
Presentation to IHAP panel against DA

•introduction ... planner by background, acknowledge Panel ...

•I will speak about the process. This is because there is alot of anxiety, 
misinformation and resultant distrust in the Oatley community. You will have 
noticed that from the submissions. I will also speak about process because a 
transparent and inclusive process with accurate information leads to the best 
outcomes.

•You have a recommendation before you for approval - for lot consolidation and 
boundary adjustment - but how does the Panel know that this is a correct 
amalgamation? And not less lots or more lots or a different configuration is a 
better amalgamation without sufficient and appropriate information about the future
land use?

•If the Panel was considering a DA for amalgamation from a private developer, I 
suggest that Council would, as a matter of course, sought:

- a concept plan of the future use;
- information so as to understand the effect of that use on the site and its 
surrounds;
- then a proposed amalgamation to respond to the concept;
- then a change in zoning etc.

Council , as the applicant of this DA, should undertake the proper process.

•This amalgamation DA put the cart before the horse - the planning process in 
contrary order.

•This is a not a straight forward site and many steps in the planning process are 
needed. It is community land. It is zoned recreation. It is within a bushland area.
It drains directly into a creek. It is adjacent to a rail line. Council should 
undertake a fair and proper process.

•As a newly established Council, GRCouncil should aim to establish itself with a 
reputation with fair and proper processes and regain trust in the community.

•I seek that the Panel refuse the DA and seek that Council undertake a process that
is transparent and inclusive to regain community trust and gain the best outcome 
for the site. It will allow procedural fairness.


