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JOINT COMMITTEE ON THE AUSTRALIAN CAPITAL TERRITORY

The Joint Committee on the Australian Capital Territory
was f£irst appointed by resolution of both Houses of Parliament in
1957 and has been re-appointed in succeeding Parliaments.
Houses resolved‘to appoint a Joint Committee on the last sitting
day in 1956 put time did not permit the appointment of members.
The present Committee was appointed for tne life of the 32nd
Parliament by resolutions of the Senate and the House of
Representatives in December 1980.

The duties of the Committee as specified in
Resolution of Appointment are to inquire into and report on:

(a)

(b)

all proposals for modification or variations
of the plan of lay-out of the City of Canberra
and its environs published in the Commonwealth
of Australia Gazette on 19 November 1925, as
previously modified or varied, which are
referred to the committee by the Minister for
the Capital Territory, and

such matters relating to the Australian
Capital Territory as may be referred to it by:

(i) the Minister for the Capital Territory,
or

{ii) resolution of either House of the
Parliament.
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RECOMMENDATIONS

The Committee approves Variation 5 contained in the 7ist
Series of Variations and variation 1 contained in the 72nd Series
of Varlations.



INTRODUCTION

1. On 26 February 1981 the Minister for the Capital
Territory referred two variation proposals to the Committee, The
two proposals nad been considered by the Committee in the
previous Parliamgnt but tne Committee had not fully concluded its
deliberations. Kccordingly the Minister again referred the
variations to the Committee established in this Parliament, The
letter referring the proposals to the Committee is at Appendix I.

2. The first proposal dealt with Section 12 of Deakin. It
was Variation 5 in the 71st Series of Variations and is for the
addition to the city plan of an existing carpark. Gazettal of
the carpark will provide a lease frontage which allows the site
to be developed for medical and professional offices.

3. The second proposal was Item 1 of the 72nd Set&es of
variations, It is for the addition to the plan of the extension
of William Hovell Drive from Coulter Drive to Kingsford Smith
Drive. The previous Committee received representations regarding
the proposal and in its report on the 72nd Series commented "The
Committee has not been able to consider in detail all the issues
raised in the objections and comments, nor has it had the
opportunity to hold a public hearing on the proposal, The
Committee suggests that it be included in the next series of
variations® !

4. The Committee was advised that publicity would be given
to the present reference. The reference was advertised in the
Canberra Times and displays showing the intended changes were
arranged at Belconnen Mall, Monaro Mall, woden Plaza and Hawker
College. The proposals had been publicised as part of the
earlier series. Objections and comments which were received
previously were considered alony with those received in response
to the publiecity given to the present reference.



5. The Committee held public nearings on the proposal on 13
March and 28 april 198l1. Twenty~two witnesses representing 11
organisations and/or individuals appeared at the hearings. A
list of the witnesses who appeared before the Committee is at
Appendix II. While the Committee considered all the material
lodged with it,;not all of those who lodged objections were
called to appear before the Committee. Appendixz II also lists
the other objections and comments received. The. transcript of
evidence given at the hearing will be avallable for inspection at
the Committee Secretariat of the House of Representatives and the
National Library.

6. As on past occasions the Committee invited a represen-
tative of the A.C.T. House of Assembly (A.C.T. Assembly) to
appear before the Comuittee. Ms Maureen Horder of the Assembly
appeared before the Committee at the hearing on 13 March and the
Committee had available to it the reports of the A.C.T. Assembly
Standing Committee on Finance. Mr P. wWhalan, Chairman of the
Finance Committee of the A.C.T. Assembly appeared at the hearing
on 28 April. The A.C.T. Assembly did not object to either
variation, and the comments made on each of the variations are
considered later in this report.

7. The National Capital Development Commission (NCDC) and
the Department of the Capital Territory (DCT) supplied jointly
prepared briefing notes which set out the background to the
variations, These briefing notes are at Appendix III. For the
sake of brevity, details contained in the briefing notes are not
repeated, unless necessary, in the Committee's report, The
briefing notes explain details of the variations such as the
purpose, cost, existing and proposed development and the extent
of community consultatioen. The Committee’s report should
therefore be read in conjunction with the briefing notes and the
transcript of evidence. ’



DEAKIN, SECTION 12

8. The proposal is Efor the gazettal of a carpark and
objections were lodged to the proposal by the John James Medical
Centre Pty Ltd and Mr J.D. Lamb, a private citizen of Deakin.
Deakin Spa Pty Ltd, which previously objected to the variation,
did not pursue the objection. The Committee was advised that
"the lease for the Deakin Spa has now been surrendered and the
property is now the property of the Commonwealth. Therefore the
objection from Mr Evans ([Chairman of Directors, Deakin Spa Pty
Ltd] has been withdrawn".2

9. Mr Lamb did not object to the construction of the
offices on the site but rather objected to the development of a
licensed club on the adjacent block, Section 8. "My objection in
a sense is not to the specific gazettal of this carpark and the
frontage for a small medical facility in that area. I do not
disagree with it, provided it is done under certain conditions
that would lead to the avoidance of the already developed and
continuing problems in that area".? It was further suggested
that the parking was at present inadequate at certain times and
should a club be developed on the adjoining site there would be
real parking problenms,

10. The Committee was advised that under the present lease
conditions, Section 8 could be developed as a private club, This
has been the case since 1978, 1In regard to the development of a
club, the Committee was advised that “the area devoted for the
club premises in the Deakin Spa lease was linmited., It is in fact
276 square metres. That is a very small club®.?

