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Scott Schimanski - Dolans Bay Marina

T A R S R S A R SR A M AT

From;  "Stuart” <stuart.carter@internode.on.net>
To: <plan_comment@planning.nsw. gov.au>
Date: 9/20/2011 11:53 AM

Subject: Dolans Bay Marina

Appiicant:  Dolans Bay Marina Expansion {MPI0-0017}

From: Stuart Carter
55 Myrtle Forest Road
COLLINSVALE TAS 7012

Statement: | object to this project proposal for the following reasons:

« Detrimental effects of increased traffic - such as noise poliution and extra marine engine

pollution - on the beauty and ecology of the bay.
» Increase of other poliution - debris, plastics etc - in the bay, as well as contaminants from

anti-fouling paint, .
o Overcrowding of bay, meaning loss of safe spaces for less impactful recreational users,
such as rowers, kayakers and so on, especially so with larger boats trying to navigate in

“what is a small bay.
e Restrictions to waterfrant access for residents on shoreline.
» Restrictions to public access to bay (a public resource} in favour of private owners,

| have no reportable political donations to declare.
Thank you.
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Scott Schimanski - Dolans Bay Marina

R AR ; e A T e e N O A e b 1 A e T R
From: "Stuart" <stuart.carter@internode.on.net>

Ta: <plan_comment@planning.nsw.gov,au>

Date: 9/20/2011 12:00 PM

Subject: Dolans Bay Marina

Attachments: .vof

Applicant:  Dolans Bay Marina Expansion {MPI0-0017)

From: Stuart Carter
55 Myrtle Forest Road
COLLINSVALE TAS 7012

Statement: | object to this project proposal for the following reasons:

» Detrimental effects of increased traffic - such as noise pollution and extra marine engine
pollution - on the beauty and ecology of the bay.

« Increase of other pollution - debris, plastics etc - in the bay, as well as contaminants
from anti-fouling paint.

+ Overcrowding of bay, meaning loss of safe spaces for less impactful recreational users,
such as rowers, kayakers and so on, especially so with larger boats trying to navigate in
what is a small bay.

e Restrictions to waterfront access for residents on shoreline.

» Restrictions to public access to bay (a public resource} in favour of private owners,

| have no reportable political donations to declare.

Thank you.
Apologies for sending this twice, | sent the first one without adding signature.

file://C:\Documents and Settings\sschimanski\Local Settings\Temm\XPerowizseME78...  21/09/2011



15" September, 2011

APPLICANT: Dolans Bay Marina Expansion {MP10-0017)

FROM: Nathan Cassidy
B2 Parthania Street
Dolans Bay 2229

| object to this project proposal for the following reasons,

{ Hve with my parents in Dolans Bay and this proposal has the potential to ruin the Bay for
my lifetime and generations to come.

My parents chose to live here for the Bays tranguillity and natural beauty. This massive
overdevelopment of the Bay will change this way of life forever,

There will be restriction of access to private waterfront facilities along the shoreline. Visual
impact at this level will be most affected frorm pontoons and boatsheds at water level.

The proposed marina will occupy a significant amount of the waterway. Some 3 times more
waterway area than the existing marinas footprint.

Noise both at the water and In the residential streets will significantly increase. The marina
can operate 24/7.

Parking for the existing marina is totally inadeguate. 10 car spaces for 29 berths and 22
mootings. The proposal provides for not one additionat offstreet parking space, with
parking expected to be accommodated on the residential street, Can you please explain this
irrational logic.

The steepness and slope of the land base from which the marina operates does not lend
itseif to pedestrian, patrons, servicing and vehicle access requirements and the necessary

infrastructure to support these services.

As [ think more about this proposal there is nothing in it to benefit anyone in the general
rasidential and boating cornmunity. Would you please consider my concerns in the NSW

Governments decision process.

| have no reportable political donations to declare.

Nathan Cassidy



DAVID SANEGOR, B3z Environmental Biology
4 ELLERY PLACE ‘
DOLANS BAY NBW 2220

September 12, 2011

PAJOR PROJECTS ASSESSMENT
DEPT PLANNING & (NF

GPO BOX 39

SYDMNEY NSW 2001

APPLICANT DOLANS BAY MARINA MPIO-0017

| OBJECT TO THiS DEVELOPMENT FOR THE FOLLOWING REASONS -

« RESTRICTION OF PUBLIC AND PRIVATE ACCESS TO THE BAY. THE PROPOSED
DEVELOPMENT WILL CREAT A SIGNIFICANT OBSTACLE FOR PRIVATE CRAFT TD
NEGOTIATE AND INCREASE THE CLUTTER WITHIN AN ALREADY BOAT CHOKED BAY.

» PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT 18 TOO LARGE FOR THE ALREADY OVERCROWDED
DOLANS BAY INLET. THERE SHOULD BE NO INCREASE IN THE NUMBER OF MOORINGS
IN THE 8AY - THE SWING MOORINGS SHOULD BE ABANDONED AND EXISTING VESSELS
ADDED TO THE MARINA FOR SAFETY AND SECURITY AND NAVIGATION BENEFITS, A 63
BOAT INCREASE iS FAR TOO MANY BDATS FOR THiS TINY BAY,

« ANINCREASE OF 53 BOAT MOORINGS WILL AFFECT TIDAL FLUSHING AND WATER
CIUALITY. DOLANS BAY MARINA HAS NO SEWERAGE PUMP QUT FACILITIES, NOR DOES
THE MARINA HAVE ANY CONTAINMENT FOR ITS DRY DOCK CLEANING. AS A RESULT
THE AREA ABJACENT TO THE MARINA SLIPWAY IS CONTAMINATED WITH PAINT
FRAGMENTS AND OTHER BOAT RELATED RUBBISH WASHED IN FROM THE DRY DOCK
CLEANING FACILITY, BOAT OWNERS CANNOT BE RELIED UPON TO DO THE RIGHT

THING UNFORTUNALTELY.

+ AS AN ENVIRONMENTAL SCIENTIST AND DIVER, t HAVE QBSERVED THE NEGATIVE
EFFECTS OF BOAT ANTIFOULING PAINTS, EFFLUENT, URBAN RUNOFF AND SPILLS ON
THE BAY'S ECOLOGY, ESPECIALLY IN THE LAST 6-10 YEARS, DOLANS BAY SUPPORTS A
LITTLE KNOWN HARD CORAL REEF COMMUNITY THAT RHAS COLONISED ROCK
OUTCROPS SWING MOORING BALAST, AND WRECKAGE IN CLOSE PROXIMITY TO THE
MARINA, EXPANDING THE MARINA COULD REDUCE LIGHT PENETRATION, AND
ADVERSELY AFFECT THE CORAL.

s THI3 MARINA EXPANSION i3 SHﬂPLY TOO LARGE FOR THE BAY. A SMALLER
DEVELOPMENT WOULD BE MORE SUITABLE.

» | HAVE NO REPORTABLE POLITICAL DONATIONS TO DECLARE.

Sincerely,

DAVID SANEGOR



restin







Frank Oliveri
7 Loraine ave
Cﬁﬂnghah

Msw 2229

To  Scott Schimanski ' k &
Majq rproject assessments

Department of Planning &.inf‘rastructure

GPO Box 39

Sydney NSW 2001

Regarding Dolans Bay expansion

_Reference No MP-10_0017

At ts current size the marina is acceptable in Ratlo tothe size Dolans Bay. {Dolans Bay is
quite small bay and [z very much already papulated with Private moorings:and Boats in General} Any
‘éxpansian- or increase in size to the Marina will far out'waythi ratio of Marina to general water ways

‘:vi‘"-_éwaiialbié--*tc\ the general Public. When viewing the Plans avaifahle and further Plans found under
- p-‘}ivn-te mvestigation any increase is way to farge in respects to the one maring amaongst many
residents arid users within the fascinaty,

The wa.te’f way is a Public place, we Pay for its Upgrade, Policing and as a Boat owner its
" genetal Use, Public Citizens are not.permitited to do anything to Public grounds that is not beneficial
‘to general Public, There are thousands of users around Dolans bay and for that 1 marinato try'to
expand tothis extent when it is only ane property amongst many within Dolens bay Is just Greed at
is very worst. '

1 wilt be involved in helping to fund any Joint legal action taken by the residents Of Caringbah
and Dofans Bay if the proposal is aliowed to continug past this Planning stuge.

Hfyou feel need to contact me at any stage please do so.

Regards

Frank CHiveri E
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Scott Schimanski - Kw: I)ulam, Bny Marina { {:){J
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From: "George Cotis" <papacotis2@optusnet.com.au>
To: <gcott.schimanski@planning.nsw.gov.au>
Date: 9/5/2011 7:04 AM

Subject: ['w: Dolans Bay Marina

Dear Mr Schimanski,

| refer to my email (below) to which | have not recelved any response. The following is an extract from my
subrnission in response to the proposal,

| would, hewosver appreciate a response from you on this matier,

"1 would first like to object to the notification process.
Despite the Departinent notifying residents and households oppose the proposal to expand
Dolans Bay Marina, no notification was given to the occupiers of moorings in Dolans Bay.

