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Planning Proposal
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1.0 Introduction

This Planning Proposal (PP) has been prepared by GLN Planning (GLN) of behalf of Mr John
Cole, Mr. Robert Ware and Mrs Jan Ware (the proponents) in relation to Lot 63 DP 618063, 55
George Campbell Drive, Mudgee (the subject site).

This PP is submitted to Mid-Western Regional Council (MWRC) to accompany a request to
amend Mid-Western Regional Local Environmental Plan 2012 (MWLEP) in accordance with
Section 55 of the Environmental Planning and Assessment Act 1979 (EP&A Act).

This PP includes the following:
= A statement of the objectives or intended outcomes;
= An explanation of the provisions that are to be included in the proposed instrument; and

= The justification for those objectives, outcomes and provisions, the process for their
implementation and compliance with the Council's and Department's adopted planning
strategies (including whether the proposed instrument will comply with the relevant
Directions under Section 117 of the EP&A Act).

This PP has been prepared having regard to discussions between the proponents and Council’s
planning officers over an extended period during 2014 and, “A Guide to Preparing Planning
Proposals” and “A Guide to Preparing Local Environmental Plans” published by the NSW
Department of Planning and Infrastructure (now the Department of Planning and Environment
DP&E) dated October 2012 and April 2013 respectively.

This Report concludes that the PP should be supported and recommended to the DP&E for
Gateway Determination.

1.1 Background

The land the subject of this PP is located approximately 5 kilometres to the northeast of the
Mudgee CBD and occupies an area of 16.74 hectares. The subject land is zoned RU4 Primary
Production Small Lots Zone under the Mid-Western Regional Local Environmental Plan 2012
and is currently undeveloped. An established cherry orchard covers approximately 40% of the
site area. The Mudgee Airport, which is a vital infrastructure asset for the Mid-Western Region,
is situated adjoining to the south and west of the subject land.

Development approvals for the construction of a rural residence and second rural residence
were issued by the MWRC on 17 September 2008 and 8 April 2013 respectively (DA0091/2009
and DA0173/2014). Certification of commencement has been gained for DA 0091/2009.

The Proponents also own a 1 hectare allotment of land that adjoins the southern boundary of
the subject site, being Lot 4 DP 561282. This allotment directly adjoins the northern boundary of
the Mudgee Airport and holds a current development consent for an 11 lot subdivision and
construction of 10 aircraft hangars with residential accommodation, with direct access to the
Airport (see DA 1052/2012). This was approved under DA 1052/2012. This adjoining site is
zoned SP2 Infrastructure - Airport.

This PP is seeking a reduction in the subject site’s prescribed 20 hectare minimum lot size
control to 2 hectares so as to permit further subdivision and residential development. This is
consistent with the current MWLEP and the recent approach taken by the MWRC and DP&E,
where a similar parcel of RU4 Zoned land on the opposite side of the Airport runway that was
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Planning Proposal
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also prescribed a 2 hectare minimum lot size. This proximate lot and the subject lot are
identified the same in the Midwestern Comprehensive Land Use Strategy adopted by Council
and the Department. This proposal seeks to make the same change as has already been made
for the adjacent proximate lot.

The need for provision for larger residential blocks within close proximity to Mudgee is also
espoused by the Draft Mudgee and Gulgong Urban Release Strategy which has been
advertised and adopted by Council. This identifies that there is a growing demand and limited
supply of allotments of 2 hectares and proposes the subject site for release in 2015+.

Given the subject site’s proximity to Mudgee and the Airport, it has a unique potential to
capitalise on an opportunity for the establishment of residential “airparks”. These airparks are
typically designed around an existing airport and comprise a number of dwellings whereby
aircraft accommodation can be either attached to or integrated into the overall design of the
residential subdivision. The residents of the development can operate an airplane that is parked
within their respective lot and have access to runway facilities.

The airpark concept is well established throughout the United States and other European
Countries, and has recently emerged within regional and rural Australian towns to help contest
the disturbing trend of airfield closures. Examples of well-established Australian residential
airparks include, Kensington Parkside Airpark, Whitsunday Aviation Village Estate and Gatton
Airpark in Queensland, Temora Airpark Estate in NSW and Denmark Airpark in Western
Australia.

The location of Mudgee Airport, being a 50 minute flight from Bankstown and a 2.5 hour flight
from Melbourne or Brisbane (light aircraft), as well as the increase in activities such as mining,
tourism and viticulture in the Mid-West Region, present as a strategic advantage for the
potential development of a residential development close to the Airport with the opportunity for
aeroplane accommodation. Such subdivision development could also further provide for various
living opportunities, which could, for example, complement the recently developed Mudgee
Airport “Hangar House”, which provides accommodation for up to 14 guests as well as 4-5 light
aircraft. The unique opportunity is one that should be facilitated.

In addition to the above, establishment of an airpark opportunity at Mudgee Airport could
stimulate aviation interest and demand, which would strengthen the economic returns of the
Airport facility as well as other aviation related business and industry within the Region.

Based on the proposed 2 hectare minimum lot size, the subject site is capable of
accommodating 8 large residential allotments. There are various potential subdivision plans
which facilitate the residential subdivision with the opportunity to capitalise on the unique
location. Some of these are attached (in 'mud map’, example/indicative form) in Appendix A.
This shows various opportunities to have a direct link to the airport which can be dealt with in
more detail during the development application phases.
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Planning Proposal
Lot 63 DP 618063 George Campbell Drive, Mudgee

2.0

Site Analysis

The subject site is known as No. 55 George Campbell Drive, Mudgee. Key features of the site’s
location and context (as depicted in Figures 1 & 2) include:

The subject site is located within the MWRC Local Government Area (LGA). The
MWRC LGA is located in the Central West region of NSW being approximately 250km
or 3-4 hours from Sydney.

The MWRC is centrally located, with a strong and diverse economy based on
agriculture, viticulture, mining, tourism and related industries.

The subject site is located approximately 5 kilometres north-east of the Mudgee Centre,
which is defined as a District Centre, providing a range of business, employment, retail,
entertainment and recreation activities.

Mudgee Airport, which is a vital infrastructure asset for the Mid-Western Region directly
adjoins the subiject site to the west.

Lot 4 DP 561282, which is also owned by the Proponents, adjoins the subject site to the
south. This allotment is zoned for Airport related purposes and has a current consent for
an 11 lot subdivision and construction of 10 aircraft hangers, with direct access to the
Airport (DA 1052/2012).

The subject site holds current development approvals for the construction of a
residence and a second residence, which were issued by the MWRC on 17 September
2008 and 8 April 2013 respectively (DA0091/2009 and DA0173/2014).

Figure 1: Context and Location of Subject Site
(Source: Land and Property Information, SIX Maps, September 2014 (as adapted by GLN)
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Planning Proposal
Lot 63 DP 618063 George Campbell Drive, Mudgee

SUBJECT SITE

Figure 2: Aerial View of Subject Site and Surrounding Development
(Source: Land and Property Information, SIX Maps (as adapted by GLN Planning))

2.1  Site Description

The subject site is legally described as Lot 63 in DP 618063. It is generally rectangular in shape
and has an area of approximately 16.7 hectares. All weather vehicular access is provided via
George Campbell Drive to the south with access also available from Eurunderee Road via
Henry Lawson Drive to the north.

The subject site is characterised by relatively flat topography, which slopes slightly from the
northern to southern property boundaries. A cherry orchard covers approximately 40% of the
subject site with the remaining area currently vacant but previously used for the growing of
grapes. Both uses have remained consistently uneconomic.

As advised by the proponent’s, the subject site holds existing water rights and is serviced by
infrastructure from the Pipe Clay Creek aquifer.

2.2 Surrounding Development
The subject site’s immediate surrounds comprise rural and rural, urban, residential activity,
including agricultural and non-agricultural land uses. In particular,

= The Mudgee Airport and associated ancillary infrastructure/development adjoins the
subject site to the south and west.

= Land immediately to the north and east of the subject site is currently used for cropping
and other agricultural uses. An operational vineyard and associated restaurant/cellar
door is situated to the southeast of the subject site on the opposite side of George
Campbell Drive.
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Planning Proposal
Lot 63 DP 618063 George Campbell Drive, Mudgee

Lot 4 DP 561282, which is also owned by the proponents, adjoins the subject site to the
south. This allotment has a current approval for an 11 lot subdivision and construction
of 10 aircraft hangars, with direct access to the Airport.

The TAFE Western — Mudgee College and Australian Rural Education Centre, which is
a major educational establishment for the Mid-Western Region, adjoins the southern
extent of the Mudgee Airport approximately 1.5km from the subject site.

The Mudgee Cemetery is situated approximately 1km to the south of the subject site, on
the eastern alignment of Ulan Road.

Rural residential lot subdivisions of 2000 — 4000m and the Country Comfort Resort are
along Casillis Road between the site and Mudgee town centre.

30 November 2014
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Lot 63 DP 618063 George Campbell Drive, Mudgee

3.0 Current Planning Controls

3.1 Mid-Western Regional Local Environmental Plan 2012

The principal planning instrument applying to the subject site is the Mid-Western Regional Local
Environmental Plan 2012 (MWR LEP 2012). This is the local statutory planning instrument that
establishes what form of development and land uses are permissible or prohibited on all land
within the MWRC LGA. The MWR LEP 2012 was gazetted on 10 August 2012 and replaced the
previous Mid-Western Regional Interim Local Environmental Plan 2008, which applied to the
subject site.

The key planning controls currently applying to the subject site under the MWR LEP 2012 are
detailed within Table 1:

Table 1: Relevant MWR LEP 2012 Planning Controls

Clause | Matter Requirement

22 Zoning of land to  The zoning of the subject site is shown on the Land Zoning Map
which Plan (Figure 3).
applies The Land Zoning Map indicates that the subject site is located within

the RU4 Primary Production Small Lots Zone.

Zone RU4 Primary Production Small Lots Zone

2.3 Zone objectives
and land use L .
table 1. Objectives of zone:

= To enable sustainable primary industry and other compatible
land uses.

= To encourage and promote diversity and employment
opportunities in relation to primary industry enterprises,
particularly those that require smaller lots or that are more
intensive in nature.

=  To minimise conflict between land uses within this zone and
land uses within adjoining zones.

= To ensure that land is available for intensive plant agriculture.

= To encourage diversity and promote employment opportunities
related to primary industry enterprises, particularly those that
require smaller holdings or are more intensive in nature.

2. Permitted without consent:

=  Environmental protection works; Extensive agriculture; Home
businesses; Home occupations; Intensive plant agriculture;
Roads; Water reticulation systems

3. Permitted with consent:

= Cellar door premises; Dwelling houses; Farm buildings; Home
industries; Plant nurseries; Roadside stalls; Any other
development not specified in item 2 or 4

4. Prohibited:

=  Air transport facilities; Amusement centres; Attached
dwellings; Backpackers’ accommodation; Boarding houses;
Boat building and repair facilities; Boat launching ramps; Boat
sheds; Car parks; Cemeteries; Charter and tourism boating
facilities; Child care centres; Commercial premises;
Crematoria; Exhibition homes; Exhibition villages; Freight
transport facilities; Group homes; Heavy industrial storage
establishments; Helipads; Highway service centres; Home
occupations (sex services); Hostels; Hotel or motel

30 November 2014
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Lot 63 DP 618063 George Campbell Drive, Mudgee

Clause

4.1

4.2

4.2B

5.3

6.4

6.8

Matter

Minimum
Subdivision Lot
Size

Rural Subdivision

Dwelling Houses
on Land in Zone
RU4 Primary
Production Small
Lots

Development
Near Zone
Boundaries

Groundwater
Vulnerability

Airspace
Operations -
Mudgee Airport
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Requirement

accommodation; Industrial retail outlets; Industrial training
facilities; Industries; Intensive livestock agriculture; Jetties;
Livestock processing industries; Marinas; Mooring pens;
Moorings; Mortuaries; Multi dwelling housing; Passenger
transport facilities; Places of public worship; Public
administration buildings; Recreation facilities (indoor);
Recreation facilities (major); Recreation facilities (outdoor);
Registered clubs; Residential flat buildings; Respite day care
centres; Restricted premises; Sawmill or log processing works;
Semi-detached dwellings; Seniors housing; Service stations;
Sex services premises; Shop top housing; Signage; Stock and
sale yards; Storage premises; Transport depots; Vehicle body
repair workshops; Vehicle repair stations; Warehouse or
distribution centres; Waste disposal facilities; Wholesale
supplies

The size of any lot resulting from a subdivision of land is not to be less
than the minimum size shown on the Lot Size Map.

The Minimum Lot Size Map indicates a minimum lot size of 20
hectares for the subject site (Figure 4).

Land in a zone to which this clause applies may, with development
consent, be subdivided for the purpose of primary production to create
a lot of a size that is less than the minimum shown on the Lot Size
Map in relation to than land.

However, such a lot cannot be created if an existing dwelling would,
as the result of the subdivision, be situated on the lot.

The objective of this clause is to ensure that dwelling houses are
erected only where they support the permitted agricultural use of the
land.

This clause does not apply to land in Zone RU4 Primary Production
Small Lots.

The Groundwater Vulnerability Map indicates that the subject site is
“Groundwater Vulnerable”.

MWRC must consider this clause before determining a development
application, and consider relevant issues such as, the likelihood of
groundwater contamination caused by development, the likelihood of
groundwater contamination from the development (including from any
on-site storage or disposal of solid or liquid waste and chemicals), and
impacts on groundwater dependent ecosystems.