11. The John James Medical Centre was concerned about the

development of additional office space. "Tne 497 square metres

of building allowable could accommodate from eight to 10 medical

consulting suites. We consider that this is much too big for the

stated rationale of accommodating no more than two general
3.



practicioners"-‘s The witnesses went on to claim "we feel this is
encouraging excess provision of medical offices in the suburb of
Deakin...we are not opposed to a couple of medical suites at the
Deakin shops but the possibility of 10 medical suites there does
concern us®.%

d -
12.. In response to the objection, the DCT suggested that
there was a clear demand for such small professional offices in
the suburbs, and suggested that there would be less than 10
suites. "I have some reservations...that it would accommodate up
to 10 medical practitioners. oOur discussions with the AMA on the
working group...would suggest that the average doctor would
require round about 8 squares which would suggest that at best
you would get 5 in there. Given that it is a two-storey building
one would probably come down to about 4, which is the figure I
spoke of earlier".7

13. In its report on the 7lst Series of Variations the
Committee commented that "the Committee is not satisfied with the
information it has received on this matter or with the planning
of the area involved. The Committee has therefore requested
additional information on this issue and has now been provided
with over 160 pages of correspondence and £ile notes".® A
summary of the information provided by NCDC was incorporated in
the transcript of evidence.

14. The previous lessee of the Deakin Spa claimed he had
been unfairly treated in that carparking was required on his
lease while it was not required of the lessee of the nearby
Deakin squash Courts. . Squash courts had been proposed for and
approved for the Deakin Spa. The Committee considers that both
lessees were treated fairly since neither was required to provide
parking for customers for squash. The lessee of the Deakin Spa
however, was still required to provide parking for customers for
the other activities i.e. pool, gym and spa.



1s. The Committee was advised by DCT that the proposed
medical offices will meet a demand for suburban offices and that
"we have encouraged medical and dental practices to move from
residential locations...into a neighbourhood centre. Sites have
already been identified in several suburbs. There was an
opportunity heretfor a site to be identified for that purpose,
and a practitioner approached the Department of the C(Capital
Territory and asked whether one could be available”.9

16. The ACT Assembly had no objection to the proposal.
However, the provision of carparking is of some concern to the
Committee and it would suggest to the authorities that the matter
be kept under review and that a report on this matter be
submitted to the Committee within twelve months,

17. The Committee approves the variation.

Endnotes:

1. Australia., Parliamentary Joint Committee on the Australian
Capital Territory, Report on Proposals for Variations of the
Plan of Layout of the City of Canberra and its Environs.
{Seventy-second Series) p. 3.

2. ‘Transcript, p. 35.

3. Transcript, p. 43.

4. Transcript, p. 48.

5. Transcript, p. 49.

6. fTranscript, p. 49.

7. ‘Transeript, p. 51.

8. Australia, Parliamentary Joint Committee on the'Australian
Capital Territory, Report on Proposals for Variations of the
Plan of Lay-out of the City of Canberra and its Environs.
(Seventy-£first Series) p. 7.

9. fTranscript, p. 38.



BELCONNEN DISTRICT
Background

13. The proposal is for che addition. to the plan of tne
extension of William Hovell Drive from Coulter Drive to Xingsford
smith Drive. Map 1 outlines the proposal as well as giving NCDC
predicted traﬁﬁis" flows. It is estimated by NCDC that 8000
venicles per day would use che proposed road and it was claimed
that "the main purpose of the road is to assist in reducing
environmental problems within che western parc of Belconnen,
particularly in respect of Belconnen Way and Coulter Dtive"lo and
further "it will generally reduce the tragfic in the existing
roaded areas in that region".l

5@2:‘;:‘
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19. The road proposed is 5.2km long and would cost $2.9m ac
1980 prices. It is to be a continuous three lane road with one
climbing lane being available for the whole distance. When the
proposal was first gazetted 12 comments were received by DCT.
These were considered by the Committee along with a further three
lodged with DCT,and four sent to the Committee. The Hawker
Residents aAction Committee (HRAC) updated its earlier objection
to the proposal and later provided additional information to the
Committee. A sub~committee inspected the site on the afternoon
of 13 March and the Committee inspected the site on the morning
of 28 April. Other members of the Committee inspected the site
during the course of the inquiry.