This is important on a number of grounds:
Mooring occupiers may live outside the range of notification methods;
There is no way of knowing which moorings may be directly or indirectly affected;
Re-location of, or some other negative impact on moorings is a likely consequence of the
proposal.

I'made this known to the Department’s officer early in the display process without any response.
I therefore submit that the notification process is flawed in so far as people likely 1o be directly
and adversely effected may have been excluded or overlooked.

Further, the failure anywhere within the material which is on display is it made known which of
the moorings in Dolans Bay are directly or indirectly effecled, and what is anticipated
may be the consequences . This denies the opportunity of informed comment."

yours sinsergly,

George Cotis

- Qriginal Message -——

From: George Cotis

To: scott schimanski@planning.nsw.qov.ay
Sent: Saturday, August 27, 2011 815 AM
Subject; Dolans Bay Marina

Dear Mr. Schimanski,

DOLANS BAY MARINA

I refer to the process:of notification and public exhibition relating to the proposal to expand Dolans Bay
marina.

I note that in addition to the usual public notices, the Depariment has provided written notices to certain
householders in the vicinity of the proposal. | assume the householder which have been selected for this

direct notification are those which have been considered fo be within the visual calchments, or are assumed
io be affected by parking, noise and/or traffic. My assumpton, of course.

It seems to me that if the Department has judged such advice as necessary in the process of notification and
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comment opportunity, then giving effect to this objective is flawed by not giving the same advice to the owners
of vessels in Dolans Bay.

While the households/residents may or may not suffer adverse effects arising frarm the proposal, the boat
owners whose vessels occupy swing moorings may, and have the uncertainty of not knowing whether or not
they may he seriously disadvantaged. Further, boat owners may not live in the area covered by notice

process,

Therefore, | would suggest to you that by not affording the owners of vessels on swing moorings the same
notification as has been afforded some householders/residents, the Departmeant may have compromised the
opportunities of those most likely to suffer adverse impact,

Yours sincerely,
George Cotis

21 Moombara Crescent

Port Hacking.

02 85246537/0418495338
papacotisZ@optusnat.com.au

Email scanned by PC Tools -~ No viruses or spyware found.
(Emaif Guard: 7.0.0.21, Virus/Spyware Database: 6.18240)
http://www.pctools.com
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From: rogar humphry <rogerb419@bigpond.com:=

Te: <scott schimanski@planning nsw.gov.au>
Date: B/28/2011 512 pm

Subject: Dolans Bay Marina Expanslon (MP10-0017)
Dear Sir,

b am writing fo object to the expansion of the Marina in Dolans Bay.

[ #ive in Port Hacking Road South Dolans Bay and reqularly travel along Parthenia Street . | befieve
this street is currently too narrow and probably every second time | travel along the street either me
or the car coming in the opposite direction has to stop and let the other pass because the street is too
narrow especially when' there are parked cars . This is particularly relevant near the marina becauss
the road bends at this point. The street is already overcrowded with parked cars with the current no.
of boats . There is no way the applicant can provide any additional parking spaces and if is impossible
to believe that 10 parking spaces can service B2 boat spaces |

Parthenia street is also used &5 an access road for cars and trucks towing boats barges and other
commercial trailers for use at Wallys wharf and | bedieve this local street is already beyond its safe
capacity for fransport. ‘

| have views over the bay and there is already many boats in the bay [ believe any increase would be
visually unsightly and dangerous for boats to navigate safely around |, | am also concerned about
potiution both from fuet effulent and other chamicals such as anti-foul products.

My husband and t currently have our small timber clinker boat on a swing mooring in the bay } am
vary concernad that this mooring would be taken from us and that we would face exhorbitant fees to
put our small heritage boat in a large marina.

Yours Faithfully

Rhonda Humphry

1/734 Port Hacking Road

Dolans Bay 2229

! have no reportable political donations to declare
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Scott Schimanski - Objection to Proposed Expansion of Dolans Bay Marina -
Application Mumber 10 0017

&

From: John Crowe <johncrowed3@hotmatl.com=

To: <plan_comment@planning.nsw.gov.au>

Date: 8/19/2011 2:01 PM

Subject: Objection to Proposed Expansion of Dolans Bay Marina - Application Number 10
0017 |

CC: <scott,schimanski@planning.nsw.gov.au>

Your reference is MP10 0017 - contact officer for proposal is Scott Schimanski
My name is John Crowe of 89 Parthenia Street, Dolans Bay 2229
I abject most strongly to this proposal.

Traffic / Parking..........

Shouid the development proposal be approved, Parthenia Street would undoubtedly see an increase in the
number of vehicles moving through to Port Hacking Road and parking in the vicinity of the marina.

Vehicle access along Parthenia Street is already restricted due to its narrow width, Vehicles park on both sides
of the road. For years it has not been possible for cars to pass each other without one giving way to avoid a
head on cotlision. Local residents are well aware of the danget. However, any increase in traffic would not
only be unwelcome but increasingly dangerous. There have been numerous incidents of wing mirrors being
knocked ofi by passing traffic and side swiping. Moving out of driveways in Parthenia Street is already a risky
business with line of sight mostly restricted by parked vehicles. It is impossible now for farger vehicles to
move along Patthenia Streat without risk, particularly on the road bend (1) opposite the marina car park and
(2) the road bend opposite Wisteria Streat.

(1). The road bends outside the marina and is a blind corner, Vehicles coming wide at this corner are a

serious hazard for oncoming traffic,
(2). The residents opposite Wisteria Street are particularly vuinerable with vehicles approaching from a

different blind corner

I helieve that any increase in the number of boats being towed and cars / trucks (1) progressing along
Parthenia Street should be a concern to you for the safety of motorists and residents.

The Environment......ccceeeee.

Further restricting the waterway is not in the interests of boat users. The number cf berths already in place
would seem to me to be excessive, Concerns for water quality and sediment poliution have already been
documented, Those aspects alone should deny approval.,

Palitical Donations ..o

I have made no political donations in the past two years or indeed, in my entire life

SUMMANY . ereeereernanenes
Having drawn these observations and my objection to the development proposal to your notice, your office is

now on notice and should act responsibly in the interests of the community viz., deny the proposal to expand
the marina,

John Crowe
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21% September, 2011

Applicant; Dolans Bay Marina Expansion {MP10-0017}

From: Tracy Cassidy
82 Parthenia Street
Dolans Bay NSW 2229

} object to this project proposal for the following reasons.

| am a waterfront resident who lives within 4 houses from the existing marina,
The proposal is an extreme overdevelopment of Dolans Bay which is a public
domain for all waterway users and community to enjoy.

The proponent has not justified the reason for this large development other
than for personal financial gain of a public asset.

Dolans Bay is known for its tranquil and pristine environment for the
recreational boater and kayaker such as myself to enjoy. The bulk and scale of
this developments footprint on the Bay will prohibit the present open space
and shoreline navigation access which the scattering of the moored hoats now
provides. The size and position of the proposal will effectively create a
breakwater in the Bay which will visually dorminate the Bay and impede any
boating and kayaking along the protected shoreline of this beautiful Bay.

The visual impact of the development will obliterate and scare the view some
300 residences have of this beautiful pristine Bay.

The proposed marina will occupy a significant amount of the waterway (Some
3 times more waterway area than the existing marinas footprint).

Noise both at the water and in the residential streets will significantly increase.

The marina can operate 24/7.

27



Parking for the existing marina is totally inadequate (10 car spaces for 29
berths and 22 moorings). The proposal provides for not one additional off
street parking space, with parking expected to be accommodated on the
residential street. Can you please explain this irrational logic!

The steepness and slope of the land base from which the marina operates does
not lend itseif to pedestrian, patrons, servicing and vehicle access
requirements and the necessary infrastructure to support these services,

Parking, traffic congestion, waterfront noise and resident neighbour ambience
have not been considered or addressed in this proposal.

This proposal is a disaster for the waterway and residents of Dolans Bay. The
entire public loses out in this proposal — fishermen, recreational boaters,
kayaks, private mooring holders, marina mooring holders, street neighbours
and the residents with the Bay. '

| request that the proposal be rejected by the NSW Government Department
of Planning and Infrastructure in total with no compromise or scaling back of

the project.

| have no reportable political donations to declare.

Tracy Cassidy
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Scott Schimanski - Attn: Scott Schimanski Re: DOLANS BAY MARINA EXPANSION
{(MFP10-0017)

L A A PO e el I R R e S L KA Rt st R B D T T T A S et

From:
To: plan_commentiep
Date: 9/20/2011 8:28 PM
Subject: Attn: Scott Schimanski Re: DOLANS BAY MARINA EXPANSION (MP10-00G17)

ANTHUIE. NSW, g0V, A=

Dear Mr Schimanski,

RE: DOLANS BAY MARINA EXPANSION (MP10-0017)
STATEMENT: i object to this project proposal

REASONS FOR OBJECTION:

From observations | believe that the current marina meets the demands of boat berthing and mooring. The
expansion s excessive and there is no reference in the proposat that mentions the benefit to the
community, | suspect that the developrent s for financial gain of the proponent.

