LICENCES

WEST OF SYDNEY HARBOUR BRIDGE (SOUTHERN SHORES)

BAY/LOCATION MOORING WAITING | % of Issued
LICENCES LIST Licences
Johnstons Bay 4 19 475.0
Mort Bay 25 23 92.0
Snails Bay 29 27 93.1
Birchgrove 82 31 37.8
Fig Tree Bay 5 P 140.0
Somerville Point 30 18 60.0
Callan Park Bay 26 7 26.9
Leichhardt Bay 69 13 18.8
Half Moon Bay 64 14 21.9
Drummoyne East 83 16 19.3
Drummoyne Bay 51 2 3.9
Drummoyne West 31 3 9.7
Five Dock Bay North 105 3 2.9
Five Dock Bay South 66 4 6.1
Abbotsford Bay 49 0 0.0
Hen & Chicken Bay 69 2 2.9
Exile bay 18 1 5.6
France Bay 31 1 3.2
Cabarita Point 14 2 14.3
Majors Bay 20 0 0.0
Brays Bay 62 0 0.0
|MIOORINGS (STH'N SHORES) 933 193 20.7




NSW MARITIME PRIVATE MOORING LICENCES

WEST OF SYDNEY HARBOUR BRIDGE (NORTHERN SHORES)

BAY/LOCATION MOORING WAITING | % of Issued
LICENCES LIST Licences

Lavender Bay 51 14 27.5
Berrys Bay 74 27 36.5
Wollstonecraft 6 3 50.0
Gore Cove Bay 43 4 9.3
Greenwich Baths 16 3 18.8
Greenwich 66 4 6.1
Gore Creek 49 4 8.2
Woodford Bay 251 5 2.0
Longueville 22 2 9.1
Yacht Bay 34 2 5.9
Yacht Cove 12 1 8.3
Tambourine Bay 47 1 2.1
Burns Bay 75 0 0.0
Linley Point 12 0 0.0
Lane Cove River South 21 0 0.0
Newcombe Point 11 0 0.0
Alexandra Bay 83 3 3.6
Woolwich - Lane Cove River 63 3 4.8
Onion Point 60 2 3.3
Valencia Street 25 1 4.0
Woolwich - P'matta River 12 3 25.0
Hunters Hill - P'matta River 33 0 0.0
Lukes Bay 28 0 0.0
Tarban Creek East 20 0 0.0
Tarban Creek West 67 0 0.0
Huntleys Point 16 0 0.0
Betts Bay 20 1 5.0
Henley Bay 40 0 0.01
Bedlam Bay 39 3 7.7
Looking Glass Bay 27 1 3.7
Gladesville - P'matta River 20 0 0.0
Glades Bay 53 1 1.9
Morrisons Bay 106 1 0.9
Kissing Point Bay 57 0 0.0
Meadowbank 20 4 20.0
MOORINGS (NTH'N SHORES) 1,579 93 5.9
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