Public Consultation

20. As part of its process of public participation NCDC
distributed over 500 sets of material to the residents of 't:he
area. An analysis of the responses received is set out in the
briefing notes. At the hearing the Committee was advised that
"203 letters and petitions - that is, signatories on the
petitions are for the proposal and 214 are against the pro-
posal".lz However, a group of Holt residents expressed concerﬁ
about the NCDC's process of public consultation and stated "We
also wish to place on record our dismay at the NCDC's failure to
consult or inform West Belconnen residents in this macter".13
They claimed residents of West Belconnen were ignored and the
NCDC information was distributed to South Belconnen residents
only. Further they suggested that a display should have been
erected at the Kippax Centre as well as in Hawker.

House of Assembly

2l. The A.C.T. Assembly did not object to the propesal but

did recognise the conflicting interests. In its report it

cencluded "that adequate safeguards to preserve the residential

amenity of the Hawker residents have been maintained and

therefore sees no objection to the proposed extension of William
7.



Hovell Drive being constructed on the NCDC preferred
alignment'.l

22, The Assembly representative referred to the urban
development of Canberra, of which the road was a part, in the
following terms. "If I choose to live in an urban environment,
and Canberra is such an environment, it is only reasonable to
expect that the accompanying urban environment facilities would
be there*,t5 The representative also referred to the 13,000
other residents of Belconnen whose access to southern parts of
Canberra would be facilitated by the proposal,

23. The HRAC was critical of the Assembly Report and claimed
that *The House of Assembly's Report contains at least f£ive
errors of fact., It contains at least six conclusions which are
not tenable on the evidence*.}® a five page letter was provided
to the Committee by HRAC to support its claims and this was
responded to by the Finance Committee of the A.C.T. Assembly.
The Committee has no wish to enter into a debate on the
Assembly's report. It has authorised publication of the HRAC
letter and of the response to it by the A.C.T. Assembly.

Is a road required

24. The need for the road was queried with reference to
"what appears to be poor utilisation of public funds, for a
proposal which will degrade the environment and alienate open
space".l7 By contrast it was also claimed that "the proposed
extension is of fundamental importance to the satisfactory long-
term functioning of the Belconnen road system".18 NCDC suggested
that the road will be the route from which people in Tuggeranong,
Woden, South Canberra and Weston Creek will travel north-west
towards Belconnen. It will serve in particular the nortn-west of
Belconnen.

i
i
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25. At the hearing NCDC claimed that the plan prepared prior
to the release of blocks in Hawker snowed the proposed extension
"as. abutting the rear of the blocks in west Hawker"~19 Later
NCDC advised the Committee that the extension of Kingsford Smich
Drive was shown in the feollowing documents:

« Tomorrow's Canberra - National Capital Development

Commiseion (ANU Press 1970) page 97;
« Belconnen - public pamphlet -~ June 1970;

. Hawker neighbourhood plan - available prior to and at
the sale of land at Hawker;

« NCDC Annual Reports - 7 of the last 14 reports have
indicated the extension of Kingsford Smith Drive.

26. It was suggested by HRAC that "the case for proceeding
with this project 1s not yet made out:"20 since it is based on
estimates of traffic flows which did not eventuate. Reference
was made to Springvale Drive and Murranji Street as well as
Coulter Drive. At the hearing HRAC stated *although we believe
the case is not entirely made out, nonetheless we do not oppose

the construction of the highway'.u

27. This claim was raised with NCDC which acknowledged that
the estimates for Springvale Drive had not been realised.
However, it was suggested the traffic was continuing to use
Coulter Drive and that while "figures are difficult to predict:"z2
it was of the opinion "that Coulter Drive traffic is expected to
drop from 14,000 te 12,000 vehicles down to 9,000 to 6,000
vehlcles“‘.23 This would lead to the traffic on Belconnen Way
near Page dropping from 17,000 to 10,000 per day.

28. After the first hearing had been held the Committee
received a letter from 46 residents of Holt supporting the
proposed extension and claiming "that every day construction is
delayed represents a benefit to a few Hawker residents at the
expense of thousands of other peeple".z4 A representative of

these residents appeared at the hearing on 28 April 198l.



29. The Committee has long sought to ensure that where

possible commuter traffic by-passes residential streets and

acknowledges the NCDC contention that “"the plan is primarily to

get people who currently use Coulter Drive and Belconnen Way to

use this road to get to Higgins, Holt, Latham and Macgregor“.zs
The committee considers that it has been
establish;d that there is a requirement for such a
link and will now consider whether the route
proposed is the appropriate one.

The route of the road

30. It was suggested by HRAC that NCDC had not considered
any alternative to the proposed alignment (the eastern aliga-
ment) . They stated that “The NCDC has a responsibility to look
seriously, both in engineering and environmental terms, at the
alternatives and to bring them forward to this Committee so that
it can take an informed decision".2 If a road was considered
necessary then HRAC and a number of others support the alignment
to the west of the hill on whicn the old Weetangera Cemetery is
located. This proposal (the western alternative) is 600 metres
longer than the eastern alignment but was preferred by the then
Department of Science and the Environment,

3i. According to evidence given at the hearing by NCDC there

were really only two possible routes that could be considered.

Mr Dean: "Am I putting it too simply to say that really there are
only the two options - one side of the Hill or the
other?”

Mr Pain [Chief Engineer, NCDC]: "I do not think that is too
simple. I think it is correct to say so".27

Yet it was also acknowledged that there could be minor variations

on either of the two alternatives.