As a visitor to the Dolans Bay area utilising water sports, | am concerned that the increase in large boats
will affect the quality of the waterways, the health of marine life and the health and safety of those
participating in water sports. [ enjoy coming to the area to enjoy the idvllic surrounds, a development like

this would compromise this.

In summary, the reason for my objection includes:

Adequacy of berths currently available

No apparent benefit to communily

Water pollutants impacting on human heatth and marine tife
Physical disruption to the marine ecosystem
Compromised safety

Moise pollution

Visual pollution

t do not want my name to be available to the proponent, these authorities or on the department’s website,

| have no reportabte political donations to declare.

Yours sincerely,
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Clay Frederick
a0 Parthenia Sireet
Beolsng Bay MSYW 22720

Tel:  + 51 (0)2 9828 5543
Fax; + &1 (0)2 9526 6754
£ cfrederickd@sirusmaritimg. com. au

21 Septembear 2011

Mr Scott Schimanski

NSW Department of Planning & Infrastructure
23-33 Bridge Strest

Sydney NSW 2000

BY EMAIL TO plan_comment@pianning, nsw.qov.au

Dagr Mr Schimanski

Re:  EXPANSION OF AN EXISTING MARINA AT DOLANS BAY
(MP10_0047)

Thank you for the opportunity to cornment on the proposed expansion of the Dolans Bay Marina,

| attach for your considaration a submission on the subject prepared by my wife Nannette and
me,

In short, we object in the strongest possible terms to the proposal. The reasons are contained
within our submisgion,

If you require any additional information ar cornment from us, please do not hesitate to contact
me. We do not object to cur names, nor this submission, being divuiged to any legitimate parties.

Yaours sincarely

Clay Frederick

for Nannette Frederick and Clay Fraderick



SUBMISSION REGARDING THE PROPOSED EXPANSION OF THE DOLANS BAY
MARINA

APPLICATION NO: MP10_0017

SUBMISSION BY: Nannette and Clayton Fredermk
BD Parthenia Street
Dolans Bay NSW 2229
(02) 8526 5548

This submission objects to the proposed extension, with reasons detailed below,

Background

We are the owners of a residence three doors to the south of the existing marina, We
~currently have a view out of Dolans Bay and across-to the Royal Mational Park unlmpeded by

commercial structures,

Navigation in a boat from our. property out of Dalans Bay is straightforward, through a numbar
of boats on swing moorings. Because all such boats tend to move in unison according te wind
and tide, there are numerous navigational routes which can be safely used. ‘

We do not ohject to the cument marina, which has been in existence for many years. Having
said that, we have had serious concerns about the environmental damage caused by the
marina's slipway, which lacks even rudimeantary poliution control measuras. This damage
could anly increase as the usage of the marina and slipway increases, particularly as there
seems o be a denial on the part of the proponents that any rectification is warranted.

We objact most sti’enuously to the visuaily dominating and intrusive nature of the proposal.

Clearly, much of our opinion will be based on the erosion of our visual and boating enjoyment
of a beautiful waterway that is largely available for public use. | do, however, have relevant
experience which leads me to find significant fault with many of the marine aspects of the

proposal,

By way of explanation, that relevant experience involves many years involvernant in marine
matters, including navigational safety, environmental protection, and maritime constructlon

Specifically, this experlence includes:

.11 years as Chief Executive Officer of Adsteam Marine Limited, Australia's largest harbour
sarvices organisation {marcine safely, navigational issues, marine construction, environmentat

protection);

8 years as a director of Flinders Ports, owner and operator of Sauth Australia’s major ports
(marine censtruction, public waterways, pollution control; effect of dredging);

8 years on the Adv:aury Committee of the Australian Marltlrne Safety Authority (marine safety,
ieisure boating);



15 years, and continuing, on the Lloyds Register Austratian Committee (safety and
environment);

6 years on the Sydney Ports Advisory Committee {marine operations),

6 years a5 a director of Sydney Ferries Corporation {piers, vesse! maintenance, shipyard
operation, slipways, navigational safety in congested waterways, environmental protection).

1 am familiar with navigational hazards, contaminant containment and recovery, turbidity
bioom caused by marine construction, control of Catfarpa Taxifolia, and acceptable practice
for maring operations. | have serious concerns in all of these areas arising from the proposat.

These concerns are in addition to those normally wortying a resident, such as traffic and
parking congestion, noise, and the right to quiet enjoyment of my home and its surrounds.

I would like to address a number of specific concerns.

Navigational issues

Navigational routes

Dolans Bay is a small bay that is cccupled by a relatively large number of swing
moorings and their attendant vessels. In theory, these vessels might create
navigational impediments, in reality, because of wind and fide alf vessels tend to align
themselves such that there are numerous navigational "channeis” that allow easy

ingress and egress.

This is not the case with the fixed structure being proposed. It would create an
impenetrable barrier for much of the western part of the bay. Boats trapped on the
western shore {such as those of residents) would be forced to travel a tengthy and

narrow route along the shore.

Many private boat owners and users are imperfect boat-handlers. The restricted route
that they would be forced to take constitutes a significant hazard, particularly as
marine-generated traffic will be considerably increased.

Fublic amenity

Dolans Bay is a public waterway. 1t Is used by both residents and visitors to the area.
The proposed construction would monopolise a farge part of the bay for private
commercial purposes, and severely curtail public access. Leisure and sporting activity
would be compromised in the interests of a commercial operation that delivers little or
no benefit o the general public.

Visual impact

Size and scope

Reference has siready been made {o the relatively smallness of Dolans Bay. The
proposed construction is out of all proportion to the size of the bay. it would dominate
it bath visually and through the activities that it would generate.

Visual barmer

My family's viewpoint is of a pleasant waterway, with middle-distance views of
Burraneer Bay and longer-distance views of Port Hacking and the Royal Nationai
Park. This view is an important element in my family’s enjoyment of our home, as well
as substantially underpinning its financial value.



iff.

The propased construction would extend right across our fine of sight, and would
dominate the outlock, Instead of an expansive look across the bay and into the
distance, we would have the feeling of being completely hemmed in by a commercial

enterprise of intimidating dimensions.
Quantitative v Qualitative nature

There is a facile reference in the supporting dacuments to the proposal that visual
impact will be minimal because the qualitative nature of the marina activity will not
change. This of course overlooks the fact that the guantitative nature of the structure
will increase dramatically. Because of the grossly misieading cast to the report, it
brings into real question the balance of the authar, and even compromises the
impartiality of the other "experts” retained by and paid by the commercial proponent .

Enviroamental pollution

i,

Slipway waste and oilwaste slicks

Mention has already been made of the primitive (or non-existent) poliution control
measures associated with the current slipway. Hull cleaning operations calse
frequent oif and waste slicks that extend along the western part of the shoreline,
stretching from the siipway to the southern end of the bay.

There appears to be no containment booms employed by the slipway, and the huii
cleaning contarmination of the nearby waters is a matter of rmajor concern.
irespective of the fate of the marina extension proposal, | beliave that the
Environmental Protection Agency should investigate this slipway faciity. Having been
associated with shipping container cleaning operations in the past, | am aware of the
stringent requirements of the EPA. | find it almost impossible to believe that the EPA
condones the current skipway shortcomings that have persisted for a number of

years.
Increased slipway Use

Given the deficlencies of the slipway, the increased usage that would resuit from the
massive expansion of the marina could have disastrous effects on the local water
quality and aguatic ecology. This is even more severely underlined by the references
in the proposal to “good environmental practice”. This ¢laim is patent nonsense,
bordering on the seriously misleading. It suggests that the propenents have little or no
understanding, nor interest in, the protection of the local environment.

On these grounds alone the praposal deserves to be rejected.

Lack of any appreciation of "Caulerpa Taxifolia" controf

Cauterpa Taxifofia is an introduced marine pest. It is often introduced by marine
construction equipment that has been exposed to the pest at another location, and

spread by the disturbances caused by construction.

There is no sign in tha propoeal of any intention to monitor for Cawferpa Taxifolia.
This is an irresponsible omission in a project of the size being contemplated.

Once introduced, the pest is very difficult to eradicate. { have no confidence that the
commercial proponents of the development have any interest in ensuring that the

pest is not introduced,



Damage to seagrass fields

Hi.

‘No evidence of seagrass”

The proposal makes the claim that there is no evidence of seagrass fields in the
vicinity (refer Aquatic Marine Services Pty Lid ietter).

Unfortunately, there is some truth to this assertion, at least at the present time. It has
not always been the case. When we became residents 11 years ago, there were
exlensive seagrass fields in the waters adjacent to our property. These fields have
been killed off since then, and in some areas replaced by introduced aguatic species.

| believe that this change has been due in a large measure to the poliution generated
by the marina, and in particular by the slipway. The increased fevels of confaminants
that would result from any expansion of the marina and its associated operations
woutd not only ensure that remaining seagrass is lost, but certainly would ensure that
there could be no recovery fo previous seagrass levels.

