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WORKS COMMITTEE MEET ING  

 

Notice is hereby given that a Wo rks Committee Meeting  of the Council of the City of 

Randwick will be held in the Council Chamber, First Floor, 90 Avoca Street Randwick  

on Tuesday, 14 February 2017  at 6.00pm  

 

Committee Members:  The Mayor DôSouza, Andrews, Belleli, Bowen, Garcia, 

Matson, Moore (Deputy Chairperson), Nash, Neilson, 

Roberts, Seng, Shurey, Smith, Stavrinos & Stevenson 

(Chairperson)  

 

Quorum:  Eight (8) members  

 

NOTE:  At the Extraordinary Meeting held on 28 September 2004, the Council 

resolved that the Works Committee be constituted as a committee with full 

delegation to determine matters on the agenda.  

Apologies/ Granting of Leave o f Absences    

Confirmation of the Minutes   

Works Committee Meeting -  6 December 2016  

Dec larations o f Pecuniary and Non - Pecuniary Interests  

Address of Committee b y Members of the Public   

Privacy warning;  

In respect to Privacy & Personal Information Protection Act, members of the public 

are advised that the proceedings of this meeting will be r ecorded for the purposes of 

clause 69 of Councilôs Code of Meeting Practice. 

Urgent Business  

Works Reports  

W1/17  Upgrade of Green Street, Maroubra -  Resident response to 

concept plan  ................................ ................................ ..........................  1 

W2/17  Resident Parking Scheme -  Area RA6 Community Survey  ............................  7 

W3/17  Maroubra Bay Floodplain Management Committee  ................................ ....  13  

W4/17  Submarine Tel ecommunications Cable Works from Neptune 

Park to the West Coast of United States of America  ................................ .  41      

Notice of Rescission Motions  

Nil   

 

éééééééééééééééééééé. 

Ray Brownlee  

GENERAL MANAGER  
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Works Report  No. W1/17  
 

Subject:  Upgrade of Green Street, 

Maroubra -  Resident response 
to concept plan  

Folder No:  F2016/00332  

Author:  Stephen Audet, Coordinator Engineering Services        
 

Introduction  

 

In recent years, Council has received numerous requests from individual customers 

as well as from the Maroubra Central Precinct for this section of Green Street, 

Marou bra between Cooper Street and Garden Street to be upgraded and for a 

footpath to be constructed.  

 

The 2016 -17 Local Road Rehabilitation program includes an upgrade to this section of 

Green Street, Maroubra.  

 

A concept design has been developed and community consultation undertaken with 

local residents.  

 

Issues  

 

The section of Green Street between Cooper Street and Garden Street was formerly a 

6.25m wide rear lane between properties on Boyce Road and Maroubra Road.  

 

The southern side of Green Street borders St Aidanôs School and two aged care 

facilities.  Twelve (12) of fourteen (14) residential properties on the northern side of 

Green Street have been subdivided under the provisions of Councilôs Subdivision 

Code policy.  A requirement of subdivisions  created under this policy is a dedication 

of 4.57m across the frontage of each property for future road widening.  

 

The dedications for road widening have been made. However, there has been no 

formalisation of the dedicated land, primarily due to two (2) p roperties located mid -

block and the 2 corner properties at the ends of this section which have not been 

subdivided.  The road reserve width is constrained to 6.25m at these locations.  

 

Councilôs Technical Services team made the following observations in their design 

analysis of the Green Street.  

 

¶ K&G is present on the south side of the street only;  

¶ There is a footpath on the south side in front of the new aged care facility at the 

eastern end of the street only. No footpath on the residential (norther n) side of 

the street;  

¶ Narrow road pavement width with no opportunity for widening due to the 

boundaries of corner properties on both Cooper Street and Garden Street;  

¶ The narrow road pavement provides no opportunities for legal car parking within 

the s treet, with exception to two (2) spaces beside the corner property on 

Garden Street.  