This requirement is for the development stage and does not hinder
further consideration of this PP. The soils and topography do not
suggest any issues will be raised in the future application for effluent
disposal areas. Note this requirement was able to be complied with for
the purposes of the 11 lot development on the adjoining Lot 4 DP
561282, for which development consent was granted.

The subject site adjoins the Mudgee Airport and as such, the
provisions of this clause are applicable.

MWRC must consider this clause if a development application
proposes a development that will penetrate the Limitation or

ln
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Clause | Matter Requirement

Operations Surface of Mudgee Airport.

This requirement is for the development stage and does not hinder
further consideration of this PP. Note this requirement was able to be
complied with for the purposes of the 11 lot development on the
adjoining Lot 4 DP 561282, for which development consent was
granted. That site is closer to the runway, has greater height
restrictions and has 7.5m high buildings approved. There will be no
height restriction so as to unduly hinder future development.

SUBJECT SITE

Figure 3: Subject Site and Land Zoning
(Source: Extract from MWR LEP 2012, Land Zoning Map (as amended by GLN Planning))
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Planning Proposal
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SUBJECT SITE

Figure 4: Subject Site and Minimum Lot Size — Shows 2ha lot size on opposite side of runway.
(Source: Extract from MWR LEP 2012, Lot Size Map (as amended by GLN Planning))
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Planning Proposal
Lot 63 DP 618063 George Campbell Drive, Mudgee

4.0 Planning Proposal

4.1 Objectives or Intended Outcomes

The objective of this PP is to reduce the prescribed minimum lot size to permit future subdivision
and encourage further development of privately owned land.

4.2 Explanation of Provisions

This PP is seeking an amendment to the MWR LEP 2012 to permit future subdivision of Lot 63
DP 618063, 55 George Campbell Drive, Mudgee. This will be achieved by:

1) Amending the Lot Size Map Sheet LSZ 006F by removing the AB3 20 hectare
minimum lot size and replacing it with the Z 2 hectare minimum lot size.

4.3 Justification
4.3.1 Need for the Planning Proposal
4.3.1.1 Is the planning proposal a result of any strategic study or report?

Yes. This PP is a result of the Draft Mudgee and Gulgong Urban Release Strategy (which has
been on public exhibition), identifies a growing demand and limited supply of larger lot
residential blocks of around 2,000m2 and 2 hectares. This has been adopted by Council and
identifies the subject site for future 2 hectare lots to be released 2015+. This PP also aligns
with the Mid-Western Regional Comprehensive Land Use Strategy, which identifies the subject
site as an area with an opportunity for additional uses.

Further to the above, this PP is specifically consistent with a recent approach taken by the
MWRC and DP&E under the MWLEP2012, whereby a parcel of RU4 Zoned land on the
opposite side of the Airport runways, namely Lot 2 DP 116658, is dealt with on lot size Map
Sheet LS 2006F with the prescribed a 2 hectare minimum lot size in 2012 (refer to Figure 4
above). The same change is sought for the subject lot through this PP.

4.3.1.2 Is the planning proposal the best means of achieving the objectives or intended
outcomes or is there a better way?

Yes. This PP is the only means of enabling the amendment to the MWR LEP 2012, which is
required to facilitate future subdivision and residential development on the subject land. The
following points are noted in support of this view:

= Proximity to the Mudgee CBD (within 5 kilometre radius).

= Appropriate infrastructure is available to support residential use.

= The proposed minimum lot size as well as the existing soil type, are suitable for on-site
effluent disposal.

= There are no significant environmental constraints that would limit future residential
use.

30 November 2014
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= The proposed minimum lot size would provide a logical progression from the denser
urban uses to the south west towards Mudgee CBD and to much larger rural land
holdings situated further from the Mudgee CBD to the east.

= The subject site is a small holding, which is unsuitable and unsustainable for
economically viable agricultural production.

= The location is appropriate for residential development associated with the airport,
which is an emerging land use form within Australia. Numerous options are available
to achieve this. A few are identified in Appendix A. Access and ownership
opportunities have also been retained across the 11 lot development on the adjoining
Lot 4 DP 561282, to the Airport. Potential for additional development such as bed and
breakfast establishments would also be facilitated with the creation of 8 additional
smaller lots.

= The proposed minimum lot size is consistent with that recently prescribed to a parcel of
RU4 Zoned land on the opposite side of the Airport.

= The site's location to the eastern side of Mudgee is different from the other 2 hectare
land located to the west.

Overall, the PP would further the opportunity to facilitate a precinct of smaller lots that can build
upon the existing opportunities provided by the airport and the 11 lot development approved on
the adjoining Lot 4 DP 561282. The site location adjoining the Airport runways provides variable
development opportunities that relate directly to both the airport and general tourism, in an ideal
location proximate to the Mudgee centre.

4.3.2 Relationship to Strategic Planning Framework

4.3.2.1 Is the planning proposal consistent with the objectives and actions of the
applicable regional or sub-regional strategy (including the Sydney Metropolitan
Strategy and exhibited draft strategy)?

There is no State or Regional Environmental Plan that addresses future development in
Mudgee, or that has relevance to the MWRC LGA. Nonetheless, there are a number of
significant challenges common to strategic planning in inland and regional areas of NSW. These
are:

= Supporting sustainable agriculture;

= Conserving valuable environmental assets;

= Minimising land use conflicts;

= Capitalising on existing infrastructure; and

= Supporting the economic sustainability and development of local communities, including
providing varied living opportunities.

In general, this PP will facilitate the efficient use of land, which is proven to be unsuitable for

viable agricultural production, without creating undue demands on services and/or
infrastructure.

4.3.2.2 Is the Planning Proposal consistent with a council’s local strategy or other local
strategic plan?

Yes. This PP stems from opportunities identified in the adopted Mudgee and Gulgong Urban
Release Strategy, the Mid-Western Regional Comprehensive Land Use Strategy, as well as
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Lot 63 DP 618063 George Campbell Drive, Mudgee

being aligned with Mid-Western Region Community Plan — Towards 2030, and the Mid-Western
Regional Council’'s Economic Strategy as discussed below.

Mudgee and Gulgong Urban Release Strateqy

As a result of strong population growth driven by the expansion of the local coal mining industry
and sustained pressure for residential development, the MWRC in conjunction with the DP&E
commissioned the preparation of an Urban Release Strategy (2014) for the towns of Mudgee
and Gulgong to guide decision making in relation to the timing, location and type of future
residential development. The Strategy timeframe is 20 years, starting in 2015.

According to the Strategy, there is a lack of diversity in housing types in Mudgee and Gulgong,
which affects the ability of the diverse population to find accommodation that suitably meets
their needs. The Strategy identifies a number of market trends that are indicative of the need for
greater housing diversity. One of the observed trends is the growing demand and limited supply
of larger lot residential blocks around 2,000m2 and 2 hectares.

Specifically, the Strategy notes that the demand for larger residential lots (primarily 4,000m2 and
2 hectares) in Mudgee’s Urban Release Areas (see Figure 5) is projected to average about 7
lots per annum or 37 lots over 5 years. The land the subject of this PP, which is identified as
Urban Release Area No. 23, is recorded as being capable of accommodating 8 x 2 hectare
allotments with no zoning change.

The Strategy’s recommendation for the availability of 2 hectare lots from the subject site is
2015+. It identifies Mudgee's population is increasing. There is a predominance of 700mz2 to
900m?2 blocks and a strong case for improving housing diversity in Mudgee to suit wide ranging
needs and circumstances. The Strategy, in its Executive Summary, states "there is growing
demand and limited supply of larger lot residential blocks around 2000sgm and 2 hectares".

30 November 2014
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Subject

Site

o0 a
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Figure 5: Extract from the Draft Mudgee and Gulgong Urban Release Strategy

(Source: Draft Mudgee and Gulgong Urban Release Strategy, Hill PDA Consulting, 2014)

Mid-Western Regional Comprehensive Land Use Strategy

The MWRC has prepared the Comprehensive Land Use Strategy (CLUS), which provides clear
direction for growth for the next 15-20 years. The Strategy has informed the MWR LEP 2012
and provides a context for future land use and is supported by the Mudgee Town Structure
Plan.

The CLUS notes that the Mudgee Airport is an important asset for the LGA providing a gateway
location into the region with opportunities on the Airport site and surrounding land for potential
additional uses. In particular, land surrounding the Airport immediately to the north and west has
been identified as a potential development opportunity for compatible airport linked uses and
other compatible uses.

30 November 2014
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Planning Proposal
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With reference to Figure 6 below, the subject site, which adjoins the Airport to the north, has
been identified as an area with an opportunity for additional uses. This PP is consistent with the
CLUS, Mudgee Town Structure Plan and the objectives of the Zone as the proposed minimum
lot size will enable future subdivision of the subject site, which could accommodate residential
development with links to the airport. The proposal will facilitate the pursuit of this and is
consistent with the Department's LEP change for the similarly identified lot on the western side
of the north south runway.

| 2 »

Airport - opportunity for additional
uses, particularly aero/industrial
type land uses linked to airport

*
.

Glen Willow Regional Sporting
Complex - Staged development
partly funded by Federal Goverment

L
Large lot residential opportunities

(north) subject to environmental
assessment for suitability/capability

Figure 6: Extract from Mudgee Town Structure Plan and Subject Site (outlined red)
(Source: Mid-Western Regional Comprehensive Land Use Strategy, Parsons Brinckerhoff, 2010 (as adapted by GLN)

Mid-Western Regional Community Plan — Towards 2030

Goals of the Community Plan and how this PP achieves these, is discussed in the Table 2
below correlating to strategies identified in the Plan.
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Table 2: Relevant Goals of the Mid-Western Regional Community Plan

Goal Strategy From Community Plan

Theme 1 — Looking After our Community

Goal 2 — Vibrant
Towns and
Villages

Make available diverse,
sustainable, adaptable and
affordable housing options through
effective land use planning.

Theme 2 — Protecting Our Natural Environment

Goal 1 — Protect
and Enhance Our
Natural
Environment

Ensure land use planning and
management enhances and
protects biodiversity and natural
heritage.

Theme 3 — Building a Strong Local Economy

Goal 2 — An Support the expansion of essential
Attractive infrastructure and services to match
Business and business and industry development
Economic in the Region.

Environment

Goal3-A
Range or
Rewarding and
Fulfilling Career
Opportunities to
Attract and
Retain Residents

Support projects that create new
jobs in the Region and help to build
a diverse and multi-skilled
workforce.

Planning Proposal/Response

This PP will cater to the strong demand and
limited supply of large residential allotments
within Mudgee.

The subject site is suitable for the residential
use as it is unconstrained, un-fragmented
and is strategically positioned to take
advantage of existing infrastructure and
services. Consents have previously been
issued by the MWRC for residential
developments on the subject site.

This PP will also provide an opportunity for
compatible land uses to locate within close
proximity to the Mudgee Airport without
creating undue demands on services and/or
infrastructure.

The land the subject of this PP is currently
under-developed with an uneconomic
cherry orchard established on approximately
40% of the subject site area.

Removal of the cherry orchard and future
development of the subject site will not have
any impact on biodiversity and/or natural
heritage.

The Mudgee Airport is an important asset
for the MWRC LGA providing a gateway into
the Region.

This PP will enable future subdivision of the
subject site which could accommodate the
provision of airport linked residential
development. Such development has the
potential to stimulate aviation interest and
demand, which could strengthen the
economic returns of the Airport facility as
well as aviation related business and
industry development within the Region.

With reference to the comments made at
Goal 2 above, improvements to economic
returns of the Airport facility will ultimately
lead to the creation of new jobs within the
Region. Construction jobs for houses and
infrastructure would also be created.

Mid-Western Regional Council Economic Development Strategy

MWRC has an Economic Development Strategy (EDS) outlining a future economic direction for
the Region in the next ten (10) years, to June 2020. The EDS provides a broad framework for
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the various lead agencies and stakeholders involved in economic development to identify their
roles and engage in economic development initiatives for the Region.

Providing adequate infrastructure to support economic activity is a key principle identified in the
EDS that will influence economic development in the Region for the future. According to the
EDS, MWRC will be the lead agency to facilitate the development and availability of adequate
infrastructure to support economic activity in the Region. In particular, one of the key activities
that MWRC will undertake in the short term will be to promote development of airport
infrastructure at Mudgee Airport as an opportunity for business expansion in aviation related
industry.

This PP is seeking an amendment to the minimum lot size control for the subject site, which has
been identified in the CLUS as an area with an opportunity for additional uses linked to the
Airport. The proposed amendment will facilitate future subdivision of the subject site which could
accommodate Airport linked residential development. This in turn, will strengthen the economic
returns of the Airport facility as well as aviation related business and industry within the Region.

Mudgee Airport Master Plan

The Mudgee Airport Master Plan (the Master Plan) was adopted in principle, as amended, by
Council at its meeting held on 26 October 2005. The Master Plan is based on an assessment of
the aviation needs for Mudgee Airport to 2014 and focusses on the building area precinct of the
Airport, which accommodates the passenger terminal, general aviation facilities and potential
development areas.

Since the adoption of the Master Plan, MWRC has completed a number of actions identified
within the Plan. In particular, during April 2009, MWRC issued development consent for a 16 lot
staged subdivision of the Airport. Whilst a number of these allotments appear to have been
developed, work is still required for the development of the remainder.

It is noted that the Master Plan also facilitates (if required) the ability to provide airside linkages
directly to privately owned land, which is contiguous with the Airport. Whilst two nominal
locations are depicted, the Plan acknowledges that others are available.

The Master Plan is currently under further review and the land the subject of this PP can be
identified as one of the locations with potential. Further the approval that has recently been
issued for the subdivision and construction of aircraft hangars on the Proponent’s adjoining land
(see DA 1052/2012) acknowledged for its suitable airside linkages that are compatible with the
Master Plan. The physical linkages will be the subject of further detailed discussion with the
Council though numerous options are available.