Turbidity during conatroction

The driving of piles and general disturbance to the seabed will inevitably create
turbidity in a project of the size and extent belng propesed. This problemn is ignored in
the proposat,

Because of the {fopography of Dolans Bay, and the wind and tidal effect, it is likely

- that any turbidity will dissipate only very slowly. It will be trapped in the western area

of the bay. Turbidity is detrirnental to seéagrass, and the armount of turbidity Hkely,
together with the length of time it will persist presents a significant ecological danger
not only to the seagrass but to other marine fife in the vicinity.

Shadow

Marinas typically cotitain a large nurnber of vessels that are closely packed and aften
are not moved for extended periods. This creates a significant shadow effect on the

seabed,

This shadow effect, while stifl present as a resuit of vessels on swing moorings, is
less dramatic because of the continual movement of the vessals.

The marina extension proposal would increase the number of vessels in a congested
area, and have an enprmous incréase in shadow effect. The shadow effect would
have a major damaging influence on the bay's ecosystem. The damage would be
irreversible for as long as the marina remained in glace.

Lack of protective Infrastructure

i,

Bilge waste and effluent

The proposal contains no provisions to cope with tha additional demands on blige
waste and effluent removal. it simply says that this problem could be dealt with

somewhere else.
This represents aimost unbelievabla irresponsibility.

While it is perhaps unfair to impugn the potential users of the marina with the same
level of irresponsibility being shown by the proponents, human nature has its
deficiencias. The temptation to release effluent or bilge waste would always be
present. Being told to “go somewhere else” by the proprietor to whom they are paying
substantial mooring fees is unlikely to gain much favour, nor always compliance,



Safety issues
i. Navigational

The proposal, if ever implemented, would create a dangerous combination of narrow
navigational routes, greater manoeuvring activity, and boat owners with only
occasional experience,

This is a potentially disastrous scenario. To accept a proposal of this size, its location
and layout, and the increased number of owners with questionable boat handling
skifls would be irresponsible. It is hard to believe that the proponents have any
interest in even acknowledging the dangers to life and property that their proposal
represents. ‘ '

I can say this with some authority. In my executive role, | have been presented with
tug berth expansion proposals that were significantly less intrusive than the marina
proposal, The impact on other users was an important consideration. The marina
proposat would never have been countenanced by a responsible operator,

ii. Road safely

The rarina is close to a carner with Emited visibility, on a narrow street. We have
already experienced fwo potentlally lethal aceidents. One, where the driver failed to
make the corner, crashed through our neighbour's garage, and came to rest only 2
metras from our daughter who was in our front yard at the time. Two, another failure
to control a vehicle taking the corner, the car careering into the property opposite to

us.

.Combined with the additional parking congestion {see below), the additional traffic
and pedestrian activity would, if alowed, create a particularly dangerous situation
right on the blind corner.

Hi. Parking congestion

The proposal has, unbelievably, no provision for additionatl off-street parking. Based
on decade-old "studies”, the proponent says that there is plenty of additional street
parking to accommodate the extra demand. .

This is nonsense. On weekends and at other times of popular aemand, cars ling both
sides of the sfreet even with the marina at its present size. The *no parking” section
right on the corner js routinely ignored,

Financial considerations

We are aware that the current owner of the marina (the propenent) has on af least one
occasion attempted to sell the business,

Comments from my friends in related businesses lead me to believe that the asking price was
too high, and that the current marina was too smalt to attract interest from large-scale

pperators,

if approval were ever to be given to the proposal, it would present considerahle capital value
potential to the owners. With such approval in their pockets, the business could be soid with

substantial profits accruing.

it is not too hard to view this proposal as a selfish grab for profit. There is fittle or no public
benefit, and almost no compensatory commitment to protect the environment or to consider



the rights of other waterways users, or of local residents. Showing no interest in long-term
impact, it is an example of short-term profit-taking at its warst,

CONCLUSIONS

1.

The proposal is an appalling concept. I represents an unseemly attempt fo maximise
private profit at the expense of the community.

it fails to meet any adequate levels of safeguards for the environment, for marine
safety, or for read and traffic usage.

it is potentially damaging to precious seagrass fields, and carries with it a significant
risk of introducing marine pests.

It does not address the existing pollution effects of the current slipway, and in fact
would greatly extend the problem.

H adversely impacts an local residents in both a visual and a financial sense.

it iz possibly an ambit claim. The proponents may attempt to re-submit a lesser
proposal as “a compromise”. This shouid not be parmitted. Any extension of the
current maring, particularly by owners exhibiting such a disdain for the interests of

others, should be rejected.

This submission urges NSW Planning & Infrastructure, in the strongest possible terms,
to raject the proposal.

Nannette Frederick

. Clay Frederick

80 Parthenia Stroel
Dolans Bay NSW 2225
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21 September 2011

Mr Scott Schimanski

NSW Department of Planning & infrastruciure
23-33 Bridge Streat

Sydney NSW 2000

BY EMAIL TO plan_commant@planning.nsw.gov,au

Dear Mr Schimanski

Re:  EXPANSION OF AN EXISTING MARINA AT DOLANS BAY
{MP10_0017}

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the praposed expansion of the Dolans Bay Marina,

F attach for your consideration a submission on the subject prepared by my wife Nannette and
me.

in short, we object in the strongest possible terms to the proposal. The reasons are contained
within our submission.

i you require any additionat information or comment from us, please do not hesitate to contact
me. We do not object to our names, nor this subrnission, being divuiged to any legitimaie parties,

Yours singeraly

Clay Frederick

for Nannelte Frederick and Clay Frederick
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; iﬁﬁtf’ Assaasmant
Piainning and nfrastnichire, .
GPG Box. 31?-‘.‘







Attention Scott Schimanski
Major Projects Assessment IR | i
Department of Planning & fnfraqtructure PCU026735
@GP0, box 39 -
Sydney 2001 NSW

Apphcant DOLANS BAY. MAHINA EKPANS!DN (MF‘ 10-0017)
From

LOBJECT TO TH‘E:‘PHBPESED'JEXPANEIDNSF.F:'DR-THE FOLLOWING REASONS.

1 Tha projectis far T6: ,b!g for what' ls & vezjy tmy pamon of watemay
. i ‘ .

f&am}&s ‘out the 1
I-‘)mpmai wdl ‘C:G:

by ihe brﬂpwai Thé 3 |
proposal is: to-the: marma;;ﬁrdew-af:tfbay, tha s:d@ mpposm (Gannons F‘mad) anc! the s,-outhz
{Port Hacking F{mad}

0T BCT 0

~ Scanning Room |




4. Parking congestion.

Another major objection is parking.. Parihenia Streetis narrow and with cars parked hoth-
side it-is very congested now.- There is ‘not. adequate. pﬂrkmg for the existing marina,
Where: will e extra cars: go'? Apart Om the praposed new: users-of the extra berths: most
boat owners:take visitors with:them on’ these’ !arge baatﬁ The nirnber of extra cars visiting
the: prnpﬂsed marina couid:be. in: the hundreds. ‘Where ‘will these cars. go? s it fair o
expect surwundmg streets. . commodate these ‘extra cars? Many people -arg.
inconsiderate when they park; and;udo not-consider nmghbaurs when they arrive or !eav&-
areas atearly or late imes.

5. Negative Visual impact
The: bay at the- moment s, still
the: marina. In the opmton
sfopea and therefore for some: ason @
‘ 1'by the. marina. . Afl re
eep slopes ﬂl’

gautful, The view of the bay will ba harmed by thé view: of"'
3 for the: propasal ‘most Homes. are. on steep:
‘ordi_ng: 1o: these “experts” W!H not have thmr v

atl;“ractwe to view than-cars parked a (:ar park' Aiso the amoum, of nm'-;s? in the bay wdli

be: mnsidembiy mcreased

6. Lack of sewenage faculit nngmarma

with the:r sewerage'?

10O NOT THINK. THERE SHBULB BE-ANY: iNCHEASE IN THE MARINA AT DOLANS
EAY

FHAVE NO' POLITICAL DONATIONS TO DEGLARE.
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Attention: Scott Schimanski
MaJor F'mjac:ta As&essment
te¥ 0. - bok: ‘39

Sydney 2001, NSW

Applicant DOLANS BAY MARINA EXPANS!ON (MP 1ﬂwDD17)

FrDm -

FOBJECT TO THE PROPOSED EXPANSIONS FOR THE FOLLOWING REASONS,

1 . The pmject is'far too:big for what is a very tiny portion of waterway. .
. ic a0 j& porkion of this very “simall bay to

:-:rarger pubiic: the: right 10

: - fitiant nefit of the
ﬂxmm” are deceptwe it that
hm;pmposed marina.  They
g extension will camplataiy
ba "'fm everypne eiﬁe Th&




4 Parking congestion :
Another major objection is parking. Parthenia Street is:narrow and with-cars: parked both

side 'i;t s very congested now. There is: hot: adaquate pﬂrkmg for the exrsting maring.
Where il be. f*xtra-*cars go? Apart from the proposed NEW LISETs: gf 1he extra berths most‘

. Negativi }{Visuai Impact
g mom&nt is. stili beautsful The wew of the-bay will be:harmed. by the view of
or. the: hores: are: on’ steep.

will not: have thew views
g the marina ‘whether they
ncludes ‘homes drrecﬂy
08 wharf ‘are. no-more
mount of noise in'the hay will

o boats. T know the existing
Wa fmronmenlai ISSUES
ollistion in-the bay. What

; 315 tha ‘Se the current rr‘ranna and boété matawou!d use the proposed marina-do.
wath-zthe;r sewerage‘? .