¶ The general practice within the street is for residents to park on the grass verge 

in contradiction of the NSW Road Rules.  

¶ A narrow road way accommodating two way tr affic;  

¶ Power poles are located in narrow strip behind the kerb on south side of the 

street.  
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A concept plan has been prepared by Councilôs Technical Services Team.  See 

Attachment 2.  The concept plan includes the following main features;  

 

¶ Roll top ke rb and gutter on the north side of the street;  

¶ Six (6) formalised parallel concrete parking spaces behind the kerb;  

¶ New footpath on the northern side of the street from Cooper Street to Garden 

Street in line with customer requests and Councilôs resolution to ensure that 

every street has a footpath on at least one side where a footpath is feasible.  

¶ Conversion of the traffic flow in the street from two -way to one -way west bound.  

 

The narrow width of the road reserve at each end and at the two (2) properties that 

have not been subdivided means that a footpath can only be accommodated by 

narrowing the carriageway between kerbs.  The already narrow road pavement 

means that a footpath can only be added at these narrow points by converting the 

traffic f low to one way.  

 

The direction of the one way option was assessed by Councilôs Integrated Transport 

Department.  Traffic Counts were also undertaken to assist in the decision making 

process.  The Cooper Street and Maroubra Road intersection was identified as having 

an accident history, making a one -way eastbound traffic direction unsuitable. The 

signalised Garden Street and Maroubra Road intersection was identified as being a 

safer alternative, making the conversion of Green Street to one -way westbound 

viab le.  

 

The conversion of Green Street to one -way westbound to accommodate the 

introduction of a footpath was endorsed by the Randwick Traffic Committee on 13 

September 2016.  

 

Community Consultation  

 

A letter including a copy of the concept plan was sent to all properties bordering 

Green Street on 5 September 2016.  The letter invited residents to a consultation 

session that was held on site on 20 September 2016 at 5.30pm.  

 

The consultation session was attended by approximately 30 people.  Councilôs 

Technical  Services team explained the concept in detail, including the proposed 

footpath, legal parking spaces and the resulting need to convert to one way traffic 

flow.  The reason for the westbound traffic direction was also explained.  

 

Resident comments during t he meeting centred on the perceived loss of parking that 

would result by the introduction of a footpath and also the possible conversion to one 

way traffic.  

 

Residents were provided with a feedback form and asked to formalise their comments 

to Council.   

 

Ten (10) written responses were received.  These responses are summarised in 

Attachment 3.   

 

¶ All feedback regarding the introduction of kerb and gutter was positive;  

¶ There was both support and objection to the introduction of a footpath.  There 

were t wo (2) requests for a footpath on the southern side to be investigated.  

¶ Comments on parking included:  

o Support for concept;  

o Maintain existing illegal 90 °  parking;  

o Introduce small angled parking;  
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o Creation of resident parking zone;  

o Change traffic flow direction so parallel parking is on left hand side;  

¶ Comments on traffic flow direction included:  

o Three (3) respondents requested that two way traffic be retained;  

o Support for concept;  

o Preference for eastbound traffic flow to avoid traffic sign als at Garden Street;  

 

The idea of introducing the footpath on the southern side of Green Street was 

investigated in response to community feedback.  The introduction of a footpath on 

this side was considered problematic because:  

 

¶ The presence of power p oles on this side of the street means that the kerb 

location would need to extend further into the roadway to allow an accessible 

width path past the power poles;  

¶ Egress from the driveway of 117 Garden Street would become difficult;  

¶ The level of servic e offered by the footpath to the residents would be decreased 

by moving the footpath to the opposite side to the residential properties.  

 

Relationship to City Plan  

 

The relationship with the City Plan is as follows:  

 

Outcome  9:  Integrated and Accessible Transport.  

Direction  9a :  A network of safe and convenient walking paths and cycleways  

   linking major land uses and recreational opportunities . 