4.3.2.3 Is the planning proposal consistent with applicable State Environmental Planning
Policies?

The State Environmental Planning Policies (SEPPs) that are relevant to this PP have been
detailed and reviewed below. For a complete checklist of SEPPs refer to Appendix A.

State Environmental Planning Policy (Rural Lands) 2008

The aim of State Environmental Planning Policy (Rural Lands) 2008 (Rural Lands SEPP) is to
facilitate the orderly and economic use and development of rural lands for rural and related
purposes. The Rural Lands SEPP applies to all rural land within the MWRC.
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The land the subject of this PP has strategic development potential as identified in the Urban
Release Strategy and CLUS (refer to Section 4.3.2.2 above). This PP is seeking to formally
recognise the development potential through an amendment to the MWR LEP 2012.

With reference to Part 4 and Schedule 2 of the Rural Lands SEPP, there is no State Significant
Agricultural Land Classification that applies to the land the subject of this PP.

Based on the above, this PP is not inconsistent with the Rural Lands SEPP.

State Environmental Planning Policy No. 55 — Remediation of Land

State Environmental Planning Policy No. 55 provides state-wide planning controls for the
remediation of contaminated land. Clause 6 of the SEPP provides the requirements, which must
be considered by a planning authority in the preparation of a zoning or re-zoning proposal:

(1) In preparing an environmental planning instrument, a planning authority is not to include
in a particular zone (within the meaning of the instrument) any land specified in
subclause (4) if the inclusion of the land in that zone would permit a change of use of
the land, unless:

(a) the planning authority has considered whether the land is contaminated, and

(b) if the land is contaminated, the planning authority is satisfied that the land is
suitable in its contaminated state (or will be suitable, after remediation) for all
the purposes for which land in the zone concerned is permitted to be used,
and

(c) if the land requires remediation to be made suitable for any purpose for which
land in that zone is permitted to be used, the planning authority is satisfied
that the land will be so remediated before the land is used for that purpose.

(2) Before including land of a class identified in subclause (4) in a particular zone, the
planning authority is to obtain and have regard to a report specifying the findings of a
preliminary investigation of the land carried out in accordance with the contaminated
land planning guidelines.

(3) If a person has requested the planning authority to include land of a class identified in
subclause (4) in a particular zone, the planning authority may require the person to
furnish the report referred to in subclause (2).

(4) The following classes of land are identified for the purposes of this clause:

(a) land that is within an investigation area,

(b) land on which development for a purpose referred to in Table 1 to the
contaminated land planning guidelines is being, or is known to have been,
carried out,

This PP does not propose the re-zoning of the subject site. However, with regard to subclause
(4) above, it is noted that ‘agricultural/horticultural activities’ are listed in Table 1 of the ‘Planning
Guidelines — SEPP 55 Remediation of Land’ (DUAP, EPA, 1998) as an activity which may
cause contamination. As the land the subject of this PP has previously been utilised for
agricultural/horticultural activities, it is noted that a report specifying the findings of a preliminary
investigation of the subject land may be required at some time prior to approval of a
development application. Given the previous agricultural uses however and the existing
residential approvals is unlikely to be of any concern.

The PP is not inconsistent with SEPP No. 55.
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4.3.2.4 Is the planning proposal consistent with applicable Ministerial Directions (Section
117 Directions)?

The Section 117 Directions that are relevant to this PP have been detailed and reviewed below.
For a complete checklist of Section 117 Directions, refer to Appendix B.

1.2 Rural Zones

The purpose of this Direction is to protect the agricultural value of rural land and applies when a
relevant planning authority prepares a planning proposal that will affect land within an existing
or proposed rural zone.

As per Clause 4(b) of the Direction, this PP contains provisions that will increase the permissible
density of land within a rural zone. Therefore, this PP is seeking to be justifiably inconsistent
with the terms of the Direction under Clause 5. Specifically, this PP gives consideration to the
objectives of this Direction, is in accordance with the MWRC Urban Release Strategy, CLUS
and is of relatively minor significance.

Further to the above, as previously noted within this PP, the subject land is currently
predominantly vacant with further potential for subdivision and development should this PP be
supported. Importantly, the subject land is insignificant having regard to the area of the
surrounding rural zoned land available for agricultural production.

15 Rural Lands

The purpose of this Direction is to protect the agricultural production value of rural land and to
facilitate the orderly and economic development of rural land for rural and related purposes.
This Direction applies pursuant to Clause 3 as the PP will affect land within an existing rural
zone by changing the existing prescribed minimum lot size.

The proposed change to the minimum lot size control as detailed throughout this PP is
consistent with this Direction as it conforms to the Rural Planning and Rural Subdivision
Principles listed in the Rural Lands SEPP and that it does not compromise the production value
or development of rural land for rural purposes. In particular, this PP will:

= Not enable the fragmentation of high quality agricultural land.

= Not enable the potential for additional rural land use conflicts.

= Provide development opportunities compatible with surrounding and adjoining
developments.

= Provide development opportunities within an area close to an existing town centre that
is well serviced and capable of meeting the daily needs of the intended occupants.

3.5 Development near Licensed Aerodromes

This Direction applies when a relevant planning authority prepares a Planning Proposal that will
create, alter or remove a zone or a provision relating to land in the vicinity of a licensed
aerodrome. The objectives of this Direction are to ensure the effective and safe operation of
aerodromes, ensure that their operation is not compromised by development and ensure
development for residential purposes is not adversely affected by aircraft noise.

The land the subject of this PP adjoins part of the northern boundary of the Mudgee Airport and
has been identified in the MWRC Urban Release Strategy and CLUS as a potential
development opportunity.
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Clause 6.8 of the MWR LEP 2012 provides a number of provisions that aim to protect the
airspace operations of Mudgee Airport as well as the community from undue risk, including
consultation with the relevant Commonwealth authority. In this regard, consultation with the
relevant Commonwealth body is likely to form part of the future development process.

5.1 Implementation of Regional Strategies

This Direction requires a PP to be consistent with a regional strategy released by the Minister
for Planning.

As noted at Section 4.3.2.1, there is no State or Regional Environmental Plan that addresses
future development in Mudgee, or that has relevance to the MWRC LGA. Nonetheless, this PP
is consistent with the vision, land use strategy, policies, outcomes and actions as identified in
the relevant MWRC'’s local Strategies (refer to Section 4.3.2.2).

6.1 Approval and Referral Requirements

This Direction aims to minimise the inclusion of provisions that require the concurrence,
consultation or referral of development to a Minister or public authority.

This PP does not propose to include additional uses beyond what is permitted within the
relevant land use table. It is therefore, consistent with this Direction.

6.3 Site Specific Provisions

This Direction relates to the use of site specific planning controls.

This PP does not seek to include additional uses beyond what is permitted within the MWR LEP
2012 Land Use Table for the RU4 Primary Production Small Lot Zone. It is noted that the RU4
Primary Production Small Lot Zone will permit the type of development that is envisaged for the
subject site in the future. This PP is therefore, consistent with this Direction.

4.3.3 Environmental, Social and Economic Impact

4.3.3.1 Is there any likelihood that critical habitat or threatened species, populations or
ecological communities, or their habitats will be adversely affected as a result of
the proposal?

The subject site contains minimal vegetation (mainly cherry trees associated with an existing
orchard) and no remnant vegetation. Therefore, the potential for impact on critical habitat,
threatened species, populations or ecological communities is considered to be immaterial.

4.3.3.2 Are there any other likely environmental effects as a result of the planning
proposal and how are they proposed to be managed?

Due to the proximity of the subject site to the Airport, there is potential for the amenity of
approved future residences to be impacted as a result of aviation noise. The potential for impact
would be assessed at the development stage and should not hinder further consideration of this
PP.

Nonetheless, due to the low frequency of commercial flights (typically one in and one out per
day) plus a few private flights, the potential impact of aviation noise would be insignificant. If
required acoustic treatments can be applied to the construction of future residences (e.g.
laminated glass, double plaster board ceilings and masonry walls). This however, would
typically be prescribed as a condition of consent, though such conditions were not found
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necessary in the circumstances of low usage and size/type of aircraft for the existing dwelling
consents.

The potential impact of aviation noise did not preclude the issuing of development consents for
the construction of 2 residential dwellings on the subject site (see DA 0091/2009 and
0173/2014). The PP will only create the potential for 6 more.

4.3.3.3 Has the planning proposal adequately addressed any social and economic
effects?

Overall, the social and economic effects of this PP are expected to be positive. In particular,

= The loss of agricultural land (in this instance) is considered to be insignificant with
regard to the area of the surrounding rural zoned land available for viable agricultural
production.

= Part of the subject site contains an established cherry orchard and has previously also
been used for the growing of grapes. According to the proponent’s, the size of the
subject site is such that neither grapes nor cherries have been (or can be) an
economically viable agricultural venture, with losses well documented for at least a
decade.

= This PP will enable the utilisation of land that has available infrastructure and will
provide an opportunity for residential development without creating additional demands
on services and/or infrastructure.

= This PP will cater to the strong demand and limited supply of appropriately zoned 2
hectare allotments near Mudgee and on the eastern side of Mudgee.

= The Mudgee Airport is an important asset for the MWRC LGA, which provides a
gateway into the Region. The potential for tourist and airport related development on
the subject site if capable of subdivision into 2ha lots could strengthen the economic
returns of the Airport facility as well as aviation and/or tourist related business or
industry within the Region.

4.3.4 State and Commonwealth Interests
There are not considered to be any State or Commonwealth interests in this PP other than
ensuring general consistency with the State Policies and facilitating the ongoing operation and
development of Mudgee Airport.
4.3.4.1 Is there adequate public infrastructure for the Planning Proposal
Yes. There is considered to be adequate public infrastructure as detailed below:
= Future development will not generate a need for reticulated water. Rather, a 10,000 litre
dedicated water supply tank would be provided with a petrol or diesel powered pump.
This is consistent with DA 0091/2009 and DA 0173/2014.
= The soils within the subject site have previously been analysed and identified as

suitable for the provision of an on-site sewerage management system (see DA
0091/2009 and DA 0173/2014).
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= Being adjacent to the Mudgee Airport and approved for dwellings, key utilities such as
electricity and telephone are available for connection to the subject site. Connections to
these utilities would be formalised during the subdivision design stage,

= The subject site is located approximately 5 kilometres from the Mudgee CBD and is well
positioned to utilise existing all-weather access roads, including George Campbell
Drive, Ulan Road, Eurunderee Road and Henry Lawson Drive.

4.3.4.2 What are the views of State and Commonwealth public authorities consulted in
accordance with the Gateway determination?

No consultation has been carried out with either State or Commonwealth public authorities in
relation to this PP. Nonetheless, following the Gateway Determination, relevant agencies will be
consulted where required.

Any proposed variations to this PP would be addressed following the consultation period.

4.4  Community Consultation

It is expected that direction as to the nature and extent of community consultation will be given
by the Minister as part of the LEP Gateway Determination.

Should this PP be supported, it is likely that it will be exhibited as a ‘low impact’ proposal for a
period of not less than 14 days in accordance with Section 5.5.2 of A Guide to Preparing Local
Environmental Plans. A ‘low impact’ proposal is defined as ‘a planning proposal that, in the
opinion of the person making the Gateway determination is:

= Consistent with the pattern of surrounding land use zones and/or land uses.
= Consistent with the strategic planning framework.

= Presents no issues with regard to infrastructure servicing.

= Not a principal LEP.

= Does not re-classify public land.

Public exhibition of the PP will include natification in the newspapers that circulate widely in the
area. Information relating to the PP will also be on display at Council’s administration building
located at 86 Market Street, Mudgee.
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5.0 Summary and Recommendations

The submitted PP seeks an amendment to the Mid-Western Regional LEP 2012 to permit future
subdivision into 2 hectare lots and residential development of Lot 63 DP 618063, 55 George
Campbell Drive, Mudgee.

This will be achieved by amending the MWR LEP 2012 as follows:

1) Removing the 20 hectare minimum lot size from the subject land and replacing it with a
2 hectare minimum lot size. This requires amending the Lot Size Map LSZ_ 006F by
removing it from the AB3 20 identification and replacing it with the Z 2 ha designation.

The PP is in accordance with the objectives of the relevant MWRC’s Local Strategies,
applicable SEPPs and Section 117 Directions. There are not considered to be any
environmental, social or economic impacts arising as a result of the PP.