10.
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33. aAll three proposals would still leave some houses very close
to a road. “There is approximately three metres between the
sub~division boundary and the beginning of the mound at the
intersection of Drake Brockman Drive".29 This could be overcome
by reconstructing the corner at Kingsford Smith Drive which was
acknowledged by HRAC to be “one extteme'.3° This matter was
raised with NCDC ‘and. it was suggested that the road could be
moved 9m further west. This would reduce noise levels but would
involve the reconstruction of the major part of the Drake
Brockman/Kingsford Smith intersection. According to NCDC this
would incur the expenditure of at least another $30,000.
Alternatively the same noise reduction could be achieved by
raising the acoustic mounds to the east of the road by 0.5m.
This solution was estimated by NCDC to cost around $1,000-$2,000.

The Western Alternative

34, The western altetr;ative was rejected by NCDC in the
following terms: “we have rejected that route on the basis of
capital cost, user costs and land severance, particularly rural
land severance” .3]'

35. The then Department of Science and the Environment
considered the western alternative to be preferable on environ-
mental grounds. In a letter to NCDC it was stated that "While we
have no environmental objections to the proposed extension of
William Hovell Drive, the western alignment of the southern
extension of Kingsford Smith Drive appears, on environmental

grounds, to be preferable to the chosen (eastern) ali.qnment".32

36. The route wopuld add 600 metres to the length of the road
with a consequent increase in construction costs. According to
NCDC "The costing is a preliminary estimate. It was given as
$350,000 for the capital cost of those works, without the
additional costs of land severance or removal of houses, etc. It
is a preliminary estimate, but I think it is good at this stage,

12,



without costing the detailed design, including the amount of
cutting and earthworks required”. The house on the existing
rural property "Lands End™ would be significantly affected.
According to NCDC it would have to be removed. However, the
Comnittee was advised that it did not have any historical

significance. .

+

37. A furcther cost was that to the motorist who travelled
the route. NCDC suggested that "Based on 8,000 vehicles per day
at 7c¢ per kilometre, the user cost would add up to about $120,000
per annum".“ HRAC sugygested that the added weekly cost for a
commuter user would be 42 cents while the A.C.T. Assembly noted
that the cost of each journey would increase by 4.2 cents.

38. Mr K.G. Bnright also referred to the question of
operating costs and suggested the estimate by NCDC was conser-
vative. He stated "A number of residents have proposed a detour
to the west of the cemetery for the drive. The NCDC has
suggested that this would add $120,000 a year in operating costs.
These figures would seem valiq if on the low side, as the NCDC
assumes the rather low figure of 7¢ per kilometre operating
costs".35 However, HRAC referred to the costs incurred by the
delay in the construction of the road. Another objector
suggested that "The additional cost of a more westerly route, if
as high as $350,000, which is open to doubt, is a small price to
pay to ensure the preservation of the amenity of the existing
residential eunsas".36 It was also suggested that the landscaping
costs would be reduced.

39. The Committee would acknowledge that on environmental
grounds the western alternative is preferable. However, the
costs of preserving the environment would be borne not by
residents of Hawker but of outer Belconnen.

i3.



The second alternative

40.. This route was put forward by HRAC as a variation on the
western alternative on the basis that "Engineers consulted by the
HRAC have pointed out that one variation, which meets most of the
environmental and other objections to the present proposal, is
only 270 metres longer. The extra construction cost of this
route might be about. $2L20,000".37

41. The suitability of this route was raised with NCDC at
the public hearings. At the first hearing NCDC was unaware of
the proposal but later provided comments on it. "The proposal
would appear to require excessive filled areas in at least two
locations and would not sympathetically £follow the existing
topography. 1In addition, the proposal at the northern end was
some 3~-4 metres higher than the eastern alignment and may thus be
noisier*.38

42. The Committee notes that the progosal would move the
road further away from some blocks in Hawker. However, this is
no guarantee that the environmental problems of noise pollution
and visual amenity would be alleviated. It would still mean
additional costs in construction and in measures to protect the
residential nature of the area.

The Eastern Alignment

43. This 1s the proposal which has been referred to the
Comnittee. while the Committee 1s able to comment on the
desirability of the alternatives it must, if it is to discharge
the reference, advise the Parliament on the proposed extension.
according to NCDC it is the correct alignment. "We believe that
the eastern alignment is the correct one., There are a number of
roads of this sort that abut private property in Canbet:‘a".39 It
was stated thac "while the location of the end connections of the
extension are fixed by existing roads, the intervening alignment

14.



has been chosen to minimise adverse impacts on the existing
environment and to balance the movement of material from cut to
£i11%.40 dy contrast HRAC suggested that the proposal had
adverse affects in respect of traffic noise, air quality, access
to open space, recreation, visual impact and future road

development., .