Outcome 6:  A Liveable City.  

Direction 6a:  Our public assets are planned, managed and funded to meet the  

   community expectations and defined levels of service.  

 

Financial impact statement  

 

This project is included in the 2016 -17 Local Road Rehabilitation Program.  

 

Conclusion  

 

There is support for the proposed upgrade to Green Street between Garden Street 

and Cooper Street. However there are conflicting views regarding the need for a 

footpath and the resulting impacts to residents.  

 

The need to connect Green Street to the surrounding footpath network is in line with 

Councilôs long standing objective of ensuring that a footpath exists on one side of 

every Street. The main objection to the footpath being introduced is the perception 

that its introduction will reduce available parking.  The current concept increases the 

number of legal parking spaces from two (2) t o six (6) spaces.  

 

The other key objection by some residents to the introduction of a footpath relates to 

the street being converted from two -way traffic flow to a one -way street. Whilst this 

is likely to result in some inconvenience to residents at times,  it is viewed as a 

necessary compromise to allow the footpath to be introduced to the streetscape.  

 

 
 

Recommendation 
 
That :  

 

a)  the details of the resident submissions from 10 local stakeholders are noted.  
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b)  Council proceed with the proposal to construct a footpath on the northern side 

of Green Street between Cooper Street and Garden Street.  

 

c)  the section of Green Street between Cooper Street and Garden Street be 

converted to one -way traffic in a westbound direction.  

 
 

Attachment/s:  

 

1.ᶓ  Green  Street Locality Plan   

2.ᶓ  Green Street, Maroubra -  Summary of Community Feedback to Proposed 

Kerb and Gutter, Footpath, Off Street Parking, One Way  

 

3.ᶒ  Link to the Concept Plan -  Upgrade of Green Street from Cooper Street to 

Garden Street, Maroubra  

 

  

 

 

../../../RedirectToInvalidFileName.aspx?FileName=WO_14022017_ATT_EXCLUDED.PDF
http://www.randwick.nsw.gov.au/__data/assets/pdf_file/0004/190570/Concept-Plan-for-Green-Street-Upgrade.pdf
http://www.randwick.nsw.gov.au/__data/assets/pdf_file/0004/190570/Concept-Plan-for-Green-Street-Upgrade.pdf


Green Street Locality Plan  Attachment 1  
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Works Report  No. W2/17  
 

Subject:  Resident Parking Scheme -  Area 

RA6 Community Survey  

Folder No:  F2010/00150  

Author:  Tony Lehmann, Manager Integrated Transport        
 

Introduction  

 

Following requests from a number of residents, Council undertook a resident parking 

survey in a northern part of Randwick from late November 2016.   The majority of 

respondents from most streets did not support the introduction of the resident 

parking scheme to their  street .  

 

There were, however, five individual streets where the majority of respondents 

indicated that they did support the introduction of the scheme to their streets.   With 

regard to these streets , it is recommended that small sections of each  street have a 2 

hour time limit imposed , with exemptions for resident permit holders.   

 

Background  

 

In 2011, following requests from residents, Council undertook a community survey in 

a part of northern Randwick, seeking views on the introduction of the  resident 

parking scheme to that area.  At that time the feedback from the community was 

that they did not support the introduction of the scheme to their area.  

 

Since that time Council has received a number of requests from residents seeking 

relief from t he parking pressures that they are experiencing -  Eg:  

 

¶ ñthe parking situation in the street has got out of control. I can never get a park 

in this street any more. I am a mother of 2 young children and I find it very 

strange in this lovely community that  I cannot park in my street any more. 