It is therefore requested that the Council resolve to forward this PP to the DPE for LEP Gateway
Determination in accordance with the EP&A Act.
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APPENDIX A

Three Indicative Lot Layout Plans
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State Environmental Planning Policy

Relevance

Consistency

SEPP No. 1 — Development Standards

SEPP No. 14 — Coastal Wetlands

SEPP No. 15 — Rural Land-sharing Communities

SEPP No. 19 — Bushland in Urban Areas

SEPP No. 21 — Caravan Parks

SEPP No. 26 — Littoral Rainforests

SEPP No. 29 — Western Sydney Recreation Area

SEPP No. 30 — Intensive Agriculture

SEPP No. 32 — Urban Consolidation (Re-
development of Urban Land)

SEPP No. 33 — Hazardous and Offensive
Development

SEPP No. 36 — Manufactured Home Estates

SEPP No. 39 — Spit Island Bird Habitat

SEPP No. 44 — Koala Habitat Protection

SEPP No. 47 — Moore Park Showground

SEPP No. 50 — Canal Estate Development

SEPP No. 52 — Farm Dams and Other Works in
Land and Water Management Plan Areas

SEPP No. 55 — Remediation of Land

SEPP No. 59 Central Western Sydney Economic
and Employment Area

SEPP No. 62 — Sustainable Aquaculture

SEPP No. 64 — Advertising and Signage

SEPP No. 65 — Design Quality of Residential Flat
Development

SEPP No. 70 — Affordable Housing (Revised
Schemes)
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State Environmental Planning Policy Relevance Consistency

SEPP No. 71 — Coastal Protection N/A
SEPP — Affordable Rental Housing 2009 N/A
SEPP — Building Sustainability Index BASIX 2004 N/A
SEPP — Exempt and Complying Development N/A
Codes 2008

SEPP — Housing for Seniors or People Living with a N/A
Disability 2004

SEPP — Infrastructure 2007 N/A
SEPP — Major Development 2005 N/A
SEPP — Mining, Petroleum Production and N/A
Extractive Industries 2007

SEPP — Rural Lands 2008 YES CONSISTENT
SEPP - State and Regional Development 2011 N/A

APPENDIX B l n
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Section 117 Ministerial Directions Relevance Consistency

1. Employment and Resources

1.1 Business and Industrial Zones N/A
1.2 Rural Zones YES CONSISTENT
1.3 Mining, Petroleum Production and Extractive
Industries NIA
1.4 Oyster Aquaculture N/A
1.5 Rural Lands YES CONSISTENT
2. Environment and Heritage
2.1 Environment Protection Zones N/A
2.2 Coastal Protection N/A
2.3 Heritage Conservation N/A
2.4 Recreation Vehicle Areas N/A
3. Housing, Infrastructure and Urban Development
3.1 Residential Zones N/A
3.2 Caravan Parks and Manufactured Home
Estates g
3.3 Home Occupations N/A
3.4 Integrating Land Use and Transport N/A
3.5 Development Near Licensed Aerodromes YES CONSISTENT
3.6 Shooting Ranges N/A
4. Hazard and Risk
4.1 Acid Sulphate Soils N/A
4.2 Mine Subsidence and Unstable Land N/A
4.3 Flood Prone Land N/A
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Section 117 Ministerial Directions Relevance Consistency

4.4 Planning for Bushfire Protection N/A

5. Regional Planning

5.1 Implementation of Regional Strategies YES CONSISTENT
5.2 Sydney Drinking Water Catchments N/A
5.3 Farmland of State and Regional Significance N/A
on the NSW Far North Coast
5.4 Commercial and Retail Development along the N/A
Pacific highway, North Coast
5.8 Second Sydney Airport: Badgerys Creek N/A
6. Local Plan Making
6.1 Approval and Referral Requirements YES CONSISTENT
6.2 Reserving Land for Public Purposes N/A
6.3 Site Specific Provisions YES CONSISTENT
7. Metropolitan Planning
7.1 Implementation of the Metropolitan Plan for N/A

Sydney 2036
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> Submissions in relation to the proposal to transfer the Museum to the

Kandos Bicentennial Industrial Museum Incorporated Association







To the CEO of Mid Western Council

I am sending this email in regard to my concerns over the future of the Kandos Museum.
As the owner of a private museum in Kandos I can speak with experience on the subject of self
funded museums, there are no museums in Australia and very few in the world that run without
support. The opening of a museum and the first 6 months are always the busiest times for a museum
so with this in mind I suggest you look at the attendance figures of the Kandos Museum since it
reopened and see if it is covering its costs yet. This will give a good indication into the future of it.
Take into account the Centenary celebrations on the opening weekend with many extra visitors in
town.

The current public officer stated in a council meeting he had no museum experience, well I have
and without outside help they will not survive. Can we the people of Kandos be given a copy of the
business plan and expected income over the next 3 years?

Please consider allowing the new group to have the building rent free for 3 years to allow this
group to prove themselves before assetts belonging to the community are sold off..

I await your response to this email.

Ken Hopkins

Proprioter- Bikes and Buds
Harley Davidson Museum
71 Angus Ave
Kandos NSW.



Colin Jones
404 Horse Flat Lane Mudgee NSW 2850

Ph: 0428731201

26" November 2014

General Manager — Brad Cam

Mid-Western Regional Council

Market Street

Mudgee NSW 2850

Re: Submission Against the Disposal of Kandos Museum
Dear Mr Cam,

Please consider this submission concerning Mid-Western Regional Council’s intention to give away
the significant and valuable public asset that is the Kandos Bicentennial Industrial Museum. I
respect Council’s right to do whatever they wish within the bounds of the Local Government Act and
while the current elected Councillors have control. However it is the usual considered opinion of
most ratepayers and residents that Council decisions improve the lot of those that live in the shire,
increasing the quality of services and enriching our life style, the decision to give away the Kandos
Museum achieves none of this.

As a museum professional I am appalled at Council’s obvious lack of consultation with museum
professionals and a management plan driving the actions at the Kandos Museum in recent times,
especially considering that Council has an approved and government funded management plan to
follow.

As a reasonable, fare minded and ethical person I am appalled at the callus and brutal manner in
which Council dismissed the committee and volunteers that founded the Museum and gave it to the
community in the first place. They have been largely ignored since the Museum was closed, contrary
to Council’s claim that everyone would be given the opportunity to become members of the new
committee. Have those 35 expressions of interest been lost?

Most of the successful and well run regional community museums are owned by or partnered closely
by local councils and employ professional staff and/or management. This Council had that
relationship with Kandos and have summarily proceeded to dismantle it to save a few dollars. What
is the price of the documentation of a rich and unique history? This action has also alienated a large
proportion of the community as was evidenced at various public meetings since the closure.



The remainder of my submission will presented in dot point form, outlining events that led to the
closure, the poor decisions that Council has made to date concerning the dismissal of the 355
committee, building and collection management actions at the Museum and the course of events
surrounding the creation of the incorporated body that aspires to improve the Museum.

I will present reasons the Kandos Museum would be better left in the hands of a Council that
appreciated the value of professional Museum management and its own heritage and could undo
some of the damage already done at Kandos Museum.

Council support for the 355 committee and museum work in progress at the time of closure
was poor and support can only get worse for future projects without any legal commitment to
provide support. Council did not complete their part of the Arts Project and they could not
even complete basic maintenance on the building, causing significant water damage.

The newly appointed and hastily dimissed 355 committee at the time of closure was the best
skilled and qualified group ever to manage the museum and council precluded any of them
from applying for a position on the new committee in a statement that was highly offensive,
prejudiced and possibly discriminatory. These are the people that have a track record of local
knowledge and commitment, often with years of experience and many hours already given to
the community. A successful future depends on their input.

This committee (and the volunteers) were dismissed with no notice and no reason. The reason
given in the submission to the Local Government Legal Department was that they were
unable to adhere to the responsibilities of governance set by Council and that they had three
code of conduct issues brought against them. They were advised by Council to pursue this
avenue. These issues affected only three members of the committee of nine and could have
been solved with some change counselling. Instead of taking up an offer from arts
professionals to sort out the problem council sacked the whole committee and closed the
museum. This was hardly a positive action for the future of the Museum.

The Kandos Museum enjoyed a close working relationship with all the museum support
agencies, had successful funding applications, was granted a fellowship for one of the
committee members, had a good relationship with the local Aboriginal community , being
involved in a joint project, and had several sought after workshops booked at the time of the
closure. Most of these situations fell apart when Council closed the Museum. The fellowship
was compromised due to the lack of access to the Museum archives, the joint project was
compromised when Council interfered with the management structure as outlined in the
original application and again access to museum archives was made almost impossible. The
workshops were all cancelled. It was assumed incorrectly by Council that a certain agency
would take over the management of the Museum if all else failed. The CEO of this agency
made it quite clear that this would not happen. My point is that many important bridges to the
museum support agencies have been burnt and it will take a long time to rebuild them, hardly
conducive to support for the future

Council has compromised the architectural integrity of the Kandos Museum building by
covering the tiered floor that was a feature of the original church. Multiple floor levels can
make a building interesting, and indeed many galleries and museums are designed that way.
The original use of the building is now hard to interpret. There is a strong movement today



for museum operators in old buildings not to obscure the original use of the building by its
new use as a museum, Council have ignored this principle and the new operators will have a
more difficult task as a consequence.

e The materials used to the level the floor are not conservation approved, being particle board
with a vinyl covering. These materials emit fumes that will put many objects at risk of
damage, hardly conducive to a strong future for the Museum.

e The collection is another major issue in legal, ethical and conservation terms. The collection
was well documented through years of work by volunteers and was contained in a data base
and a manual system. This amazing work that was an example of best practice for other
regional museums has been ignored by Council and the new appointees. Many items on loan
and not owned by the Council will be sought after by the owners in the future. This will
create a legal nightmare for the operators and compromise the value and attraction of the
collection.

e The conservation of the collection has also been compromised by unsuitable storage in
unvented and uninsulated shipping containers. Temperature and humidity levels cannot be
controlled in this type of storage. This will leave the new operators open to legal action for
damage to objects left in their care, or simply end up with a collection of highly compromised
objects that have little historic value or appeal to visitors.

e The final reason the Kandos Museum should remain in the public sector managed by Council
is that most of the development to date has been done with public funds and ethically and
actually it belongs to the public sector, not some minority group chosen by Council.

e The formation of the incorporated body that will be the recipients of others’ hard work has
been less than transparent, with the people who registered an interest in becoming members
not being invited to attend meetings or join and being passed over for the chosen few. I
registered to become a member and have had no notice of any of the proceedings. Council
maintains the Minister of Local Government and the Local Legal Department that the new
Management Group was born from the community, but Council minutes do not reflect this
process, on the contrary they clearly show that the new committee management and the
process was initiated and controlled by Council. Again hardly a good start for a democratic
community approach to the future of the Kandos Museum.

Mid-Western Regional Council’s recent management of the Kandos Museum is a classic example of
a government body doing what they think is the right thing, when in fact they are poorly informed
and are working contrary to the industry standards and knowledge and not fulfilling their role of
supporting the community they claim to represent and work for.

In conclusion I concede that Council may be acting within the law through loopholes like the fact
that the Museum is classified as operational land, when it is clearly a community facility. If it is not a
community facility then why is Council trying to supposedly give it to the Community. Once given
away it doesn’t matter what the origins of the recipient group are because it will be too late.

If Council is hell bent on divesting itself of the responsibility of managing its own heritage facility
the other more moderate path is to lease the building to its incorporated body. This would preserve



the asset in case a more understanding Council in the future wants to embrace the task of museum
management.

Passing title to a supposedly independent minority group with the ability to choose who its members
are is hardly giving it to the community. Most people think that the Council represents the broader
Community and that therefore we already own the Kandos Museum, especially the people of
Rylstone and Kandos that raised part of the funds and helped prepare the original Bicentennial Grant
application that provided the bulk of the funds that were used to buy the Museum building in 1988.

Colin Jones



Lyn Syme
[ 8 Rodgers St.,
KANDOS. NSW. 2848

23/11/14

SUBMISSION
KANDOS BICENTENNIAL INDUSTRIAL MUSEUM INCORPORATED ASSOCIATION

On the 15/1/14 | emailed Mid-Western Regional Council their “Expression of Interest” form for
membership of the proposed Incorporated Association for the Kandos Bicentennial Industrial
Museum.

The form stated that “all expressions of interest received will be provided to the Public Officer at the
time the Incorporated Association is confirmed”.

I am aware of many other residents of Kandos who lodged expressions of interest.

I have not received any communication from the Public Officer of the above incorporated
association regarding my expression of interest for membership nor have many others.

Mid-Western Regional Council have now advertised of their intention to “transfer the property know
as the Kandos Bicentennial Industrial Museum, the land, building, contents and collection” to the
above incorporated association. Councils minutes of 5/2/14 state “

“10.  That upon incorporation of the association, the group of 35 respondents that expressed an
interest in being members of the association be invited to become members and that members of
the public be invited to become members of the association....”

This organisation was incorporated in April 2014

Given the lack of response to the many membership expressions of interest by the Public Officer, |
call upon Council to act as the minutes said and to ensure that the Incorporated Association be
obliged to admit membership to those 35 respondents and ensure that anybody else who wishes to
become a member be able to do so. This should occur prior to handing over the museum.

This association is a group of selected people not truly representative of the Kandos Community or
members of the public.

Lyn Syme \_g"f{"\@ /
e {

S




Simon Jones

From: Buzz Sanderson <buzz@esi.com.au>
Sent: Monday, 1 December 2014 10:04 AM
To: Council

Subject: Kandos Museum

The General Manager
Mid-Western Regional Council
Mudgee, NSW 2850

Dear Sir
Council recently invited comment from the community on the proposal to transfer the Kandos Museum to an

incorporated association, Kandos Bicentennial Industrial Museum Incorporated, KBIM Inc.

You will be aware that KBIM Inc. was formed with the encouragement of Council for the specific purpose of it
becoming the owner and operator of the Kandos Museum with the hope and view that the Museum would be
renewed and invigorated. Through the sustained efforts of both Council and volunteers the museum collection had
been temporarily removed and substantial building works undertaken greatly improving the amenity of the museum
improving visitor experiences and allowing the museum to more easily arrange and change the exhibition spaces.
The refurbishment efforts culminated in the official re-opening of the museum by the Governor, His Excellency
General The Honourable David Hurley AC DSC (Retd) on the centenary long weekend this past October, a great
honour to both Kandos and the museum, and the Governor’s first brass plate.