[

44. Noise levels in wWest Hawker would increase by at least
2;‘ times as a result of the road and this "would be a substantial
inpairment of the existing noise environment in the area".4l 1t
was suggested by HRAC that the noise levels would no longer be
representative of a rural area but rather- an urban area, NCDC
referred to the provision of acoustic mounds and claimed "we do
not expect the 65dB noise level to be exceeded in that general
area west of Hawker".42

45, There was some dispute as to what noise level is
appropriate, HRAC claimed that the standard acceptable in
Victoria for an urban environment is 52dB. NCDC in "response
claimed that it was advised by the Victorian Environmental
Protection Authority that it “does not have or propose any
'standard' of noise level for the urban environment. In fact the
EPA estimates that more than 85% of Melbourne's main roads have
noise levels in excess of fSSdl.%(A)".43

46. air quality would, according to HRAC, be significantly
affected. NCDC acknowledged that while there would be some
affect on air quality this would not be significant and claimed
that HRAC "did not provide any evidence which demonstrated that
this view is incon:ect:"‘M and further claimed "the air pollutant
most relevant to the William Hovell Drive situation is carbon
monoxide. The NAMRC has not yet proposed air quality goals for
carbon monoxide, although the World Health Organisation goals
which have been adopt{ed by NCDC are widely used throughout
Australia and overseas,:15 The Commission holds to its view that
the effect on William Hovell Drive will be insi.c_;m'.ficant:."45

15.



47. According to HRAC people living adjacent to the road in
West Hawker could be subjected to a level of lead in the air in
excess of that recommended by the National Health and medical
Research Council and concluded the proposed road would be likely
to result in significant periods of excessive lead-in-air
pollution".46 The NCDC responded by claiming "We do not expect
air pollution to §o anywhere near the World Health Organisation
standatds”.47

48. In respect of visual impact it was claimed by HRAC that
*notwithstanding provision in the proposal Ffor cuttings, earth
mounds and tree planting west of Hawker, venicular movement is
bound to be visible”.48 This is in conflict with the NCDC
statement "We believe that the road will not be seen from the
rear of houses in the western Hawker area when mounds are
provided and later of course when the trees grow".49 This aspect
is one which will need to be reviewed over time or rather as the
trees grow and perhaps block out the views to the Brindabellas.

49. It was also suggested that the road would eventually need to
be further developed into a dual carriageway. NCDC acknowledged
that while part of the road could be extended north-west towards
New South Wales "We do not believe that the portion from Drake
Brockman down to the iantersection of that proposed parkway would
need to be widened at this stage. When you look at the map of
Belconnen you will see that very little further development is
available in the western part of Belconnen and that is in part
why we believe that the traffic volume is not likely to become

much greater."su

50. Further issues raised were the access to recreation areas and
the Weetangera cemetery and the possible use of the proposed road
by commercial traffic. The Uniting Church claimed that "The
present proposed location of the extensions would isclate the
designated church site from the residential areas of the Central
Belconnen Parish which may have future need £for the

16..



51 This issue was rai.

erection of a church on that site.
NCDC which advised that access to the site would continue for

both vehicles and pedestrians.

51. Access to the rural leases in the area would be significantly
affected by the' road according to HRAC who referred to the
courtesy of the lessees "who do not object to access to the
paddocks b'y residents".52 But as NCDC pointed out "in fact no
public open spaces are affected. The affected areas are rural
leases".53 It was acknowledged that commercial traffic could use
the road as a way to Woden. However, according to NCDC "The
connection to Kingsford Smith Drive at the northern end is a
circuitous route...some semi trailers f£ind it".54

52. The present proposal has detrimental affects for the
residents of Hawker but the Committee has been informed of:
measures taken to reduce those affects. In fact the measures
taken to protect the Hawker environment prompted claims from
other residents of Belconnen for similar treatment. “Why should
acoustic protection be provided for Hawker residents backing onto
William Hovell Drive and no protection be provided for Weetangera
and certain Macquarie residents who back onto Coulter Drive? I
suggest it is an unjust discrimination by NCDC planners".55

53. The Committee 1s however, concerned with the affect of the
rcad on those residences which are extremely close to the road at
the Kingsford Smith Drive/Drake Brockman Drive intersection.

54. The House of Assembly noted "those residents likely to be
most effected by an increase in noise levels are those closest to
the Kingsford smith Drive/Drake Brockman Drive intérsection. The
Committee is of the opinion that whatever alignment was
chosen...the noise levels in that vicinity would be similar®.56

The possibility of realigning the proposed road further away from

17.



the houses in Hawker nearest the Lands End homestead was referred
o in paragraph 33.

Dungowan Street - Bxtension

55. Another matter raised was that of direct access from Hawker
to William Hovell brive, It was claimed that “pirect access from
Hawker to William Hovell Drive via an extension of Dungowan
Street was clearly shown on proposed plans".57 Both HRAC and
NCDC were opposed to the proposed extension as was the Parents
and citizens Association of the Hawker School., According to NCDC
the proposed extension “would interfere with the amenity of
Hawker® .38

Conclusion

56. In conducting this inquiry the Committee has had to consider
the conflicting claims of resident groups. The Hawker Residents
Action Committee was able to put before the Committee a
comprehensive submission and then to clearly articulate their
concerns before the Committee., At the same time other groups and
individuals also made submissions to the Committee expressing
concern about the costs to them of the preservation of the
environment for Hawker residents. It was claimed "any 1ncrea§ed
residential amenity for Hawker residents would be at the expense
of a deterioration in residential amenity for Higgins
59 The House of Assembly also commented "the
additional cost of constructing the westerly alignment ‘as well as
the continuing user costs far outweighed any disbenefits to the
Hawker residents“.6°

residents".