+'DONOT THINK THERE SHOULD BE ANY INCREASE IN THE MARINA AT DOLANS

i BT
i il R

Date: ML

1H VENOPOLITiCALONAT!ONSTODECLAHE
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T nmptarnhan 20N

e P wm“:t. 5 ABSESHTENG,
’Ji‘pcxr Lrrent & INFrascrucoure,
(SFCY BAow 38

Sudiney  NEW 2000

xpearsion (MPI0-007)

| obiect o this proposal Por the Pollowing reasons

R Dolons Boy Maring

" r?-"ﬁ(’ﬂ“ dong s g somoll el < sioprent The acale proposod i
w!i Fulped SRR TR dcbrr‘unclt;;@ b Y Vi r;;-il* J
e resohioh acc

@ ’ = approvesc! will & WY e sy,

e Tha <.TfLEJV€i*3§£'155T)fT‘!ﬂ.-'.H1..., i CppreowEct will Sigritioonoly ino = NOISE WIRNIn mhg

@ e d SO WAL U B will megonivaly lr'ﬂ;:\('l\ G hE el witini B
w sl wiich

g =,<‘4q el
e R Tl !M} ' o
e ey et o BUOMOURICE

T

IO Qs WOl | s OVERDEVELOPMENT anc SHOULD NOT BE

Folo nob want my name disclosed Go the proponsnt,

[ have no reporcable polivical donabions oo declare,




" project received by

PR E with Sutherland Shire 'caunc:i on 2 September 2011,

Ewammment
Climate Ghange
& Wamv o

cupzeass

¥ }NSW Departmant of F’Ianmng and !nfrastruc’(ure e
- {Attention;: Scoﬁ Schamansklj USRI

O GPOBR38 e DepdﬂmﬁﬂtofPfannin
| SYDNEY NSW 2001 R - hecetved

Sﬂanmng Room {0

Dearsic L
" ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT EXHIBITION - EJ(PANS!ON"OF AN
fz;gxmmd MARINA AT DOLANS BAY {Mmo 9017) - S

o {l refer to the Enwronmental Assessment (EA) and accdmpanymg lhfdrmation prdv:ded for tha abova :
o e.Office of Environment and Heritage {DEH)";on 17"ﬁuguﬁt 2011, .QEH did not -+ - :
. receive a draft l.-.A;a part of an adequacy review for. thls prdpdsa OEH: conducted a srte tnspectionu ol

Lo ;'OEH is not m ‘-a.‘posstmn at tha prasant hme td prdvlde recommende Condltlona of Apprdval and R
o recommended :amendments to the: Statement of Commitments, This is because on the besis of a: = -
v review ofithe fnformation provided, OFEH requires'the submission of additional information oh.severat "

- key-issues. These' issues inciude the. -appropriate level of assessmen fdr_ndlse lmpacts and.

: l',-'CI?r‘F cahdn or

maﬁers i1 Eated td wastewater managemant ( nd sl - ge) and undergrdund}‘.‘3 g

.TESpDnSE to the: Exh:l:ut:dn fdr dur cdns:deration to. assss 'us in 'aveidpmg ariy mtended Apprdval
‘Licence Conditions

The Dgparlment of Environment, Cimate- Changﬂ and VWater s fiow known a5’ the Oﬂ‘u:e af Environmenit and Hentaga. Dﬁspanmem of
o ! Pramier-and Cabinet. ‘ ‘ : :
FO, Bow 513 Wollongohg NSW 2.:20
Level 3, B4 Crown Strael Wollongong NSW
T&l (02} 42244100 Fax' (02) 4224 4! 10 -
DU L ABNAD B4Y RAT.2TY
- w»vwenvarunment nsw gw au L



Page2 -

1 “CEH s avadable to dlSCUBS the above matters wzth DoF‘I and the F‘raponent if rEqulred Plaaae calf
g '.Greg Newman Dn (02) 4224 4100 zn our Wol!ongong folce o arrange a suztably convenient tlma

' '.]‘Yo r,_s-lncereiy

f,""f".‘::ManagerHlawarra‘ AT S
T ;Enwronment Prntectmn and Regulatian

‘ - :Aﬁachment 1

LRI ANNINGYGENERALIGN DOGT-SI78S EXNBTED SUBMISSION ) -



Pege 3

‘Attachmsnt 1 Issues Requ:rlng Asssssmsnt or Further C!sriflcstmn o '

R '.Ths issuas are hsts-cl in nrdsr c:f prmnty

o Ly ND‘&E

" Thie Office of Enwmnmant and Hsntsge (DEH) requsstsd a. NO'SE Impact Assessment (N}A) in ourf-; “l."-:'l: i

"”"3\‘.‘Enwmnmenta[ Assessment . Requirements (EAR): lstter of ‘23 yJune 2010, Further, the Directar . =

o V‘:Dma o the proximity to rEﬁldErICEp.v

:“‘-vnbratory drilhng rather tha'n impact
‘ “f"tmpacts ‘

o “"'-Ts address the sbovs matters OEH. req'uests ths foliowrng bs prcwded

“General's quu:remsnts rsquested an assessment: of ‘tratfic, - operational, 'and sonstructmn nmss'i:f."'.‘ S

'-:‘.xmpscts Tha ‘Acoustic Assessment. (EA Appendm 14. Section 2.3.2)-does ot ssssss operational -:. . .
o ngiselimpacts, instead. the Section’ ‘states that'as the. slipways are not farsc:sst tn :ncrssse m ssrvn:e EERIREREN
F 'caparfty, the pmpnsa! wr!l not‘resuit in .sddmons! nn;se :mpacts L L

o :lt is slsn unclear frclm the‘:‘E on-any: changes tn shpwsy opsrstmns Ssctson ? 8 mfsrs thst rnsnns : ‘: ‘-  3‘. I

AR ncl the: scsle of the prspossd dsvs!opmsnt ths pntentzsi for !and B

o use ‘conflict -due to nojse frnm the: Msrma msy he significant. The above. NIA s - important - in -
S '.{;cumpletmg our review :onthe..EA and 'in deVelopmg appropriate intéended Approvs! or Licence .
1 Conditions. ThlS cnuld mciude”Nslse L;m;t Condttinns ar. cnndtt!ons rsstrlstmg siipWay nperst!ng L
"U“x.éhours SRR TR SR P

e . 3. “operations: (and noise impacts) will not:change. While Section 0.4 states berth nccuplers woutd be{\', A
- -‘-.‘.‘sncnursgsd to. uss the shpwa' 'whi hwoutd lesd ts sn mtsnsiﬁcstmn of works, |l

- The. Constructmn Nmse Assessment must :ncluda a Fsssxbliity Asssssmsnt -an Esst Msnsgementj'-'g; R

- Practices. {BMP) 1o ‘minimise ' consiruction ‘noise.  Primarily this shouid include ‘the  feasibility of o

A NIA compistsﬂ i accnrclancs with the' NSW!ndusma! No:ss Folicy -

lhng whsch shoutd result ina substantiai reductznn m nolss-‘\;g;.;‘; L

& Consiruction Nojse: impsct A essmant undertaken in st:sordsnt:e w1th the mtenm Constructfmn ."f-,.‘ o

Nofss G‘mdslme which includes Feasibility. Assesamsnt uf BMF‘ snd

imited ;3dstslfs on ths sxustmg Wssiswatsr Mansgsmsnt “System
{I(WME) Dssptt«a ihs mfmrmstmn m ths?EA and s s:ts ws;t OEH s unslssr ar: hmw ths smstmg WMS is

4 he EA :
to the site’ Undar ths Prorecfzsn m"“ the: anmnmsnt {Undsrgmund
5 2008 5nd any work .squlrsd to fulf:i these reguirement




| -::‘-:";‘;Peter Barber - 6710 o:m |
"-';.“,Filc. F{ef DN‘H!DOD" -

22 Septemper 2011

o 3.‘;‘5M.:uor Pro;ec‘{s A“SESS!WEHT TR
.- Department of Plannmg and Enfra'atructure
Lo .GPO Box 39 l S
o ""SYDN[:Y NSW ?‘DO']
'.."“';%‘Attent;pn: Michael Woodland S Dol o
e Dnrector Metropohtan and Regianal Pl‘DjECL;n Suuth ST

‘ -";‘fDear Mr Woadtand ) R

;:,';Rmfamncawn MP*ID»UM? P AR SO RN SO

o ;-“-F'mpusal ‘Removai-of 22 Swmg 'Mnnrmgs amd Extensmn of Emstmg Pontuon by 32
: ‘ ~-Berths to Create 82 Fixed Moorings .+ .
T2-74 Parthema Streat Dofans Bay NSW 2229

e g‘Property

. 1 refer to tha Depar‘tment =3 mwtatlon 1o make a ﬁubﬂ'IlS jon'in reiatmn ta Mamr F’mjc,ci
5 ;(MP‘I‘D 0617) far the exfens:on of Dolan Bay: Marma including the removal of 22 swing .
i j-moorsngs and the axtensron olf the exssimg puntoan by 53 berths ta createa 82 ﬂxeu monrmgs