There seems to be loads of people that donôt live here parking in the street.ò 
(Council document no. D02241009)  

 

¶ ñWe continue to be hostage to non -residents parking out our streetsé.. and are 

stressed each day on ret urning home by car concerned as to whether we will be 

able to park in our vicinity until after 4.00pm.ò  
(D02680711)  

 

¶ ñAs a resident and rate payer experiencing a significant increase in congestion, I 

would like to request that resident parking signs with a two hour parking limit 

be placed in and around my street (and surrounding streets) to try to reduce 

this impact on residents. I am aware that there was a proposal about installing 

limited parking in these streets several years ago and that there was  resident 

consultation. The parking congestion situation has become so significantly 

worse (especially the last two years) I believe it is now necessary for a review. I 

feel I speak on behalf of many of my neighbours who believe it is time to 

implement the se restrictions for the benefit of Randwick rate payers and local 

home owners.ò 
(D02612034)  

 

Given such resident views and noting that it had been more than five years since the 

community was last consulted, it was decided to undertake the current survey.  The 

survey was distributed to letterboxes.  
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Issues  

 

The area surveyed is known as the proposed resident parking area ñRA6ò.  This 

arbitrary area is bounded generally by Cowper Street and Frenchmans Road in the 

south, Wentworth Street in the west and Clove lly Road in the north and east. See 

diagram below:  

 

 
 

Of all the streets surveyed in RA6 there were only five streets where the majority of 

respondents indicated support for the introduction of the scheme to their streets.  The 

five streets, all situated within the southern parts of RA6, are Gordon Street, 

Waverley Street, Randwick Street, Sydney Street and Ethne Avenue. These five 

streets are highlighted in the map above.  

 

These streets are close to both Randwick  Public School and Emanuel College as well 

as being close to the Randwick Council Administration Building and the major Cowper 

Street commuter bus stops.  Each of these facilities attracts commuter parking and 

there is likely a daily overflow of commutersô vehicles into these residential streets.   

 

In response to the feedback from the Councilôs survey, it is proposed that small 

sections of each of these street s have a 2 hour time limit imposed -  with exemptions 

for residents with permit s.  This will improve  the amenity for those residents who do 

not have sufficient  off - street parking facilities . The introduction of the scheme will 

also give residents a priority in parking in their street, over and above others who 

would wish to use the street for their own ónon -residentô parking needs.  Such time 

limits will also improve the ability for short term visitors or service personnel 

(deliveries, cleaners etc.) to park in the street.  

The actual number of óresident parking spacesô currently  proposed in each street i s 

based on the number of vehicles which eligible residents , who voted in favour of the 

scheme, park on  the street .  The following table details the approximate total number 

of parking spaces available in each of the five streets, the proposed number of 
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res ident parking spaces (based on the survey results) and the subsequent  remaining 

number of unrestricted parking spaces in each street.  

 

Street  

Approximate 

no. of parking 

spaces  

Proposed number 

of resident parking 

spaces  

Remaining number 

of unrestricted 

spa ces  

Gordon Street  17  4 13  

Waverley Street  18  3 15 

Randwick 

Street  
16 3 13 

Sydney Street  15 5 10  

Ethne Avenue  22  7 15  

 

The preceding table and the plans below show the impact which the proposed 

introduction of the resident parking scheme would have upon parking supply within 

this area.  Whilst the proposed parking time limits would be ó2 hour parking, 8:30am-

6pm, Mon -Fri, Permit Holders Exceptedô it should be noted that there would still be 

many unrestricted parking spaces available for various other  uses.  

 

 
Figure 1 ï Resident parking p roposal for Ethne Avenue  
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Figure 2 -  Resident parking p roposal s for streets near to Frank Doyle Park  

 

If this resident parking proposal is endorsed by the Works Committee the matter 

would then need to be put to the Traffic Committee for formal consideration.  It 

should also be noted that each resident parking area is reviewed annually to assess 

the number of permits issued versus the number of parking spaces available on each 

street.  If additional residents choose to participate in the scheme then more resident 

parking spaces may be required to be installed, through the Traffic Committee 

processes, to meet  this demand from local residents.  