§7. mr K. EBnright, a lecturer from the Canberra College of
Advanced Bducation suggested that the residents of Hawker were
asking other west-Belconnen residents "to each pay out $30 a year

18.



for the privilege of their aural privacy. This does not seem
equicable“.al

58. The Committee has in previous reports commented that it is
the long established principle of Canberra planning for commuter
traffic to by-pass residential streets. Previously in this
report it has endorsed the need for William Hovell Drive and
would propose that the road be constructed on the gazetted
alignment. It would however, draw to the attention of the NCDC
its comments in its letter of 23 March 1981 about tne possibility
of re-aligning the proposed road further away from the houses in
Hawker at -‘the Kingsford smith Drive/Drake Brockman Drive
intersection.

59. The NCDC suggested that an alternative, which would achieve
the same effect, would be to raise the level of the acoustic
mound to the east by 0.5m. Such a proposal would avoid the cost
of re-construction of the Drake Brockman Drive intersection. The
NCDC in its briefing notes outlined the steps it proposed to take
to retain the aesthetics of the Bawker residences. The Committee
would trust that these measures are carried out and would also
suggest that the level of the acoustic mound be raised by the
0.5m, The Committee did note the claims of other areas of
Belconnen for treatment similar to that provided to the Hawker
residents.

60. The Committee considers that the Hawker residents purchasing
properties there, would have been aware of the proposed road.
Certainly, the Committee was informed that it was shown on the
plan at the time wnen tne blocks were purchased. ¥hile there is
no guarantee that such plans will' always be implemented there was
awareness of the possibility. This was supported by submissions
from certain residents of Hawker. The Committee has suggested
measures in para 59 to assist those most affected by the proposed
variation.
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The Committee approves tne variation.

Ken Fry
Acting Chairman

april 1981
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DISSENT 8Y HON J.D.M. BOBIE, M.P.

Wnile I agree on the need for a road to 1link Coulter
prive and Kingsford Smith Dbrive, I cannot agree with the
Committee’s approval of the gazetted proposal as noted in
paragraph 60 of thf report.

The road as proposed will be extremely close to
residential leases in certain areas. The distance between
the residential leases and the road would be 13 metres and 10 of
these 13 metres would be taken up in mounds. According to the
Chief Engineer of NCDC "the mound being approximately 2 metres
high and approximately 8-10 metres wide at the base" (transcript,
p.l71). The witnesses then went on to acknowledge there is
approximately 3 metres between the sub-division boundary and the
beginning of the mound.

In paragraphs 33 and 54 of the report there is reference
to the possibility of constructing the road within its gazetted
alignment yet moving it 9 metres further west. I would support
this alternative as it w;zuld increase the area of space between
the residences and the mounds. The Committee has suggested the
alternative proposed by the authorities of raising the level of
the mound by a further 0,5 metres. I would have preferred that
the road be moved. The argument raised against this proposal was
the effect on the Lands End farm dwelling and the additional
construction costs at the intersection.

The costs of the re~construction of the intersection
were considered to be of the order of $20-30,000 yet I still need
to be convinced of the need for the re-construction of that part'
of the intersection. I also do not accept the need to provide
protection for the Lands End farm dwelling on the scale suggested
by the authorities. I remain to be convinced tnat the €farm
dwelling is an integral part of the agricultural property. The
moving ¢f the road by 9 metres west would assist the residents of

22.



Hawker who in my view would have imposed upon them a road
perilously close to their rear fences. A 3 metre path between
the mound and their back fences would be of little use while a
path of up to 12 metres would offer some protection to the local
residents from the noise and air pollution caused by the traffic
using the road. + .

April 1981 Hon J.D.M, Dobie, M.P.
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APPENDIX 1

—_—lens

COMMONWIALTH O AUSTRALIA.

Minisre #OR THE CAPTTAL, TIORITORY

My dear Senatow,

You will recall that two variation proposals,
one esch from the 71st and 72nd serdes of variatdons to
the City Plan, had not besn finalised when Parliament
rose for the General Electlon laat ywar, and that the

. Tefexrence to the Committes therefore lapsed om the
disasolution of the 31at Parliament.

It is v for the ref of the two
items, relating to Section 12 Deskin, (Variation 5,
71st series) and the William Hovell Drive oxtension
(Variation 1, 72ud series) to be ronewed. In ordex to
ensure that the public is adequately informed of the
proposals, displays will be ‘mounted inm soveral areas and
the rsnewal of tho refersnce will be given wide publicity.
A further two weoks will be allowed for public comment
and for supplemaentary comment by those who lodged submissions
at the time of gzazZettal.