In the short period of 8 or so months, the museum has undergone a refurbishment and a transition. The museum
now has a volunteer force that supports and operates the museum, the collection is being re-catalogued, events are
being staged and engaged with, the museum’s collection is being expanded with significant pieces being added and
planning is underway to develop the adjoining block at the museum at 20 Buchanan St. in short, a vitality, an
optimism and a purpose has returned to the museum. On many occasions | have witnessed generosity, of people
giving both time and material to the museum, simply lending a hand, often from the most unexpected quarter, but
with one thread in common, their willingness to engage meaningfully with something that they regard as import for
the community.

It has been both my privilege and pleasure to have guided the formation of KBIM Inc. to have fulfilled the role of
Public Officer and President of the association, and to have worked alongside Council in bringing the museum
forward to this point. | look forward to being able to continue to be able to contribute to museum, which [ believe,
with diligence and effort, has a rosy future that will reflect favourably upon Kandos and the regional community in
the years to come.

Buzz Sanderson
President & Public Officer KBIM Inc.

Dr R.J. (Buzz) Sanderson, BE PhD MIEAust CPEng
Sanderson & MacDonald Pty Ltd

120 liford Hall Rd, llIford NSW

e: buzz@esi.com.au

m: 0417 214 522

*|} This email is free from viruses and malware because avast! Antivirus protection is active.




Mr. Brad Cam, 1st Dec., 2014
General Manager
Mid Western Regional Council.

Dear Mr. Cam,
RE: OBJECTION TO: GIFT KBIM TO INCORPORATED ASSOCIATION

I believe that Councillors and Council have failed in their “Duty of Care” to
the community leading up to and beyond the establishment of the KBIM
Association Incorporated.

» Council and Councillors failed to call community meetings.
Instead meetings were arranged by the small group which cited PO Box 81
Kandos as their mailing address. It is more than coincidence that this postal
address is now the postal address for the KBIM Assoc?

» There is strong evidence that a small group of people became involved
with Council staff, and some Councillors dating back to at least 2013.
Questionable was the dissolving of the sec. 355 Museum committee, on the
grounds of “Code of Conduct” issues involving the Founder of the Museum.

It seems it was a deception by Council to claim the community has been

involved with the selection of the Association’s committee and its members.
| have very recently been informed that the treasurer of the Association has
resigned. Could this also be related to prior "behind closed doors” dealings?

» The fact is that the community has been denied from participating in
choosing any of the members of the Association.

Councillors voted to select the Public Officer who selected the committee
which formed the Association. The community was not informed of the
process leading up to incorporating of the association. No public invitation to
attend any of their meetings and in most part the original people that
notified Council of an interest were not contacted by either the public officer
or the Association .

» Council has set up Public/Private dealings with the aim of giving the
museum to a group from the community- which differs from giving the
museum to the community.

The vast majority of those who expressed an interest in joining the
Association (Council business paper 5 Jan 2014) have been ignored.

Councillors Resolutions show a haphazard attitude to decision making which
has changed “about” from December 2013 to the present. For example
"when the proposed Association should hold its AGM” and the “giving of
financial assistance”. Has it held an AGM?



» The Association was formed in April 2014.

This meant that the members of the Association from then on held the right
to accept or deny new members.

Council funded the formation of the Association and in May 2014 pledged
$£15,000 per annum, additional to the rate relief and insurances for three years
This is ratepayer’s money pledged to a small selected group with no
guarantee of their intentions after the museum and exhibits are given to
them. Particularly of the exhibits and no way of knowing which objects will
be deaccessioned? What happens to objects which are on loan?

» The fact is once the titles are given to this group they own it and Council
losses any control of the Kandos Museum and its collection.

» What are “The Objectives” of the Association? Without knowing we do
not know their PURPOSE.

In May 2014 after the Association was incorporated Councillors voted to make
extensive alterations to the building it voted to give away.

These costs blew out and now the Council is committing ratepayers to
spend $200,000 in 2014/15 year on a building they will not own.

In setting up and promising such financial support for the Incorporated
Association is Council involved in Public/Private dealings?

To date Council has not obtained the Minister's consent for either.
Councilor’s actions have deceived the community into thinking all will be OK
What happens if something goes wrong?

» The present group previously had no real interest in our Museum. As |
have said before, Council should see how this group works out with the
community (via 3 year lease) before it gives it our KBIM.

| ask: Are the Councillors convinced that the members of the association and
their volunteers are truly representative of the general community of
Kandos? Why do we know so little about their dealings and purpose?

Some Councillors claim that the Museum was simply a cost burden they no
longer wanted, yet Councillors have pledged more annual assistance than
ever before to a small section of our community, with considerably fewer
hours per week requested to be open.

The KBIM was created by the Kandos people’s initiative, a Bicentennial gram
and set up entirely by volunteers at no cost & has always been considered by
the community of Kandos to be a community asset.

Yours Faithfully, __ /f//ﬁf |
Mrs. Naida Wills :
704 Glen Alice Road Ryistone 2849.



Margot Palk
78 Fleming Street
Kandos NSW 2848

The General Manager

Mid Western Regional Council
86 Market Street

Mudgee NSW 2850

1 December 2014

Dear Sir,

Kandos Bicentennial Industrial Museum Proposal

| thank Mid Western Regional Council for taking the step to transfer ownership
of the Museum to the Kandos community. The Council appreciates the
importance of the Museum to the local area, particularly with the closure of

the Cement Works and as Kandos moves towards a new future.

Council and its workers have done a great job working with volunteers to
progress development of the Museum to a much higher standard. | hope a
strong partnership is maintained in future between MWRC and Kandos
Museum as it continues to progress to a become of significant state and
national cultural interest.

| support Council’s proposal to transfer the property and collection.

Regards

Margot Palk



Simon Jones

From: Bernie George <berniegeorge@bigpond.com>
Sent: Tuesday, 2 December 2014 11:49 AM

To: Council

Subject: RE: Kandos Museum

From: Bernie George [mailto:berniegeorge@bigpond.com]
Sent: Tuesday, 2 December 2014 10:55 AM

To: 'brad.cam@nsw.gov.au'

Subject: kandos Museum

The General Manager
Mid- WESTERN Reginald Council

Dear Sir,

It has come to my attention that Council is contemplating giving the Kandos Museum away to some other
organisation or trust.

My grave concern is that if the proposed organisation is unable to manage the Museum from a financial
point of view then the whole thing will end up being sold off and all the assets will end up in the hands of
private collectors.

The Museum is a community asset and Council should ensure it remains so.

Many of the exhibits were given to the Museum by local families and individuals so they would be kept for
future generations to view.

In conclusion | believe Council retain ownership of Museum on behalf of the community.

Yours faithfully
Bernie George.

Phone 0263794177
Tuesday, 2 December 2014.
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Simon Jones

From: jolieske lips <jolieskelips@hotmail.com>
Sent: Monday, 1 December 2014 5:17 PM
To: Council

Subject: Kandos Bicentennial musem

Mr Brad Cam

General Manager
Mid-Western Regional Council

Dear Brad
I would like to register my support for the proposal to transfer the Kandos Museum to the newly formed

Association. The working group has done a fantastic job to date.

regards
Jolieske Lips
Flatlands, Clandulla 2848

This e-mail has been scanned for viruses by MCl's Internet Managed Scanning Services - powered by
Messagelabs. For further information visit http://www.mci.com or contact Information Technology
Business Unit - Mid-Western Regional Council




Simon Jones

From: fiona macdonald <fiona-macdonald@outlook.com>
Sent: Monday, 1 December 2014 12:48 PM

To: Council

Subject: Re: Kandos Museum

Dear General Manager MWRC,

| write in support of Council's decision to proceed with the transfer of Kandos Bicentennial Industrial
Museum, the land, building, contents and collection, to the Kandos Bicentennial Industrial Museum
Incorporated Association.

I applaud Council for the refurbishment work on the building which has enabled easy and safe access to
the display areas.

The proof of it's success was on show this past weekend when a new Railway Display was opened to the
public in time to showcase Kandos Museum to visiting Railway buffs who came by 3801Ltd.

Kandos Museum is steadily growing a team of enthusiastic volunteers who look forward to active
involvement in the maintaining and explaining the history of Kandos.

Yours faithfully,

Fiona

Fiona MacDonald

120 Ilford Hall Road
Ilford NSW 2850
AUSTRALIA

0419123861

This e-mail has been scanned for viruses by MCl's Internet Managed Scanning Services - powered by
Messagelabs. For further information visit http://www.mci.com or contact Information Technology
Business Unit - Mid-Western Regional Council




1 Hecember 2014 ||

Mr Brad Cam,

Manager.

Midwestern Regional Council,

Dear Mr Cam.
OBJECTION TO COUNCIL GIFTING THE BICENENNIAL INDUSTRIAL
MUSEUM (KBIM)
IT’S WRONG

It was the COMMUNITIES museum.

It was UNIQUE and it is now lost,

It can’t be restored to whal it was.

The 25 years of dedication ol our past volunteers is lost.

The group proposed to take over, have been trying to re-write history and unfortunately
WILL FAIL.

How could Council give the KBIM worth between $300,000 and $700,000 plus a priceless
collection away when the past volunteers have worked so very hard.

How can Council spend $200,000 plus running costs and not see reason to keep the KBIM as
a COMMUNITY ASSET.

The incorporated group can do what it likes with the building and collections once owned.

I thought our Council represented our community. It docsn’t - when it has destroyed our
museum and the volunieers work over 25 vears.

This the 26™ year, has been hell.

Marie Ford, R.I.P. because I will never get over Council’s senseless actions 1o our past
museum and the orchestration of CODE OF CONDUCTS against two founding volunteers,
that caused the closure of the museum.

IT’S WRONG

Allan Wills, Director of Manufacturing Business, Retired Architect B.arch, UNSW
ired Builder, Farmer, 17 Years Volunteer of the KBIM
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Simon Jones

From: Jennifer More <jennymore@bigpond.com>

Sent: Monday, 1 December 2014 2:19 PM

To: Council

Subject: Letter of support for Council's plans for Kandos Museum

Dear Mid-Western Regional Council

Thank you for supporting and providing funds and assistance for the recent upgrading of Kandos Museum. The
Museum is now on track to become an extremely valuable part of the cultural life of our community, and a focus for
preserving and bringing to life the history of the town and the area.

I am writing to express support for Council’s plans to hand over the Museum to the Kandos Bicentennial Industrial
Museum Incorporated Association.

Many volunteers have worked hard to get the Museum to this point. The new committee/working group has done
an outstanding job, working on the project as a team and keeping the community up to date with what’s going on.
We are very fortunate to have so many people who have generously donated their time and expertise to the
Museum.

This is a new chapter for the Museum and it promises great things for the future —for the town and the community
as well as for the Museum itself.

Thank you and regards,

Jennifer More

42 Buchanan Street
PO Box 79

Kandos NSW 2848

This e-mail has been scanned for viruses by MCI's Internet Managed Scanning Services - powered by
Messagel.abs. For further information visit http://www.mci.com or contact Information Technology
Business Unit - Mid-Western Regional Council




Simon Jones

From: lan Douglas <l.Douglas@uws.edu.au>

Sent: Monday, 1 December 2014 2:39 PM

To: Council

Subject: KANDOS MUSEUM PROPOSAL CLOSING 1/DEC

ATTN: GENERAL MANAGER

Hello | am a keen supporter of this proposal and visit regularly. | believe it is integral to understanding,
documenting, preserving and appreciating the development (economic/social/cultural) of the

town/community. Whilst | reside outside the domain of your Council | had family ties going back to early last
century and as | say still visit frequently and support local projects (such as the heritage train of yesterday). Without
this sort of facility the very interesting and varied histories of small towns would vanish as there would be little to
attract the attention of visitors; or for residents to really appreciate their shared history and destiny.

Please add my earnest commendation to the roll of support.
Many thanks for providing this opportunity to express support.

My details are:
IAN DOUGLAS
28 BUENA VISTA ROAD
WOODFORD NSW 2778

e-m i.douglas@uws.edu.au
W 98525230
M 0424158645

This e-mail has been scanned for viruses by MCI's Internet Managed Scanning Services - powered by
MessageLabs. For further information visit http://www.mci.com or contact Information Technology
Business Unit - Mid-Western Regional Council
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BOGEE.2849 N.S.W.
30™ November 2014

Mr. B. Cam

General Manager

Mid Western Regional Council
86 Market Street
MUDGEE.N.S.W...2850

Dear Sir,

SUBJECT - 6.2.15 KANDOS BICENTENNIAL INDUSTRIAL MUSEUM —
TRANSFER PROPOSAL.

I wish to make some comments on the above subject matter.

In the first instance I would like to make my support clear for the present Museum
Incorporated Association those persons involved have in company with volunteers have
carried out a tremendous job in getting the Museum up and running to the present time.

Praise must also be given to the work carried out by members of the Mid Western
Regional Council workforce, the building is now completed with new level flooring
allowing access for disabled people. Many coats of paint have been applied to bring the
interior of the building up to a very acceptable and eye pleasing condition. Paint work
and door construction and fitting were carried out by a very able group of volunteers.

As in all proposals such as the above there will always be a few knockers who seem hell
bent on bringing a negative outlook to the fore. However, having been involved in the
volunteer work and, thoroughly enjoying the company of the Incorporated members and
other volunteers it saddens me to hear so many negative comments from locals and others
who to my knowledge have not visited the Museum to inspect the work already carried
out or, made any enquiries to future display arrangements.

In closing I wish to add my support to the Mid Western Council for their interest and
concern for a project which can only bring additional local and visiting public

involvement to the Kandos area as a whole

Yours Sincerely

VA Fdor

Hugh H. Malone
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The General Manager
Mid western Council
MUDGEE

Dear Sir,

It has been a revelation to me, seeing the amount of work that

has been done at the Kandos Museum.