']-‘-_A revzew cf ’che Envnrbnmental Asaessment {EA) has 1dentnfred a number of aonc&rns wﬁh tl1e
SR {appilcahon and Counmi wsshes to. rz:ame Strong objectmn to the pmpo-,-.a] m rts current Form'

K Thﬂ faiinwm_} cumm@nts'r ave

_:een‘prowded hy varlous specaahsta w1thxn D:::unc.:! for your

“Port Hac:kmq Manaqement Pa SO RO L

he Port Hacking Manag@:mem Panef 5.8 Subﬂmmmlﬁee of the Louncﬁ s l:nwmnmeant and
Alanning Committes made up of Councillors, Government Agency representatives.and the.
,pubhc: Hsole tsto as‘,ﬁmt-‘(’.ﬁoum ba}anmrlq the:use and protection.of Port 'Hac:k‘rrg The:
Pori: Hackmg [ntegrated;: yuo’ﬂmental{f’lan 2008/is the' updated Managsmei
eveloped by the Panel .and adopted by the. Council,

-- Department of Pianmng 5
g R Recawad




g ll;" d2 =

N and thrc:ughout the various ponsultants repoats clearly show 28 b@rths rather ihan 26 .cn‘:.t.h& o o
’-‘.‘-‘]“iexmndad nor‘thfanuth arm. TR : o SRRV

“.f.‘ unhermore,. thP iayaut currentiy lLaves the southern snds of 1he new walkwaye as potentua
.'bt:rthlng pos!tmns for up to 4 addjtional: bmats Gomplamts have baen received by Gounml ow:r
the years in regard to illagal- berthing at this marina. 1t is therefore imperative that any .7
. -approval clearly states the number of berths and the size and location of these berths, Any
- oplans approved must currespond with the. number of ber’th* approved and not cmate nbwous
B potentlal for. an increase m barfhs.‘ L ‘ , : S

= li!:"u@,!mt;gmsgss A | e | L
... The. proposal . notes that tha @xlalmg fue! serwc:e pontaon wsii ba retam@d yei the diagrams of
Lothe proposal; 'show a berth-now in front of this’ pontoon:it is therefore highly untikely the fuel -
U howsers will be used in their current: lucahon ifthe bowsers are to be relocaied tothe- end Df

‘ 3,.":. ‘-,‘-fthe extended arm, there. may. impacts assomated WIth thls that require assessment, This wtil
2 include ot only the physical retocation works hut may lso- have implications on the propasnd

S sstructyre dtself. It is noted that' a6mx2m. pcntoon had to-be' added io the existing nur‘th/south
-Loccarmiin-order to provide: stabmty io the: ad}ac‘ent fue} ponmon aa lt was E.‘kaSPd to the
EEOER southeriy sWe!l ‘ SUNTH SR

e j-'Land baqed deveiupment ‘ R AR T L

Lo ijThere are references to- land ba@ed works in the CDHC!LISIDI‘I and Marous repons Huwevar ',,‘

S ‘this has not-been mctuded n ’:he pro 058l det»c.rnptlon nc:r dre there any pianﬂ shuwmg any“ '
- ['Iland ba&ed developmant o : o : .

'  3 ! ‘As any addatmnaf wOrks CQLJ]IJ rebuit i p-at,‘ls Llhat hewe nDt been d‘?SEbbed furiher detaﬂf '

- iclarify and. describe ‘any additionat works is: required to' ensure all works'are: adequataiy:‘ :
NS ‘:conaldered I—ult plans of th@ pruposa! that c!ear!y detat! all c:af tha praposed WDrk'a are

-u}ffﬂquwed B . - S .

‘.‘:Sentmn 4 2 of the EA attempta to! jLIS ifyithe -I'ILL.d f.or. the expansmn It begmq w&th a ' ene
ﬁ‘ﬂ‘tatement that ’damrmd for recreat;onal boar.'ng in ,Por! Hd:“kmg continiies to grom ‘




' “No'assessment or supporting informatinn of the actual requirements of the marina, bothin =~~~ © -
o Jtermsof numbers and sizes, have been provided and es smh 1here s no SUttabiE‘jUEtifiCdt[{Jn S
S {fsr the su:e end sce#e of the expansmn prsposed : ‘ -

3 Newgsttsn safety and publu: eccess” o

'gNswmstlen and safelv L e . ‘ S
in thigir, response b the request fsr Enwrsnmentei Assessment Hequmrements (deted 18

- March 207 0), NSW Maritime have listed several matters’ they would like cansidered in the
© U navigational assessment. Firstly, it is notad that.the EA dops net include a navigationat

u’-essessment A such, no consideration hss been, given 1o the impact of an additional (and S
- targer) 31 vessels moving in and. out erth' Bey on users ef the waterways msludlng smsil -3, o
[czsﬁ and psddle crsﬁ in Port Hsckmg o - . B

; Ths EAs cm[y reSpense in terms ef nawgat:en,fls te nete ihet the western arm will provide a .
1 20m separation to the existing {oreshore structures. i does riot prewde a source for that
‘-;,f[g UIE ner essess the edequecy ef thlE sepsrstten m prewdmg safe acc:ess tothase Feslh’fles

]”;A detalled assessment of nawgataensl and ssfezy m‘upeets on’ sll users ef the bay; as wetl es L
. ‘accessfo emstmg fereshere structu!es g reqmred tD ensure sll tmpasts are edequateiy SRR
‘?-‘.eensndsrsd ‘ o , , R

,}{F‘ubfit:Acr:ess A R ‘ o ' ‘ T
. One of the objectives of the F‘ert Hsckmg Intsgretecl Enwmnmentel Plen 2008 is about ﬁndmg S
al balance between the demend fer m wster boat stersgs cmd ths use: ef thc. wsterwey asa 3 S

tn ;-'regards;;teﬂ‘beatf storage, the cost of je-.m:a‘rmsfljer:’(h}ls ‘sl‘gﬁiﬁeestly'-ierger than thatofa
swing mooring, which many small boal owners will not be, able'to afford. The replacement sf
wmg msonngs fer ﬂxed meorlnqsftherefere3d:scmmmslee agsmst smsii best owners.. ‘

J;}n rsgsrds to sqwtebts Rt -:;-f the wsterwey dhe: 1992 Psri Heskmg Plsn of Menegement snd ‘:
ha 2008 Port. Hsckmg lntegrsled Enmrenmeﬁtel Msnagement Plan éncourage the principle: ef :
,,surrendermg one: swing mooring fo '.eseh marina beith’ ss;s,{methed of balaricing: the need for
pern water. spaee for-use. by'the: pubhe snd mnweter beat slorage, In this case, as. iht—.re -ara
2 eddltnonsl berths it appears that msjertty‘ of the space’ released by the removai of. the.
WG meermgs will be occupied by the: sdd:tmnel ﬂxsd meermgs orthe space reqwred fo
! evrgete fnto these (sn sverisy of: the removed swmg meermge:-‘erld tne new- StrUCtUTE hss not
; ided), ] ; S

L PHONE. {Dz) 9740 0333 OX45H1 SUTHERLAND
ABN‘M! me 204 Bos ADMFNI TRP.TION FAX: mz) srm nzs‘ii )
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- The vigual ‘impact report states that the development would make a significant change fo the
L j:‘.‘;mmf*dfate sétting’ but argues that the scale and.character of the vesseis that are iikely fo he
L ;":moored at the marina witl be similar tc thosa pseﬂ&htly seen.or swing moorings and wet
berths, This:comment is. inconsistent with. the fact that 22 boats with an avarage size of Bm
‘are being replaced with at least 53 boats with an average size of 12mina confined area, Thm
ts*claarly noi of th@ same scale and character as 22 we!l spac.ad Qm boats ‘

ht‘;‘ :@pod also arguea the locality can absurb th& deve!mpmant wsuatiy as’ the ext@namn is
of simifat bulk, scaf& and. ﬂhara{‘tef lo other marma ‘facilities. i the Porf Hac:kmg area such as
Burraneer Bay Marina and Cronulia Maring. his. statement is hoth incorrect and itogical, The
extension would in fact- make it the largest. manna in'the Porl Hacking area in terms of wet,
benhs {Cranutta Marina has approval to :extend to.a total'of 79 herths), yet Burraneer Bay and
Gunnamatta Bay.-are both ‘mere than dauble: the. sjze of Dolans Bay (seé Fig 1). The resu!t
“being that Dulans Bay Marma wold be the larges marina in the smaileat bay " ‘




.

o fxnetghbﬂurmg reeldents from a nbise perspective, Theee issues: need o be fully eddreee m

L i'; ;erder te edequateiy essess the acoustic ampect’ of the prepeeel

"-Ceunm! hes serzeue concerns in reietnen to the 1mpeet ef no:se on [he ememty ef nc,erby