In. accordance with paragraph i(a) of the
Committaets Instzument of Appointment, L formally vefer
the two variation proposals (Variation 5, 71st serdes and
Vazdiation 1, 72nd anr.l.as) to the Gommittes for continuation
of its investigations and for zsport.

ours sincersly,

b 3
Minister for thi Gapltal Terzitory

Senator J.¥. EKnight,
Chairman

Joint Committae on the A.C.T.,
Parliament Housa,.
CANBERRA, A.C.T., 2600



APPENDIX 11

LIST OF WITNESSES

.
Witness .

National Capital Development Commission

Mr G.J. Campbell,
chief Planner

Mr G.D.W. pain,
chief Engineer

Department of the Capital Territory

Mr E.G. Davenport,
Assistant Secretary,
Residential Leases Branch

Mr R.G. Gallagher,
Assistant Secretary,
Business Leases Branch

Mr K.R. Black,
Qfficer-in-Charge,
Statutoery Processes,
Lands 0Division

Dr B.H. Pratt,

Director,

Conservation and Agriculture
Branch

A.C.T. House of Assembly .

Ms M. Horder,
Member

Mr P.R. Whalan,

Chairman,

Finance Committee
Residents Action Committee

Dr B.S. Middleton,
Chairman

Mr P.A, Smith,
Committee Member



Mr S.P. O'Halloran,
Committee Member

Mr T.M. Clarke,
Committee Member

John James Medigal Centre Pty Ltd

.
Dr P.D. Hughes,
Chairman, Board of Directors

br B.G. Cutter,
Director

br J.D. Hehir,
Director

United Church in Australia

Reverend N.D. McDonald,.
Presbytery Officer & Secretary

Reverend K.L. Doust,
Member, .
Canberra Presbytery

Private Citizens

Mr R.L. Chapman,
17 Macnaughton Street,
Holt, A.C.T. 2615

Dr J.B. Coombe,
153 Springvale Drive,
Wleetangera, A.C.T. 2614

Mr K.G. Enright,

school of Environmental Design,
Canberra College of advanced Education,
Belconnen, A.C.T. 2617

Mr Justice R. Else-Mitchell,
36 Elsey Street,
Hawker A.C.T. 2614

Mr J.D. Lamb,
74 Macgregor Street,
Deakin A.C.T. 2600



Persons_and organisations that made objections/submissions
but did not appear at the public hearings

Mr R. Andrew,
33 MNicholas Street,
Higgins A.C.T. 2615

Mr D.C. Buuﬁé:s,
27 Mathieson Crescent,
Weetangera, A.C.T. 2615

Capital Territory Health Commission,
Phlllip, A.C.T. 06

Mr N. Collings,
16 Bathurst Street,
Macquarie, A.C.T. 2614

Mr J.B. Dickson,
47 Ambalindum Street,
Hawker, A.C.T. 2614

ur P.H. Gray,
8 Erldunda Crescent,
Hawker, A.C.T. 2614

Mr J.W. Harris,
44 Murranji street,
Hawker, A.C.T. 2614

Parents & Citizens Assn Ingc,
The Hawker School,

Erldunda Crescent,

Hawker, A.C.T. 2614

Mr H. Lepp,
P.0. Box 38,
Belconnen, A.C.T. 2617

Mrs F. Lyons,
27 Findlay Street,
Higgins, A.C.T. 2615

Mr J.L. Readsnaw,
7 Kurundi Place,
Hawker, A.C.T. 2614

Mr P. Steven,
S Dungowan Street,
Hawker, A.C.T. 2614



#r D.R. Tully,
"Hillview®,

4 Skinner Street,
Cook, A.C.T. 2614

Mr J.C. Van Beurden,
42 Spalding Street,
Flynn, A.C.LT. 2615

.
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HATIONAL, CAPITAE. DEVELOPMENT COMMISSION- .
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(VARTATION 5, DEAKIN, SEGTION. 12)"

724D SERIES OF VARTATIONS T0 THE CITY PLAN . <.
{VARTATION 1, WILLIAY HOVELL DRIVE)
. .

MARCH 1981



THESE, BRIEFING NOTES CONTAIN MATERIAL RELATING TO
TWO PROPCSED VARIATIONS 70 THE PLAN OF LAYOUT OF
THE CYTY OF CANBERRA AND ITS ENVIRONS.

ONE PROPOSAL WAS INCLUDED AS VARIATION 5 IN THE 71ST
SERIES AND REIATES TO THE INCLUSION OF AN EXISTING
CARPARK AT SECTION 12, DEAKIN, TO PROVIDE LEASE
TRONTAGE T0 &4 SITE FOR COMMERCIAL DEVELOFMENT.

THE OTHER PROPOSAL WASPROPOSED AS VARIATION 1 IN
THE 72ND SERIES OF VARIATIONS. IT REZATES TO A
PROPOSAL TO EXTEND WILLYAM HOVELL DRIVE FROM COULTER
ORIVE TQ KINGSFORD SMITH DRIVE.