The council, in backing this work, and supplying men to do the

heavy work like cementing etc, and council's ongoing committment
towards costs, rates and other expenses....this all shows a belief
in the incorporated committee's vision for a modern museum, to take
us way into the future,aligning with O.H.&S requirements,

I therefore feel, it is a foregone conclusion that the running of
the museum be "handed over" to the current committee members.

They are already bound by the Dept Fair Trading rules, and therefore
by their constitution,thus covering any type of error....should

it unwittingly occur.

All disabled folk now, will appreciate being able to actually

enter the museum, up a beautiful accessable drive, which I understand
was cemented by council workers.

I STAND BEHIND THE CURRENT INCORPORATED BODY, WHICH SHOULD
AUTOMATICALLY CONTINUE THE WONDERFUL WORK STARTED IN GOOD FAITH.

Any other groups would be more than welcome to pitch in and help.

This is my honest view.
Muriel Nevell-King
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ATTACHMENT 6.3.26

> Noxious Weeds Advisory Committee —

Minutes from meeting on 1 December 2014







ATTACHMENT 1

MINUTES

MINUTES OF A MEETING OF THE NOXIOUS WEEDS ADVISORY COMMITTEE HELD AT 9
AM ON MONDAY 1 DECEMBER 2014 IN THE COMMITTEE ROOM, COUNCIL CHAMBERS,

MUDGEE
PRESENT: James Mort, Mitchell Clapham, Andrew Blackman, Dusty Ireland, Cr John
Webb, Susan Burns
APOLOGIES: Vince Forgione
1. Serrated Tussock Coordinator Update

Clare Hamilton gave a presentation which included:

Successful Field Day at razorback with around 28 people in attendance. The group
decided to meet again in March to have another look at the site that had been
sprayed but with mixed results. There was a good mix or people who were
unfamiliar with serrated tussock and looking for assistance and those who had been
working on their infestations for some time.

A general concern about helping with the coordination of newly formed groups as
my position finished in June 2015. | am currently talking with LLSs to see if they
can provide some of this assistance.

The Turon-Macquarie Weeds Working Group (Hill End) met two weeks ago to begin
the process of incorporation. They should then have better funding opportunities.
Hill End Gold has been very proactive in supporting the group and is sponsoring
their incorporation.

| attending a Certified Land Management course in Guyra a couple of months ago.
The process has positive implications for weed management and planning. The
focus on continuous improvement is a great approach and far more realistic for land
managers than a blanket directive to undertake weed control works. There are still
many questions about how the process is instigated in groups and individuals and
how it is driven.

Funding applications — The MWRC endorsed “Restoration and Rehabilitation”
project for 4 sites, including one in MWRC was submitted in September. If
successful the project will start in August 2015. Total funding sought: $178,000. A
smaller project was submitted under the 25th Anniversary Landcare Grant which
would act as a pilot for the larger project and is centred on the Upper Shoalhaven
area.

Perennial Grass Weeds Study Tour will be held in March 2015. This is the final
large activity for the Landscape Solutions project and hopes to attract between 40 &



50 weeds professionals including Weeds Officers on a tour of significant sites
across the State. Researchers, agronomists and others will meet on site and
provide input into discussion about the long term management of perennial grass
weeds in perennial grasslands. Support from Council will be sought to allow Weed
Officers to attend what | hope will be a fully funded tour.

STWP and Project Steering Committee will meet next week to plan a way forward
and also finalise the Landscape Solutions project.

Clare advised that the property where the field day was held had previously been sprayed
however the treatment was not completely successful. The Committee requested that the
Chief Weeds Officer provide further information if possible on the reason for the failure and
any additional information available.

Minutes of the Meeting held on Monday 1 September 2014
Moved James Mort/Mitchell Clapham that the minutes be accepted.

Matters arising from the previous minutes

3.1

3.2

3.3

Grant Funding Update — NSW Environmental Trust
Council has received a letter advising that our application for this grant was
unsuccessful.

Inspection Program Statistics — Methodology for calculating compliance
percentages

The compliance percentages are calculated using the number of inspections
conducted and the number of those inspections where compliance was evident at
the time of inspection e.g. the 2015 annual report as at 18/11/2014 shows that 1234
new inspections have been conducted so far this year and 900 of these inspections
showed that the landholder was complying with the Noxious Weeds Act at the time
of that inspection. This gives a compliance percentage of 73%. Of the 77
reinspections done to date only 29 are complying giving a percentage of 38%.

NRC Weed Management Review

The final report of the Weed Management Review has been received and the NSW
Government has announced it will adopt the majority of recommendations made by
the Natural Resources Commission (NRC) following its detailed review of weed
management. A copy of the NSW Government response is attached. Attachment 1

Correspondence Received

4.1

4.2

4.3

4.4

Letter dated 10 September 2014 received from the Natural Resources Commission
in relation to the final report of the review of weed management in NSW.
Attachment 2

Letter dated 3 September 2014 received from DPI regarding NSW Government
funding under the Weed Action Program 2014-15. Attachment 3

Letter dated 1 November 2014 received from Cabonne Council regarding payment
of the Weeds Action Program Grant Funding. Attachment 4

Letter received from NSW Environmental Trust advising that our application to the
Remnant Vegetation Preservation Financial Incentives Programme was
unsuccessful. Attachment 5



Inspection Program Statistics

5.1

5.2

2015 Inspection Program and Statistics Attachment 6

The Noxious Weeds Administrator explained the stats in detail and advised that
Council and the WAP target for new weeds inspections had already been exceeded.
The methodology for the compliance percentage stats was also explained.

Weed Management Presentation Attachment 7
A presentation on Weed Management in Mid-Western Regional Council was made
to the Committee by the Noxious Weeds Administrator.

General Business

6.1

6.2

6.3

Windamere Dam Foreshore

Mitchell Clapham raised the issue of serrated tussock and blackberry on the dam
foreshore blocks and some discussion was held in relation to this. Mitchell showed
the committee photographs taken of the areas of concern and it was agreed that the
Noxious Weeds Administrator would coordinate a meeting of the committee to be
held in Operations in the near future. An invitation would also be extended to
representatives of State Water to attend the meeting in the hope of finding a
solution to the problems on their land.

Weed Management Review

Some discussion took place around the NSW Government response to the review
of weed management particularly in relation to the disclosure on planning
information certificates for the sale of land included in any application for the
subdivision of land greater than one hectare.

The Committee expressed their disappointment that this was not supported as there
are still a large number of rural properties being purchased without obtaining a
Section 64 Weeds Certificate where there is a current Weed Control Notice on the
property. The purchaser is therefore not being made aware of the extent of the
noxious weed problem on the property until they take ownership of the property.

Moved Cr John Webb/Seconded Mitchell Clapham

That a letter be sent to the Minister Katrina Hodgkinson with copies to Troy Grant,

Andrew Gee and the Natural Resources Commission requesting further

consideration of this matter in that it be made compulsory for a Section 64 Weed

Certificate to be attached to the Contract for Sale for the purchase of all rural

properties greater than 1 hectare similar to the Section 149 Planning Certificate.
Carried

Further discussion took place on the number of rural properties being sold without
the purchasers’ Solicitors obtaining a Section 64 Weeds Certificate, and how
solicitors and conveyancers from non-rural areas could be made aware of the
necessity of obtaining this certificate.

Moved Andrew Blackman/Seconded Cr John Webb
That a letter be sent to the Law Society requesting their assistance in spreading the
word to their members in relation to this problem.

Carried

James Mort asked the meeting to acknowledge the great work being done by
Council and especially Weeds Staff.



7.

Moved James Mort/Seconded Cr John Webb
That this committee thank Mid-Western Regional Council, its management, and
most particularly the weeds staff for their focus and very good efforts in weed

management and control throughout 2014
Carried

Meeting Closed at 11 am
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NSW Government response:

Weeds — Time to get serious

Review of weed management in NSW
MNatural Resources Commission

Introduction

otakeholder feedback during the development of Local Land Services has reflected a general
tralaise in regard to weeds management in NSW. Although the se concerns have been voiced in
several fora over recent years, proposed changes in institutional arrangements and legislative
instrurments now present a unigue opportunity to make beneficial adjustments to the overall weeds
management framework,

The Matural Hesources Commission review has explored several issues of considerable community
cancern and the Commission has provided eight recommendations far the NSYW Government to
considar.

A number of key thermes identified by this review are accepted as important areas of weed
management reform by the govermment including:

cormmunity-wide shared responsibility

cansistent and transparent state level guidance

cansistent and coordinated regional planning and local delvery
effective prevention measures and response to new incursions
improved management of high-risk pathways

accountability farweed management in NSWY at all levels
impraving research and development.

Related reforms to achieve better land management outcormes across all tenures are underway  for
example, the recent establishrent of Local Land Services and the introduction of the M5
Binsscurity Strateqy. These reforms will streamline the delivery of services to regional landholders
across MWy and provide avehicle to implement any new senvice delivery reforms consistently and
efficiently. The reforms also provide opportunity to put widespread weed management clearlyin the
correct context by focussing on the underlying causative factors rather than the weed itself.

Other complementary changes proposed include the development of contemparary biose curity
legislation and the implementation of a 'state of the art’ biosecurity infarmation systemn for capturing

spatial data.

This suite of policy and operational reforms and reviews reflect the government's commitrment to
explaring new approachesto delivering biosecurty outcomes including better weed managerment.
The recammendations aof this review have been considered within this framewaork.

This responsze addresses each of the review's eight recommendations,



NSW Government response: NSW Weeds Review

Recommendation 1

Promote shared responsibility for weed management across the whole community

obligation that requires all
stakehalderstotake al
reasonable and practical
measures to minimise
biosecurity risks

a. | create clear accountabilities | Supported This recommendation is consistent with current
for: government policy as detailed in the MS5W
- prevention and Biosecunily Strateqy.
eradication of weed
incursions at the state scale
- effective management of
widespread weeds at the
local and regional scales to
reduce impacts
b. | adopt a tenure-neutral Supparted The government supports the introduction of realistic
approach to integrated weed and consistent weed management obligations
management requiring both across public and private land tenure.
public and private
landhalders to meet comman
legislative requirements and
regionally agreed obligations
c. | build cormmunity-wide shared | Supported The government supports a community-wide shared
responsibility for weed respansibility forweed management. The
management through Department of Primary Industries has an excellent
improved education, relationship with local government and has invested
capacity-building and significantly in building its capacity to undertake
cooperative cormmunity- community based weeds management programs.
based responses The establishment of Local Land Services has
potential to complement existing arrangements and
tray allow these programs to be extended tothe
broader community and industry.
d. | create a general biosecurity | Supported The introduction of a general Bosecurity abligation s

acentral pillar of the proposed NEW Biosecurity Bill.

Zoflz
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Recommendation 2

Provide consistent and transparent state level leadership and accountahility

a establish an independent Mot The government supports the establishment of a
Chair to lead a State WWeed | Supported | State Weed Committee with apprapriate skills.
Committee as a statutory However, the government has a commitment to
postion appointed by the reducing the number of statutory committees
Governor where they are not required. Statutory appointment

isan inflexible process, creates red tape and does
not result in any additional benefit. Sirmilar
cammittees operate effectively without a statutory
basis.

b. enahble the Chair of the Mot The government does not support the Chair of the
Committee to enforce public | supported | State Committee having enforcement powers.
authorities' compliance with This will not preclude the Chair of the Committee
managerment abligations, from taking legal action in accordance with the
including undertaking works pravisions of exigting and future legislation.
and recovering costs, or
taking legal action

c. develop a skills and oupported | The Government will establish a State Weed
stakeholder representation Comrmittee with responsibility to ensure
based State Weed coordinated and strategic weed management
Committee to provide state- across MWy The committee will be modelled on
level aversight and the Bush Fire Coordinating Committee under the
governance functions Rural Fires Act 1997,
including:

0 transparently ev aluating supparted
weed declarations, based
on assessment of potential
long-term risks and impacts
tothe econormy,
enyironment and community

(il | establishing and managing | Supparted [ The government will investigate establishment of &
a high-risk incursion fund fund similar to the Pest Insect Destruction Fund.

Management arrangements forthat fund will be a
rmatter for further consideration.

(i) [commissioning independent | Supparted | The government agrees with the need for effectve

audits of Local Caontrol in Principle | and ongoing evaluation of weed programs. There

Eathorities (LCAs), Local
Land Services (LLS) and the
Departrment of Primary
Industries (DP1) against
standards and
irmplementation of
agreements and plans, and
taking action where
necessary

is statutory provision for audits of state and
regional plans in accordance with the Local Land
Sepvlices Act 2013,

Jofll
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agreement to ensure
taxonomy services are
readily available and
consistent protocals are
used foridentifying and
recording potential new
SpECIES

(] | promaoting a coordinated supported | The State YWveed Committee will have a rale to
and strategic state-wide ensure regionalweed committees operate on a
approach to weed tenure-blind basis and implement regional plans
Management that are effective, risk-based and inclusive of all

major stakeholders in the landscape.

d. replace the current weed supported | The proposed Biosecurity Bill will give effect to this
classes with three outcomes recommendation through the range of toals
focused weed categaries: available, including the declaration of prohibited
weeds excluded fram matter, requlatary pravisions for high risk weeds,
entering the state, weeds to and managemert of other weeds in accordance
be eradicated, and weeds to with regional plans, supported by the general
be effectively managed to biosecurity ohligation
reduce impacts on a
regional basis

E. include provisions in new Supported | The government agrees that industries that deal
legislation for permits to be with high-risk species should have adeguate risk
issued by the MSWW mitigation in place to reduce the impact on the
gavernment for autharized community and enviranment. Permits will be
uze of "conflict species”, available under the praposed Biosecurity Bill.
which may be declared but
have economic value to
sarme parties

f establish a service mupported | The government supports having a senvice

agreement with the MWW Herbarium, The
gavernment will also update protocols forthe
identification and montoring of new species. The
Departrment of Primary Industries is currently
liaising with lacal contral authorities and ather key
stakeholders to finalise a MWW metadata policy for
the consistent caollection of weed data.