  

Door knock survey and petition objecting to the proposed introduction of the resident 

parking scheme to the RA6 Area  

In response to Councilôs survey of residents in the óRA6 areaô, a number of residents 

submitted the r esults of their own survey as well as a petition opposed to the 

introduction of the scheme.   

 

For most of the RA6 area the results of the ódoor-knockô interview survey (as 

undertaken by the residents opposed to the proposal) aligned very closely with 

Councilôs own survey.  These two surveys confirmed that the majority of residents 

from most of the streets were not supportive of the introduction of the scheme to 

their street.  With regard to the five subject streets, some of the results from the two 

surveys  aligned.  However, with a number of the results, there was a differing answer 
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(i.e. some residents said óyesô to Council in support of the proposal and ónoô to the 

door -knock survey undertaken by other residents).   

 

Whilst it is difficult to fully analys e each residentôs outcome and to check with rigour 

Councilôs results against the ñdoor-knock surveyò results, it has to be remembered 

that there has been a constant level of concern over many years, by a number of 

residents, about other people parking in t hese residential streets.  The streets near to 

Frank Doyle Park are approximately 175m from Randwick Public School, 260m from 

the major Cowper Street/Cook Street commuter bus -stop, only 460m from Randwick 

Council buildings and just 650m from the main Randw ick shopping strip of Belmore 

Road.  Given the proximity of these facilities, these four streets are regularly under 

pressure from commuters parking in the street.  Ethne Avenue also experiences 

significant parking pressures ï most especially from car park ing associated with 

students and others from the nearby school.  

 

Relationship to City Plan  

 

The relationship with the City Plan is as follows:  
 

Outcome 9:  Integrated and Accessible Transport.  

Direction 9d:  Residential amenity is protected by appropriate traffic management  

Direction 9e:  Parking is managed to balance  convenience against reduce d car  

 reliance   

 

Financial impact statement  

 

Funding  is available to undertake procurement and installation of the required 

signage arising from this resident parking proposal.   The cost would likely be some 

$1,500 -  $2,000.  

 

Conclusion  

 

Given the constant level of concern by residents, over many years, regarding non -

residentsô vehicles parking in their streets , and, given the proximity of these streets 

to numerous facilities generating commuter parking pressures, and, given the results 

of Councilôs resident parking survey, it is considered that the proposed resident 

parking arrangements, as detailed, should be referred to the Traffic Committee for 

consideration.  It is considered that such a referral should indicate that Council 

supports the implementation of the proposed resident parking controls.  

 
 

Recommendation 
That:  

 

a)  the matter of the limited introduction of ó2 hour parking, 8:30am-6pm, Mon -Fri, 

Permit Holders Exceptedô parking restrictions in Waverley Street, Gordon Street, 

Randwick Street, Sydney Street and Ethne Avenue, Randwick, as detailed  

within Figures 1 and 2 of this report, be referred to the Traffic Committee for 

consideration; and  

 

b)  the Traffic Committee be advised that Council is supportive of the proposed 

resident parking restrictions.  

 
 

Attachment/s:  

 

Nil  
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Works Report  No. W3/17  
 

Subject:  Maroubra Bay Floodplain 

Management Committee  

Folder No:  PROJ/10323/2007  

Author:  Sebastien  Le Coustumer, Drainage Engineer        
 

Introduction  

 

The prime responsibility for planning and management of flood issues in NSW rests 

with local government. Randwick City Council has committed to carrying out Flood 

Studies and preparing  Floodplain Risk Management Studies and Plans. They are 

carried out in accordance with the Floodplain Development Manual (NSW 

Government) and will allow Council and other stakeholders to be better informed and 

to better manage flooding in storm events.  

 

The first step in the floodplain management process is to complete a flood study. For 

the Maroubra Bay catchment, the study was adopted by the Council on 26 February 

2013. The next step is to complete a Floodplain Risk Management Study and Plan 

(FRMS&P) whic h determine options to reduce the flood risk.   