L '  :.‘.‘-that 24 heur aeceee te the memna is PF‘DPQ“Ed

i “residents, especue!iy given that Dolans Bay effectweiy creetes A steep eu:ied amphﬂheatre end )

6 Parkmg

;',fThe Sutherlend Shlre Development Control. F-“-'Een (SSDGF’);ZGOS reqwree one car. Spece for .
every. three berths plus one space for every two employees.on duty. The current marina, with
atotal of 51 berths, therefore requires at least 17 car. parking spaces. ‘This does not account.
for staff or the gymnasium. which is being illegally: eub[eeeed by the marina, The marina -
::‘currently provides just 10 off-street car parking epeces The addition of 31 berths shouid see

the addition of at least 10 off-street car parking space "Aszlno addltlenet car parking specee o

‘ ‘ere propwed the mer:na w:li tJe et feast 17 speces ehe -of c.emplymg w;th the %SDCP

Thls semtwn ef Partheme Sireet is known fer t! efﬁc eccldente wuh 5 recerded ec,c.ldents

durmg 199? 2010, Traffic data reveals an £5% epeed of 61 krn!hr and uehu:te volume of. 1924 S

.{AADT) at this location. The road width narrows just’ nonh ‘of the marina and any- mcreese in
"30n et‘reet parkmg demand is net considarad epprepnete-ifor ti‘us sectmn of roer.l AR

-n wew of the ebeve e:tuetuen end the fact thet the p:eposei mekee ne ettempt ‘10 ncrease

-:' fprewston of ‘off-street-parking, Council has sirong cancerns: regardmg the effect on safety.and . . -

"‘jireetdentlei amenity under the submltted proposal toincrease the' existing boat capacriy from

" 29:10 B2 boals. Only three on-street spaces are available: frentmg the Marina - any additionat A

“:li'owstreet ‘parking demand shall affect the amenity of edjomlng residents and limit their. sight

‘distance “when exiting their drweweye Gweh the relatwe!y hlgher speeds thts wauld derreaee ‘-

afety: fer ed;er:ent reeu:lente

h prepesed werk:s. ere !eceted Wlthin a c!aee 1 Acad;Suifate Se;le (AeS) erEe The tngger fer f

ed:ments wdhm th«e eree hewever the submrited EA etetea that eil berthe w;tl be pll& dn\mn
avoid ?drﬁ-dgmg ef marme sedlments and exldat:on of pe‘tential ‘ASS. beneeth the eeebed in

C:ene'rer reqerree‘rente l':r‘ut‘ has net been edequately eddreeeed by the - :
:pmpment The eubmltted i:nwmnmentef A$$e$$ment $tetes thet the pmpesel doee not -

.eedm"aents :'H‘owever gwen ihe mteneaty ef the current me a8 merme end rhe potenttei fer
.'contammente wnhm ihe bay, it1s. eeneldered that an eesesament of. petentlei c:entemmetmn ‘
ithir the. ‘deveiepment footprint-and; location of swing:moorings is required to quentlfy eny

‘ I.f r redistributton end/er dlepere;en ef such sediment: during. hewerke o

‘ Lo U PHONE (0) 9710 0323 DIX45 3 SUTHFR] AND
LOCKED BAG 1 'eUTHERLANn NSW 459 AUSTRALIA ;ABN 52 ma 204 BDB Aemml TRA.T.ID‘N‘F‘A'K 102) 874D 0265.. " ;
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9 Aquatm eco!ogy

) : “" “Sc—‘agrass ' C . o
" “The. apphcant £ submitted Fims snd l’-suna Assessment (Ab .Ez:nlsgy ED‘ID} fails ‘m

- adequately assess the potential impacts on aquatic ecology in the vichity of the. propossd ERERE

Iy WDrks partlc:ularly seagrassss The applicant’s seagrass impact assessmant is based only- on R

o pey mapping-and a.survey undartaken on an unknown date and. carried out by an individual
L with no listed Aquatic Eso[ogy quatifications. This survey was:imitet! {o the development -
“footprmt snd does nut nglude the: surrounding area or addrssszthe potsntlaf presence of

| Csufsrps lsxzfol;s The Fiora and Fauna Assessment sstusily:‘ststc-:s (g 10) that ‘as the extsm o

L : ;‘ : “‘ID?" ssdgrass has nct bean accurately nmppsu‘ the effect of the proposed upgrsdc—" tothe
T msrmscm :ﬂm exrsnf of rhe mesdows of. l»r’osfdoms austrahs-'cannot bs qusnm’zsd

| '-:‘;"-.shadlng.o ndfrsLt}y (as rstsd n ths I"&l- asssssmsnt) by'f ‘

N 3Ths s)dent-of prr:rpr:rsed works cnu!d potsntially impact sny 'ssagrasses wa dnrsct rsmnval 1nd . “ -

5 d/srlurbdt?ce for P. ausfralls located close fo share -
d;gher levsls of pollutarits (on‘ hydrocarbons eIc:) L
nsrssse'd nsk of pﬂﬂurfon spm'.u dus to. mgh wsfe; rrafﬁr

o -‘“T‘Thslfactcrrs,may alsc havs an mdfrsct impact.on the nsarbyShiprosk Aqustlc Rsssrvs This o
: :.?nscds tob ‘assssssd m mrdel to ruliy svsluste ths snwrcm.mental tmpac‘t of ths pmposal

. TThe rspert gsss furthel ry conciudmg mat the remnval Df ths swmg moormgs ts a posltzvs stsp o

orsssed wssh dus to hzghe! bost numbers us;ng ths bays rhemfors }wghcﬂr fsvsf of .“‘.;";.‘ : .: o

‘ o prntest ssdgrsssss ‘however, the curretit assessment. dmes net have: ennugh accurate ﬂeld DU
| data to quantify this conclusion. Nor does it consider that the logation of swing mommngs arg -
. .‘-Qcar i I!y"n:(etsrmmed by Counmt and NSW Mal mms ts nut n‘npsc ‘r:m sssg ss beds '

L ‘. 3. J'The F .E‘F assessmsnt fepon siates thst fuzther flEld WDrk to detsrmlne the sxac.t drstnbut!on "‘ e

s essential thata’ thnmugh

ssessmsnt;ts' recswsd prmrtn sonsent to ascsrtam the |mpsct of the proposed-works, 1t i 1s "‘
‘.:nm apprsprists for thrs sssessmsni tn be cal ned out pﬂst approvs? as. tl"liS rnfnrrnatmn is

‘ SRR EE A TR PHONEl(m} H;"m Ud33 D}Mﬁ‘l‘l SUTHI:F!LAND‘.T‘:
LOGKI:D BAG 1':" SLITHERLAND NSW 149 AUSTRALIA :." B H] 204808 F\DMINISTHAT!DN Fﬁ\)ﬂ 102y 9710 0265, B
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7.

JAn updated asaeeement ef ihe pntential lmpecte ef the werhe eheuld mclude an updated
 survey.and: appropriale management end m:t:getWe meeeuree ”(D -Jro‘tect eeeg reesee end

-menege Etny C‘au!erpe tax:fof;a L

10 Water uelity

. “Shpwa‘y ‘ ‘ A Lo
- The- e!lpWey eperatlone currently DCCUr a5 A eubieeeed cperatlen of ihe marme amd Heve ne‘{

“been included in the Environmantal Assessment, Despite this, due 1o the immediate proxlmtty

ot the prcrpesed marinato the shpw'esy operalions arid the land tenure arrangemants it is-

. Teasonabie: 1o expect that eltpwey operations will increase if the proposed expansion of the

marina s appreved and as such should be included in the-environmental assessment..

. ‘Fur‘thermere,“the DlrectormGenereie requuemenle stated. that DECG< Erw:ronmentdi Aetlen B

fE{netehede end ShpWeys must be eoneldered m the FA

ST he current slipwa epe;atmne were subjeet to Iand and c.nwrcmment eeurt erders 1eeued tﬂ o

" ~-October 2008, Theee orders: reiete to'the slipway. namely the. censtructmﬂ :nstanetmn

‘operation and maintenance. of the slipway, a catch drain and Weter treetment syetem 1e f '; :-'; Sl

B :":cepture pollutants Lgenerated dunnq ellpway cperatmne

U Akey pel[utmra pr eventmn deeign feeture: of the slipway, 2 cateh drasn and eesocnafed water

: '.treetment systeni,is yulnérable. iosea levetrise. The 2006 Ceurt Ordeze fer{he eperafren ef i :f“' "-
' ithle ehpWey mctudee-plan ef management thet supulate thet N TR

L "deel flow c:hen‘f; are, to be (.Dmpﬂed indicalirig when n‘ is ennerpafed rhel the LDHHOUDH“: o

s{due te be. Submerqed with ifdal waters. Any. fiuid materials mﬂem‘ed inthe. pits: ag- R

d'reeufr of. memtenenre wer!ce on poats is ta he pumped iothe: waere weter fraatment - N
system. All-soiid imaterials ‘are to-be removed from the collection pil, oisposed of toan ..
approved. fecmty end SWpr‘ elean befcam any- fzde! warers am perm:ffee’ to- Emier in to ;f" IR