4ofll
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Recommendation 3

Ensure consistent and coordinated regional planning and local delivery

a. | confirm and support local Supported
level service delvery by
LCAs and define LCA
statutary functions

b. | replace the existing 14 Partially The Government will establish regional weed
regional weed advisory Supported | committees under the Local Land Senvices Act
comrnittees with 11 statutory 2013 with terms of reference similarto the role of
regional weed committees Bush Fire Management Caormmittees under the
camprising LCAs, public and Rural Fires Act 1997 Membership will ensure that
private landhalders, and all major stakeholders have a say, and a primary
cammunity members responsibility will be to prepare and repart an
(similar to the Bush Fire regional weed plans.
Management Comrmittee
model] as subcommittees to
LL=, and aligned with LLS
baorders

c. | provide a legislative basis Supported | The planning provisions of the Local Land
for tasking the regional Services Act 2003 coupled with provisions within
weed committees with the proposed Biosecurity Bill will reguire regional
developing regional plans committees to develop risk-based strategic plans
and priarities for widespread for weed management. These plans will be
weeds and sumveillance unambiguous, enforceable tenure-blind, and

inclugive of all relevant stakeholders.

d. | ensure all regional plans are | Supported
based on best available
local knowle dge | research
and technology, and
pramaote behavioural change
and adoption of integrated
land management practices

e. | encourage state bodiesand | Supported
the Australian Gavernment
to align funding with regional
priorities identified in these
strategic plans

t. | ensure legislation allows for | Supported | The establishment of Local Land Services

integration of pest plant and
animal services and that
LLS and LCAs wark
together to realize
opporunties for efficiencies

presents opportunitiesto realise efficiencies in
local service delvery. The proposed Biosecurity
Bill weill allow for authorised officers to exercise
powers to conduct pest plant and animal services.

fofll
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Recommendation 4

Improve prevention measures and res pons e to incursions

a. | establish a reserve fund for | Supported | The government will investigate the establishment
responding to new high-risk | in Principle | of a weed incursion fund similar to the Pest Insect
incursions (similarto the Destruction Fund.
pest insect destruction fund)

b. | prepare enforceable weed supported | The government will establish consistent
eradication plans consistent | in Principle | approachesto managing new weed incursions
with response plans for through the use of enforceable re sponse plans that
other biosecurty responses, tmay be funded through a mechanism similarto the
with funding arrangements pest insect destruction fund.
to be negaotiated between
DFI, LLZs, LCAs, industry
and other relevant
stakeholders

c. |implement a ‘permitted list' | Mot While the government supports the principle of
for sale of plants in NSV, supported regulating potential weed species coming into
starting with aguatic plants MWy and the 'ban fram sale’ of high-risk species
and transitioning to all within the state, the government does not support
species within four years the process as proposed in the review paper. The

proposed Biose curity Bill instead focuses an
prahibited matter which is a more efficient use of
regulatory powers and available resources,

d. | advocate to the Australian Supparted

Sovernment for 2 review of
the reguirernents for
ohtaining & minor use permi
to imprave access to
herbicides for incursions

fofll
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Recommendation 5

Improve management of high-risk pathways

a. | standardise inspection Mot The government prormotes strategic property
requirernents to ensure all supported inspectionsthat priaritise high risk sites over
properties greater than one properties that do not require inspection.
hectare are inspected at Inspection regimes should be risk-based and allow
least ance every five years for the potential establishment of third party

auditing and self-certification schemes to reduce
the need for arbitrary inspections,

The gavernment supports the use of inspection
programs that are developed and approv ed at the
regional committee level These programs would
focus surveillance and inspection activities at high-
tisk areas using tools such as pathway analysis to
determine appropriate inspection intervals.

b. | establishweed status
certificates far each property
inspected which would be;

(i1 | disclosed on planning Mot The purpose of property inspectionsis to
information certificates for supported determine if ownerfoccupiers are meeting their
the sale of land included in obligations to control weed species defined by
any application far the legislation. Therefore 'weed status' cerificates
subdivision of land greater should only be used to provide compliance
than ane Hectare infarmation.

The establishrment of weed status certificates is
undesirable because they anly measure the extent
of weeds at the time of inspection. This information
iz likely to be dated and misleading when used by
prospe ctive buyers.

Euisting legislation already allows for a person to
applyto alocal control authorty for a certificate as
to weed control notice s affecting particular land
and as to any outstanding expenses payable to the
authority or any resulting charge on the land.

(il | provided ta parties wha Mot Az above.
lease public land supported

Tofil
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management of declared
aguatic weeds within each
region

(i) | required for registration asa | Mot The government does not support this praposal, as

producer of fodder for sale | supported it i considered an unnecessary impost on
producers. Given that the proposed inspection
regirme isto be around five years, the currency of
the required certfication is guestionable and rmay
naot accurately reflect the weed status over the life
of the certificate.
The government supports the use of an industry
managed vendor declaration process for fodder
producers.
Linder the proposed Biosecurity Bill there will be a
genaral binsecurily obitigation to mitigate the risk of
weed introduction. The availability of vendor
declarationswould assist purchasers of fodder to
tnake an irformed decision and meet their
ohligation.

c. | require the registration of supported | With the exception of fodder production, the need
commercial enttieswhaose | in Principle | for mandatary registration is still being discussed
activities generate weed and will be considered in consultation with industry
tisks, for example, nurseries as part of the irmplementation of the Biosecurity
and producers of fodder for Bill.
sale, and making it an
offence for unregistered
enttiesto carry out these
activities

d. | encourage greater self- Supported
management of weed risks
by competent parties by
praviding for the
establishment of industry
contribution schemes and
auditable compliance
agreements

g. | appoint LLS to coardinate supported | The government supports this role at the regional

level. It should also be noted in most cases
management and control of aguatic weeds
requires specialist knowledge and egquipment. It is
irpartant that broad oversight and technical input
into these projects is provided at the state scale.
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Recommendation 6

Improve accountability and enforcement a all scales

a. | strengthen the enforcement
provisions in the new
legislation by:

(i) | providing for more oupported | The government is introducing substantial
substantial penalties, based penalties as part of the Biosecurity Bill
on the severity and type of
offence

(il | allowing for weed notices to | Supported | The proposed Biosecurity Bill provides for the
specify clear actions and issue of a Biosecurity Motice where it is considered
outcarnes that the a personds is not discharging their general
landhalder must biosecurity obligation.
demonstrate compliance
with by a specified time

(i} | escalating enforcement oupported | Under the Biosecurity Bill autharised Officers will
action to LLS after failure to hav e the power to issue biosecurty notices where
camply with a weed control a persan has failed to discharge their general
notice, and simplifying the biosecurity obligation. This Notice will detail action
requirernents for taking to be taken by the person within a specified time. I
control or enforcement action is not taken to rectify the situation, further
actions campliance action may be initiated.

(iv) | enabling easier enforcerment | Mot The government does not support the Chair of the
of obligationsfor public land | Supported | State Committee having enforcement powers.
managers through the This will not preclude the Chair of the Committes
independent Chair of the from taking legal action in accordance with the
otate Wieeds Committee pravisions of existing and future legislation.

B | require the State Weeds oupported | Independent audit provisions for state and regional

Committee to develop state-
wide service delivery
standardsfor LCAs. The
Committee should
cammission independent
audits of LCAs against
these standards, with LLS
gt en the resources and
mandate to assume the
LCA's surveilance
responsibilities if the LCA s
not meeting their
obligations. LCAs would not
be relieved of
responsibilities to manage
their own land or roadsides

plans are available under the Local Land Services
At 2093

Planswill be developed based on broad
consultation and with regard to available resources

Jofll
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c. | reguire the State Weeads oupported | Independent audit provisions for state and regional
Committee to commissian plans are available under the Local Land Senvices
audits of LLS and DPI's Act 2013,
performance inweed
management, and the
extent to which funding has
been allacated in line with
strateqic priorities

d. | provide for consistent, state-
wide weed mapping
including:

(| adopting standard data supported | The department has commenced consultation for
protocols and record a draft metadata policy that will support the
keeping reguirements, introduction of a state-wide Biosscurdy Information
which are mandatary for Syaternwhich is consistent with this
anybody receiving recommendation. The implementation of the
government funding far system and adoption of the metadata palicy will be
weed management foundational to the next round of 'WSW VWeeds

Action Progrard funding. There is also potential to
use this palicy for ather funding programs.

fil | developing and maintaining | Supported [ The implementation of the M5W Biosscurdy

a state-wide data sharing
system fortracking weed
distribution and de nsity that
has current data from all
LCAs ensuring that data is
readily available to
stakeholders and regianal
managers ar use in
adapting management
plans and actions

Infarmation Systermowill act as a state-wide
receptacle forweeds management information.
Due to privacy concerns, access to this
inforration will be subject to business rules, which
may limit accessto people with appropriate
authority or requirements ta use this information.
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Recommendation ¥:

Support res earch and development

tesearch and chemical
choices are available to
manage the risk of herbicide
resistance on roadsides and
in other areaswhere
herbicides are regularly
applied

a. | cammit long-term funding supported | The gowernment supports this recommendation
for the strategic rebuilding and hasrecently committed resourcesto
and maintenance of MN3W ernploying an additional weed researcher with a
weeds research capacity key rale in establishing better collaborative

arrangements with other research institutions.

b. | prioritize and coordinate supported | The department has commenced consultation with
strategic research the Commonwealth Government, other
investment Jurisdictions, industry and various universities to

develop a Cooperative Research Centre for
weeds, which would develop a national approach
to research, development and extension (ROE).

c. | work with other states to supported | The gowernment is currently pursuing improved
establish a permanent, national collaborations for weeds research with
hational weeds research, industry, universities, state s and the
development and extension Commoarwealth.
organisation funded jaintly
by industry and state and
Commonmwealth
Sovernment

d. | actively participate inthis supported | The government will actively p articipate by
organisation through secure pursuing national industry, government and
long-term investment, university collaborations for weeds and has
expertise and in-kind committed to increasing weeds RDE staff and
cantributions funding (via YWeeds Action Program — Innovation

grants).

e. | develop a centralised, Supported
accessible web-based
portal far collating research
outcomes and sharing weed
identification, distribution
and managerne rt
information and supparting
researchers to effectively
communicate re search
findings to land managers

t. | ensure best available oupported | "Sustainability of herbicide use' is one of the four

key RDE national priorities identified by NSYW and
other jurisdictions and industry. NSV is increasing
its commitment in this area by providing staff and
resources funded by Wyeeds Action Program
Innovation grants and other state, national and
industry funding.

11 of 12




NSW Government response: NSW Weeds Review

Recommendation 8:

Ensure effective implementation of reforms

a.

establish a working group of
relevant agencies to detail
the regulatory and
administrative arrangements
for implermentation of the
recarnmendations, oversee
the transition and ensure the
government's timefrarmes
are et

Supparted

allow for each LLS to
establish & position for a
regional project officerta
oversee implementation of
weed management
programs within its region

Supported

The government supports the establishment of this
tole by either using existing weeds expertise within
each of the Local Land Services or the absorption
of the current regional project officers who are
largely funded through the NSYY Weeds Action

prograr.

commission an evaluation of
the implementation of the
news arrangements in five
YEArs

SUpported
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Qﬂﬂ Commission

A0 WE 5 TERN REGIONAL COUNGIL
RECOROS

10 September 2014 i RECEIVED

! 15 SEP 2014
Mr Vince Forgione | CJ SGANNED
Chief Weeds Officer { ] QCGISTERED
Mid-Western Regional Council T
PO Box 136
Mudgee NSW 2850

Dear Mr Forgions

Final report - Review of weed management in NSW
I would like to thank you for your input to the Natural Resources Commission’s (NRC's) review of
weed management in NSW, The NSW Government recently released its response to the NRC's
recommendations, available through the Department of Primary Industries website.

The NRC's final report outlining our full findings and recommendations is now available on the
NRC website at http:/ / nre.nsw.gov.au/ Workwedo/ ReviewOfWeedManagementInNSW.aspx .

The WRC was impressed by the skills and dedication of the many professionals working on the
{ront-line in this field. The team and [ would like to send our particular thanks for the time and
insights you shared with us to build our understanding of the conbext and critical 1ssues facing
weed management. This was a complex review and we greatly appreciate your generosity in
working with us.

Onee again, thank you for your valued contribution to our review.

Yours sincerely

Dr John Keniry A
Commissioner

Lewel 10, 15 Castlereagh Streat, Sydrey NSW 2000 Austiahia AN corresgondence to: GRO Box 4206, Sydrey NSW 3000
Telephone 02 8227 4300 Fecsimile D2 8227 4359 Website: wew.nrc.nsw.govau  ABN 36 106 334 831
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OUT14/21205

Ms Nyssa Smith

Secretary

Macquarie Valley Weads Advisory Commillee
c/- Cabonne Shire Council

PO Box 17

MOLONG NSW 2866

Dear Ms Smith

NSW GOVERNMENT FUNDING UNDER THE WEED ACTION PROGRAM 2014-15
Macquarie Invasive Species Project 2010-15

The Minister has approved funding of $1,192,216 for 2014-15 to your organisation for the
project detailed in the executed Funding Agreement and noting you retain a counter signed
copy of this Funding Agreement.