 

The draft Maroubra Bay FRMS&P was presented to the 13 September 2016 meeting 

of Councilôs Works Committee. It was resolved to place the document on public 

exhibition.  

 

The Maroubra Bay Floodplain Management Committee met on 7 December 2016 to 

consider the final report of the Maroubra Bay FRMS&P. The report incorporated 

amendments to the draft resulting from the public exhibition. A copy of the minutes, 

which reflects dis cussions and out comes,  is attached to this report.  

 

The outcome of the meeting is as follows :  

 

¶ The Maroubra Bay Floodplain Management Committee recommend s that Council 

adopt the Maroubra Bay FRMS&P, Final Report;  

¶ That the options outlined in the plan b e implemented.  

 

Issues  

 

Public Exhibition  

The community was invited to comment on the draft Maroubra Bay FMRS&P via 

publ ic exhibition of the document. The report was placed on public exhibition between  

30 September and 28 October 2016.  The public exhibition was advertised via the 

following methods:  

 

¶ On line via YoursayRandwick (including the draft FPRMS&P, map of the flood 

affected properties, summary map of the mitigation options, frequently asked 

questions);  

¶ An information letter including frequently asked questions was sent to all 

residents within the flood planning area (444 letters sent);  

¶ Advertisement in the Southern Courier;  

¶ All documents were made available in the reception area of the Council 

Administration Centre and at  Councilôs three libraries. 
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A community information session was held on Tuesday  18  October 2016 between  6-

8pm at the Maroubra  Surf Life Saving Club, Marine Parade, Maroubra. The purpose of 

the drop - in session was to enable the public to ask questions dire ctly to  the study 

team including Randwick Council  staff and consultant . 

 

The following summarises the key outcomes of the public exhibition period and the 

responses received:  

 

¶ 432 persons visited the Maroubra Bay FPRMS&P page on Yoursay Randwick 

and 255 downloads occurred;  

¶ Residents from a total of 2 properties attended the drop - in session;  

¶ A total of 6 queries were lodged on the public exhibition website (refer to 

Attachment 1).  

 

Study Finali sation  

Following review of submissions from the public during the exhibition period, minor 

amendments have been made to this FRMS&P Report.  

 

Implementation Program  

The options to be implemented are presented in Attachment 2 . Each option is 

presented based on pr iority with i ndicative costs, responsible stakeholder and time 

frame.  

 

Structural Measures in the Plan  

Five structural measures  are identified in the plan:  

-  High priority:  

o Option A: Further investigation of the lowering of the promenade at 

Maroubra beach ;  

o Option N: Further investigation of drainage upgrade at White Avenue 

(between Bennet Place and Farthing Place);  

o Option C: Further investigation of flood retarding basin in John Shore 

Park.  

-  Low Priority:  

o Option D: Further investigation of duplication of drainage network from 

John Shore Park to the beach outlet;  

o Option B ï Further investigation of flood retarding basin in Muraborah 

Reserve (Wride Street).  

 

Non Structural Measures in the Plan  

Eight non -structural m easures including flood em ergency management, flood warning  

and evacuation, community awareness programmes , and planning and development 

control  are identified:  

-  High priority:  

o Option 1: Council undertakes regular community awareness 

campaigns, for example every two years and severe weather warnings 

and thunderstorm warnings should be provided on Councilôs website or 

through the Australian Emergency Alert System ;  

o Option 2: Council prepare s a  local disaster plan and/or the SES should 

prepare a Local Flood Plan for the Maroubra  Bay  catchment ;  

o Option 3: Enforce Flood Planning levels  (see explanation below) ;  

o Option 4: Ensure appropriate development control planning including 

consideration of anthropomorphic c limate change induced rainfall 

increase and safety inspection of Coral Sea Park basin to meet the Dam 

Safety Committee ( DSC)  requirements;  

-  Low priority:  

o Option 5: Flood Proofing - The aim of this recommendation is to ensure 

that non -habitable buildings such  as commercial or industri al 
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developments are flood proof where existing or proposed floor levels 

are below the Flood Planning Level (FPL) ;  

o Option 6: Management of Blockage;  

o Option 7: Residents h ave Flood Insurance;  

o Option 8: Enforce On Site Detention policy.  