L 'J-Preeentiy‘there s. eenﬂicﬁmg infarmation with regards to thecurrent frequeney efmunc}atmn c::f,'.‘f SRR

R E.:‘thﬂ mllee{mn it however anecdotal ewdenee appsars to suggeet itisa rgaeuneb!y frequent.




uBe

"- 7. 'wuh the addltmnal volume of boats that will be Jequlrlng these services, aecundly thh haq o
. been noted under 'water guality’ as it is nat inconceivable that water quahty could.be: affer:ted L
© o if boat GWNers, du nnt make thlEr addatmnaf "itﬂp over aﬂei a iong day. outon the water e

SENENE The EA argues that the expanqlon wdl permrt Jmpmvmd s.tandards of service and R
N enviranmental protection’ yet proposes neither.of these It appears that Dolans. Bay Marm.:n '
L wanfs the mcome mf a !arge marmm w;thnut prowdmg the serwces af a targe manna

11 Waste management

B {‘.The managamu‘nt ﬂf sohd waste is con idered adequate for the proposa! howr,v&r thare an’a j
- limited sewer pump-outfaciities on Fort Hacking and the: sonsiderable’ expansion: pmpased

.. - would place further pressure on these S0 m rerterate th-a propoaa[ e.hc:uld mclude the SRR

T prmwsmn t:::f pump Dut'f'lmlltm&. ‘ o ‘ S :

42, Fuei‘

R Councll has heen mspectlng the marma as part nf 415. ﬂnv:runmental aud;t program smce
e, 2004, Councl has slmng concerms if the marina is to be- expandad as m:mmal effort has be&n .
-1 made over the years to; mmpiy with Counml s requests for the upgrade Df the refuetllrzg
SRR facilrtses among otherritems :Speczﬁc areas of concern mc!ude ik : :

e The fuel d:spenmng upe:atmna m the rrtarma arc not compllant wﬂh the 'F'roter:tmn of the
- Environmeiit Operations. {UInderground Petroleum Storage System) Regulation. 2008
o{uess: Rﬁeg) “The marina does not have ; an Enwronmental F’rotactton F’!an (EF‘F"; as:
L requined by the *URPSS Rag since 2008, S
e Couneil has been unable to ascertain the mte,gmy of the tanks as requecs’ted
o documentation has not b&an prov:dad - ‘ .

e No Qmundwater monlianng ‘wells have been :nstalled e
e ';The- fuel dispensing bowsers are: alsu of goncern as they t:lo nat. have adequate bundmg 0

& raie canopy. The owner has on occasions agreed 1o do these works. white at-other times
: f,-z:tate:d tha’c he will wait Uil the DA pproved ’m cmmpiete thea wmks

i PHDNF (';1?‘ ’4?1!}] 0333 D)Ma‘[’i "‘;UT!IERLAND
BN 52 UTS 204 BOB MDMINISTRATIDN FAX; {Ul‘)lﬂlf‘w 026
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15 Part Hackmg Managemﬁnt Panei

T he Port Hacking Managemant F’anet does nut support the expansmn of the ﬁexffstmg Dolans f‘:f . . -
Bay Marina above its current 29 berths. For the. reasons discussed above, the proposat s is- S

. considered io be:an extreme: o\ferdevelmpment af thesite and does not meet the -

: f,requirementr; of tha ¥1892 Fort. Hacking :Pian of Management" and 2008 Port: Hackmg
.. integrated Environmental Management Plan”. The existing deweiopment shouid ba raquared
o "-.m meet relevant enwronmen!at and mdustry standards : Sl

15 State Enwwnmental Planning Policy Nﬂ ‘?1 o Cnastal Prntectmn (SEF'P ?1)

. f,'-Contrary to fhe ass.assment::pmwded :n the EA Counmt cUnstdcrs tnat the proposal does not
E :‘adequateiy address the fniiowmg alms and. conaideratlons of 5FPP 71 -

Aims of SEFP T'I

o Countils assessiment of the ‘pfﬁpmal

NE:.W ‘coast

) to. protect and mahaga thﬂ naiural culturai

discussad in sections 2, BEndQHbove BRI

i i The extensmn does aaequately bcih.ll'll::& the - o
" protgctibnand managernent of the hiatural a.nd
1 recreational attributes of the NSW coast as.

15 prutected E

x:) to ensure that the wsuai amamff D’r the coaa‘

b adequate!y gbsorbed by jts lcmahty (‘;&‘Ltron 4y

Lonsndenng the size of ih? pm;:cmed mar‘ma m
‘jrelatlun t6'the size of the bay, the expansion would
result in an unaccepiable visual impact that cahnot

hy protect-and preserve the marine environment

'"The EA provxd% & short 5sgmed view of the mariae
anvironment of the bay in providing an {unqualafable)
d:

| agsessimeit of seagrasses only within the prtbpme
.+ faotprint of the development. Thers is no
eongideration of indirast impacts o thrase Caw&rp
.‘tw'rfoifa or the: adjacant Shipratk Aquatlc RESEW@
1 N thc-: pmentxa! of sedlment and water: pcsﬂuncm

1) to protect and preiserve rock piatiorms

: ‘-Sh#pmmk Aquatlc Reserve: form* thu hnadiand
1 belween Burraneer aind Dolans Bay declared an
: ;ac;uat(c: reservefo protect rraring plants and.
1 animals. No assessmant Has beenmade on'

patentlal lmpsaczt :addrtnmwl bc:atm" m;tw"t’ 'mzay

“with the pnncnples of

‘ j) to m:anage the coastal zone In ‘acmrd:anm

naturai enwmnment haa nat been a fundamental
. :consudexaimn m the preparmm of the: A,

cation and design and its're
s;u:muncimg area’.

‘d),-.‘thea suntabtitty ml‘ ciézvmlnpme give ts'type

) "'Wmle o Dnlana B.-.:y :s & smtabte.lmcabon ‘for a
naring, the rn!atlmnsmp ofthe large. deve!c:pmmi

with 1ha spurrounciéng area is ong of domrnauon rathe :

"

Fiease feply o, Ganeral Manage
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L ; than mtegrat’;’on‘ :

I (r) the scatiic qualmm of the NSW: caast and i
i mesns 1 profect and improve ihgamgpaj;ﬁas

a7 meaauma 10 conserve ammals (WIthm the

.| meaning pfthe Thieatensd Species. . R

| Conservation Act 1995} and plants: (w:thm the
: rneanmg c:f tr:at Aoty and iha;r habttats ‘

Dc}lans Bay is a Scemc urban-bay within PDI‘! ‘-‘
H;e.c:kinm, tha dommat:ng expanse of the proposgl - -
dC}ﬁ‘lb not WDt&ct of irhprove. ihﬁb& qualities.

,} Pﬂmdomﬂ austraf.rs i fisted as an c:ndangere-d

: populat;on under:Schedule 4A Part 2 of the th@:im K
‘Management Act 1994, The impact on this has nat "
-1 been adequately assessed and therefore no ‘
i Measures o conseve tha re have been prupc:s.e'd

7y the Tikely Impact of coastal prf:ﬂ:-e55?‘r and - ‘Ihis has nai baean abaemsed (see section 14).
' ‘l_‘s c:cnmial hazards on development and any. lakelyj:“ - ‘ R

i and coagtal hazards,

} fikely lmpacts of devefupmem un th@ WEter e

. “This has not been fully.addressed (see seation 10) .-
R yuality of coastal waterbadles, S Sl e e SR

17 Cunciumon

. - ' :lTh@ Shire’s waterwayc: are regmnally s,lgmﬁcant assets far thﬁelr @nwronmentai and S
5 -"-";rec.rdatmnal qualrt:es It rs |mp0rtant that thasa are’ not !Dst thaugh unaccaptable dew-\:upment

: ,‘.']-JCDUncH is not. Dpposed tu mannas or the posmbie expansu:m and upgradmg Df the f,)ulans Bay
© Marina. Over. recent years Cmunml has given gonsent for significant &xpansion of the: F’or{
“Hacking Royal Marine.Yacht: Club Marma ard the Tom Uglys Marina. Howevar, Council |
-~ considers this proposal to'be ‘a gross werdevalopmunf that will manopolise a smaﬂ bay, .
‘ .‘.‘;dssadv.antage users Df the bayland' ave umacceptable lmpacts on the bay and surrnund¢

: 5tna ‘ ;smati bay ta ona. nfthe largast marmas in
F‘ort Hackmq yat proposes nn addatuona? .facnimes or env;rcnmental tmprcwements in; an .

S'hauid the depar’:menf ‘bp i
arr, apprcv.ai shouid: NDT

‘huuid you. need m discuss s ny speut. f this matter furthier piaasédo not hes:tatet eanta
e on 971&03?3*dunn' 55 h o ‘

‘ PMDNE{HE) 9710 0333 L'J)(d&“l'l SUTHEHLAND}
AEIN 52 B‘lﬂ 204 808 - DMENISTRATION F'A‘K (D?) a710 0265"
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