These funds will provide an opportunity to improve NSW's weed management by focusing
resources on the weeds that are not yet widespread, building capacity of local weed control
authorities and facilitating regional parinerships with other organisations including Crown
Lands and Local Land Services.

The funds being provided to your organisation for 2014-15 are only to be used for the
activities outlined in the Funding Agreement. The Funding Agreement also details your
reporting requirements.

If you accept this offer of funding please forward a tax invoice for the stated amount
(plus 10% GST and bank details) to the address or email listed below.

This is the final year for funding to be allocated for this project and we are currently working
with the regions on developing the NSW Weeds Action Program for 2015-20. The next
meeting to discuss the future program is scheduled for Tuesday, 18 November 3014 in
Sydney and an email will be sent to you closer to the date inviting you to attend.

For further enquiries please contact Robyn Henderson by telephone on (02) 6391 3638 or
email admin.weeds@dpi.nsw.gov.au

Yours sincerely

2.

Glen Saunders
Director Invasive Plants & Animals

3 September 2014

Locked Bag 21 | Orange NSW 2800
T: 6391 3638 | F: 6391 3206 | E: admin.weeds@dpi.nsw.gov.au
W: www.dpi.nsw.gov.au/biosecurity
ABN: 72 189 919 072
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CABONNE COUNCIL
. THE GENERAL MANAGER 1
Phone: 02 63907100 POST OFFICE BOX 17 Our Ref: 591981
Fax: 02 63907160 MOLONG 2866
Contact: Lis Arundell Website: www.cabonne.nsw.gov.au  Your Ref:

Email: council@cabonne.nsw.gov.au ABN: 41992 919 200

Mr Brad Cam MID-WESTERN

Mid-Western Regional Council ‘ : ﬂlgggglggm o
PO Box 156 RECEIVED

Mudgee NSW 2850 07 NOV 2014

Monday 1st November 2014 J scanneD

O REGISTERED

Dear Mr Cam,

RE: WEEDS ACTION PROGRAM GRANT FUNDING

The Minister for Primary Industries has announced the fifth round of funding for the Weeds
Action Program, approving the Macquarie Invasive: Species Project for 2014/2015. A total of
$ 1,192,216.00 has been allocated to the region and these funds will be administered by
Cabonne Council.

It is requested that a tax invoice, made out to Cabonne Council, for the amount of
$ 118,553.10 (GST inclusive) be forwarded at your earliest convenience so that these funds
can be issued as soon as possible.

Should you require any additional information regarding this matter, please contact
Lis Arundell (Regional Project Officer) on (02) 63980 7128 or
elisabeth.arundell@cabonne.nsw.gov.au

Yours sincerely,

e
Richard Minter
Director of Engineering and Technical Services

&%, ﬂ A WBC STRATEGIC ALLIANCE PARTNER
¥ BSe8  “WORKING FOR OUR COMMUNITIES”. ygc

weiinGTon (&S
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T TRUST

Owr referenca: 2013/5L/0040
Your Refaranca:

Contact: Karen Wakely
02 BE3T 6073

Mr Vince Forgione

Chief Weeds Officer
Mid-Western Regional Council
PO Box 156

MUDGEE NSW 2850

Dear Mr Forgione

The Environmental Trust has now finalised its decisions on funding for the 2013 Restoration
and Rehabilitation grants program. Unfortunately on this occasion, your application to the
Government Program for Remnant vegelfation pressnsation financial incentives programime
was unsuccessful.

As in previous years there was strong competition for funds, with a diverse range of projects
proposed. The Trust received 89 applications to this program reguesting funding of more
than $7 million, and approved 25 grants with a total value of $2,036,298.

A list of successful grants has been published on the Trust's website at
www.environmentaltrust nsw.gov.au.

If you would like further feedback on your application or would like to discuss future funding
available from the Trust, please contact the Program Administrator, Karen Wakely, on the
above number.

Thank you for your interest in the Trust's Restoration and Rehabilitation Govermment
Program, and | encourage you to consider applying in future funding rounds.

Yours sincerely

4&-5(\“‘/"[’

PETER DIXON MID-WESTERN REGIONAL COLUNCIL
Senior Manager Environmental Grants RECORDS -
REGENED
Under delegation 31 JuL 2014
28 July 2014 O scamneD
_ OIRecisTenen

PO Box 644, PARRAMATTA NSW 2124 Phone (02) 8837 6083 Fax (02) SB95 6548 AEN &1 134 383 977
The Envirenmenital Trust is administared by the Offica of Environment and Hearitage

Email: infpifenvironmentafirust osw.goy gy Websie: www, envimnmentairust. new.gov.eu
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NOXIOUS WEED MANAGEMENT - ANNUAL REPORT 2015
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Attachment 7

Mid-Western Regional Council

Weed Management
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Staff

Chief Weeds Officer
Noxious Weeds Administrator

Four permanent Weeds Officers

One Contract Weeds Officer
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Resources

5 x 4wd Vehicles

2 x ATVs (Quad Bikes)

1 x Spray Rig

Tablet Computers — Weed Mapping System

Spot Messengers

Mobile Phones
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Budget

Total annual budget of $570,913.00 made up of:

+ WAP Funding = $107,775
$467 413

« Council
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Area

The Mid-Western Region covers an area of
9,000 square kilometres (900,000 Ha)
comprising of 13,171 properties:

— 1,886 Farmland

— 3,696 Rural Residential
— 6,658 Urban Residential
— 633 Urban Business

— 263 Crown

— 31 Mining
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Weed Mapping System

«  Council has established in-house Weed Mapping
Software which gives Officers the ability to map and
report on all noxious weeds identified on a property.

« A copy of the survey results map is provided to
landholders after the initial inspection.
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Landowner Copy
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Weed Inspection
Survey Results
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Property No.: 21001
/7
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/4/// Weed Species

Z
% f * Eathurst burr C4

Date 2110312012

* ElackbemyCd

Blue helotropa C4
Serrated tussock C4
&t John's wort C4
Sweet briar C4

* Tree-ct-neavenC4

Disciaimer.

This map respreserts
the findings of a wead
survey undertaken by
MWRC. Winilistavary
effori has been made
n identifying and
ocaling weeds on
the propety indicated,
Counci makes no
guarantes that
acditional Infestations
do not oceur.
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Office view
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Property Inspections

Property inspections (including reinspections)
conducted over the past three financial years:

Financial Year No of Inspections Hectares
2012 1,443 198,724
2013 1,632 253,226
2014 1,656 260,103
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Inspection Program
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Noxious Weeds Inspection and Compliance Procedures
Notice of Inspection
(S9S507the Nbxious We eds Act)
Advice to e landholde r- Can be In wrting or verbal

¥
I Inspection carried out by I
Weeds Officers

Weed Control Needs Expanding or
No WWeed C ortrol Evident Weed Management Sati sfactory
Nat complying with requirements of Camplying with requirem ents of
Nocous Weeds Act 1993 Aoxious Wheds Act 1993
[ Inspection report sent l * <
report sent
[ Reinspection schedaed ] Future ions wif be carried out
- - as parnt of the Iinspection program
i Notice of Reinspection
Advice to landiolder
Rdmdiou:ouriedo.l Not hﬂmmm
[ by Weeds O ficers r_' ;W .}_’ S L
* { Tobe ~i4 "b : I l x
[ Complied ] o Tebsmemiadty Al weed cortrol Mo weed
i muathe =%y control
- s s and recehed from subrmission
[ inspection report sent__| | e www e
k-Mctﬁh-:ﬂ \
..... rpeotw il | -
| S$18 Weed Control Notice
meued
[ Reinspection scteduied | 3
Notice of Intention to
Reinspect on Expiry of
Compliance period
Adiice to peviod
insproton ee of $960 it 0¥ for B
A S
mi’;wm’m
ecassay Z
-
Not Complicd with
Compliance reinspection
B D R e ‘_’{ camied ot by Waads Offcars |
Inspedion Fee of ¥
$ 165 spplies [ Complied with Weed ]
< Notice
¥
518 Weed Control Notice
Revoked
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Enforcement

Section 18 Weed Control Notices issued:

2012 195
2013 201
2014 174

Section 20 Action taken:

2012 2
2013 4
2014 6

. - . ot
live - work -« invest - visit = {\yes'%
M‘d. et

S



Compliance

Average percentage of compliance achieved on
property inspections:

New . . 518
Year . Reinspections .
Inspections Inspections

2012 24% 20% 23%
2013 31% 29% 30%
2014 66% 40% 31%
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Weed Management
Strategy

- Education
— community networking
— field days
— forums

— school events e.g. Green Day

+ Advertising
— Council Web site
— Facebook

— Local media
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* Rigorous Inspection Program
— Planned by area where possible

— Follow up reinspections as required

« Communication
— developing a relationship with the landowner
from the initial inspection

— oh-site meetings
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Information

— provision of the Weed Survey Map after the initial
inspection

— treatment advice

Enforcement

— S$18 Weed Control Notice

— Show Cause

— S20 Action
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Biological Control

The Weeds Team are very active in promoting
biological control of certain noxious weed species
and work together with the landowner to achieve
successful results in treating weeds such as St
John’s Wort and Blue Heliotrope.
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St John’s

wort on

beetles’ hit list

A tiny beetle is baving 1 Imﬁr impact on control
of St lohns' wort in the Central West this season

First introduced into the country in 1875, St
John's wort (Hypericum perforatum) is now a
declared noxious weed in many parts of south-
eastern Australia. It has becorne widely established
in the centrl ablelands, being parccularly saited
to the hill and high-country pastures.

St Johus' wort containg a chemical called hyper-

1 ich, when ingested b livestock, enters the
hloml siream mmy_!n the -uurmuh When it passes
surface

activated by suntight. the chemical structure is
altered making the compound toxic

The levels of hypericin vary seasonally, and are
at their pesk when the phant is in full Dower,
November through (o nuary, As this often coin-
cidex with ealving and lumbing in our districs,
effects on young animals, which are particalarly
susceptible, can be devastating.

Hypericin canses
skin damage and in extreime cases, death,

Cases where hundreds of Tambs have been lost
10 St lohns” wort poisoning have been known in the
diserict

Management of St Johns' wort by ) is

tral west in the 19908 and are becoming well estab-
lished in the area

Prefersing open, sunny situations, they are most
effective at suppressing flower and seed produc-
tion at these sites. The beetles have low mobility
and need to be ph)simllz- transferred (o new infes-
tons (o become established. The Councils” Weed
Officers have been aiding their spread

“We have beon collocting beotlos and putting
them on roadside infestations of St fohns” Wort for
A number of years” sxid Rob,

“The Ilnparl |luc ln‘cllex are havinu this mmon

of e

is
and m-mmn“ more widespread as well as the ¢ my
spring. as they u-nd o go underground when it's
wet” e con
The beetles hmr the grearest elfect where they
form part of 20 infegrated pese managesment sirat-
CRY.
“Grazing. beetles and slashing have the greatest
Impace.” said Rob,
“We have seen a great reduction where areas of
51 johns” wort have been grazed at the end of win-
ter for a number of years in a row.” he continued.
"lc end of winter coincides with the Jowest

integral to mitigating production losses, hut con-
trol of can

of hypericin. before the levels rise
xlm.wy in llw np'lng and the Jeast risk 1o livestock.

<;m|ylnu small patches can be cllcrtlw. but
where it Is widespread, spraying is a waste of
money” sald #ob McAlpine, Novious Weeds
Inapecior with Mid Western Regional Couneil.

Landholders now have a blological o
agent available for their St Tohns' wi T,
ment tool kit: the 6mm lbong. shiny mcmﬁ‘;r
Chrysolina beetle.

e beetle larvae which emerge in early spring
feexd on the developing shoots of St Johns' wort and
can severely damage the plant. Adults attsck the
spring growth. Where large numbers of beetles
breed up the damage they cause to $¢ Johns' wort
can be spectacular, with complete defoliation of
lhr- plants occurring.

Chrysolina beetles were introduced to the cen-

MUDGEE
VETERINARY HOSPITAL

Mudgee Veterinary Hospital
104 Market St, Mudgee
6372 2105
Rylstone Veterinary Surgery
52 Louce St, Rylstone 6379 1460
Gulgong Veterinary Surgery
88 Mayne St, Gulgong 6374 1160

www.mudgeevet.com.au 3

who have St Johns” wort on their
mnncrly and would like more infonmation on the

Chrysalina beetle can contact Susan Hurns or
Vince Forgione at Mid \\buun Regtonal Counclls’
Weed Office on GITEH 24

Chrysoling beetles feeding on St Johas' wort. The
chrysolina beetie can completely defollate St Johns®
wort. FO1IREEETLES

live - work

invest

visit

m
ste
W
v



Roadside Inspections/Spraying

2,602 kms of roads

- 5,204 kms (both sides of road) to be inspected
and sprayed

«  Weeds Officers inspect

«  Weeds Officers and Contractors conduct
roadside spraying
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Our Challenges

Tree changers/purchasers of rural land

— Unaware of Weed Control Notices on a property they
have purchased because their Solicitor/Conveyancer
did not apply for a Section 64 Weed Certificate

— Lack of knowledge of noxious weeds and regulations
before purchasing rural properties

— Financial difficulties in carrying out expensive weed
control after they have bought the land
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* Absentee Landowners
— Communication difficulties — little or no opportunity to
meet or speak to landowners
— Visit only on weekends for recreational purposes, or
— Own the land but never visit
— Cannot identify noxious weeds
— Some disinterest in land management

— Lack of knowledge of regulations regarding noxious

weed control
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