 

The Flood Planning Area (FPA) is used to identify properties which are flood affected 

so that development controls can be applied to future development. The NSW 

Governmentôs Floodplain Development Manual typically defines the FPA by the 100 

year ARI flood level + 0.5m freeboard. This approach is currently in place for 

properties within the Maroubra Bay  catchment.  

 

The FPA defined in the NSW Governmentôs Floodplain Development Manual typically 

relates to areas prone to flooding due to rising water levels in lakes and rivers. The 

manual does not offer guidance in the case of overland flow scenarios as experienced 

with the Maroubra Bay catchment. An analysis of the flooding characteristics within 

the catchment has identified that the use of 0.5m freeboard is ex cessive because it 

will burden a large number of property owners whose properties are not prone to 

flooding in even the most severe of storms.  

 

The approach recommended in the Floodplain Risk Management Plan is to tag 

properties based on the 100 year ARI e vent where more than 10% of the lot is 

flooded to depths more than 150mm. There are 221  properties within the catchment 

that meet this set of criteria. For comparison, there are currently 1,126 properties 

tagged based on the 100 year ARI +0.5m freeboard cr iteria.  

 

Development controls will apply to tagged properties to ensure that the habitable 

floor level of developments is above the level of the flood. The Flood Planning Level 

(FPL) can vary depending on the use and vulnerability of the building/developme nt to 

flooding. The controls that currently exist within Section B8 of the DCP apply to 

developments within the Maroubra  Bay Catchment.  

 

Relationship to City Plan  

 

The relationship with the City Plan is as follows:  

 

Outcome  6:  A liveable City.  

Direction  6a :  Our public assets are planned, managed and funded to meet the  

   community expectations and defined levels of service . 

 

Financial impact statement  

 

The overall capital cost of implementing the flood mitigation options  is estimated 

between  $5 .5 and $11.5  million . Costs will be estimated more accurately following 

the completion of the investigation study. Costs of the non -structural options have 

not been estimated but will be low as many options can be conducted in house.  

 

All options may potentially recei ve funding  through grants from government agencies 

such as the NSW Office of Environment and Heritage. Council can also contribute to 

funding via the  Stormwater Service  Charge  as funds become available.  Options within 

th e plan may also be carried out by th e SES.  

 

Where necessary any additional funding of projects can be sourced  through Councilôs 

general revenue and planned subject to budget priorities . 
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Conclusion  

 

The Draft Maroubra Bay  Floodplain Risk Management Study and Plan has been placed 

on public exhibition and has now been finalised to the satisfaction of the Maroubra 

Bay Floodplain Management Committee.  

 

Options are proposed to be implemented on a priority basis as funds become 

available.  

 
 

Recommendation 
 
That :  

 

a)  Council adopts the Maroubra Bay Floodplain Risk Management Study and Plan.  

 

b)  options outlined in the plan be implemented on a priority basis as funds become 

available.  

 
 

Attachment/s:  

 

1.ᶓ  Queries lodged during public exhibition   

2.ᶓ  Options to be implemented   

3.ᶓ  Minutes of the Maroubra Bay Floodplain Management 

Committee Meeting held on 7 December 2016  

 

4.ᶓ  Presentation of the Maroubra Bay Floodplain Management 

Committee Meeting held on 7 December 2016  

 

5.ᶒ  Maroubra Bay Floodplain Risk Manageme nt Study and Plan -  

Final  

Available on 

request  
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Minutes of the Maroubra Bay Floodplain Management Committee Meeting held on 7 
December 2016  

Attachment 3  
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