HEITHER OF THESE VARTATIONS HAD BEEN FINALISED WHEN
PARLLAMENT ¥AS DISSOLVED IN 1930. THE MINISTER FOR THE
CAPITAL TERRITORY, MR. MICHAEL HODGMAN, HAS RENEWED
THE REFERENCE OF THESE MATIERS TO THE JOINT COMMITTEE
ON THE AUSTRALIAN CAPITAL TERRITORY 70 ENABLE THE
COMMITTEE 10 FURTHER CONSIDER THE PROPOSALS AND
REPORT TQ PARLIAMENT.
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A 7182 SERIES OF VARTATIONS

VARZATION §

- (IN, SECTION 12
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% PURPOSE v

3 »r(m cosT

1IST_SERYES OF VARTATIGNT TO TIE ATTY PLAY
e e rid S0 o L SR il 1T BLAT
AIEPTNG HOTES

TARTATION S, MAP 45 Co. .
IBAKTY, SECTTON 12 ' :

Ry

T8 gazeite an access road aud curpark to provide a leaga, {'cuntage &
Hleck 1€ fection 12 Deakin 0 that the 3ite ean ¢ released for-
. commercial development,

2, pemy . )
The total langth of the carpark is approximately 185 motras but
requires gizelial for anly 70 metres of that length.

Hil - the ca.rpr.,:. is -J.:ea.d, cnnnt'tuctea. The Pu-liamenta.ry Joint
Cunci ttoe on tic ACT was advi«ec o 23 April 1979 that' {t m2y be
necuusacy to ,azattn the mpa:d. after its construction should a
decision s made to lezze the 2tall zare ) of lard croated by the
vavelopnent ¢l the curparis That decision has now boen talen.

4o IS l'I:.'lJ Y RLORNRER
SRt ey

Eleck 1£, Seetion. 12, Deakin isg zdjacent to the Teakin Health Spa”
*(Block 8, Section 12 Leakin), Céntral Squash Courtg (Block 12, Sectic
12y Deakin) aad the ACT Bridge aszosiation Inc. (block 14, Seetion 15
Deakin). -

3o FRCPOSED DEVELGLMENT
LE N E e O A

It iz proposed that a small ondilding of ap roximutsl, $00 “zquare metr:
wia.l be construuted an Block 18, Ceriion 12, Deakin for commercial usg

4o PARTTOITSE CHITIDE.ATTCNS

T propeced Lite e aloge to parii pablic transport amd l‘-u.:.hh.w

aconiated vich acnical and small cutmercial uses.

1
L.z tnerefore considesed mogl uuitasﬂ.e for the Lype of developrment

a8 in Faegresor, Jervols aua Puxton “trm.-t:.‘, Deakin, have cxpro:
oLt b visual Gapact of the x'.u:parl' the apparent lack of




— - 2

-2 -
Iandscaping and bave alzo questioned. the nesd far the CRIPATIC.
A large number of shrubs and trses have basn plantad and additional
slaatinmg te scrgen the carpark from residential avsasx will he
undertakare. .

.
3 - v
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728D _SERYES OF TARTATIONS T0 TEE CITY PLAN

ERTEFTNG NOTES.
TARTATION 1, MAFS 24, N4, N5
.

[T

WTLLTAH SOVELY, DRIVE TUTEUSION -
COGLTER DRIVE TC KINCSFORD-SMITH IRIVE

1. FUREOSE

The road hierarchy of Canberxa provides for access, collector sad

distribution roads to service fzontage development in residentisl aress

while aTterizl rozds provide access to town ceptres and between .tauns. -
The higheat cat of fhis hierarchy is the pazkway system vhich is

planned to skirt the periphery of the Qaveloped aven and connest the

artarizl roads. In Belconnen thig peripheral zoad function iz provided

by the Barton Highway on the porth and William Hovell Drive on the south.
Thus, the proposed extansion of Willlam Hovell Drive is an important link

in Belconnen's paripheral road system,

Tha proposed road will comnect existing Willfam Havell Drive with
Kingsford-Smith Hrive, The ecaterly comiecticn will ba made by the tes
3unction‘: to the existing Coultar Drive and Coppins Crossing Bond while
the western connection will be made at the existing m'akn-Broekmn Jh:ivs/
Xj.neaford-Smith Drive Junction.

The road will assist to protact the suburbs of Hawker and Weetangera from

. through traffic, to zaduce tzzffic on 3elconnen Way weat of Coultar Drive

end to provide improved accassidility from the north westarn asuburbs of
Belceanen *o othar parts of Canberra.

It is enticipatad that approximately 8,000 vehicles per day will use the road.

2, LENGTH CP 2049
The length of <he proposed road is 5.2 km.

Tne estinatad cost of tha propesed road is $2,800,000,



-2 -

4. DESIGH STAHDARLS: ’

The- oad 1s plamned withk a. 100 kph design spaed. The pavemsnt i3 proposed

ar 2 contimugus 3 lanax wide with the thixd lane being usted ag 3 clinmbing

lane to ases overtaking maneouvras. IZich line iz mropoxed 2s 3.7 @ wide -
with sealsd shtiuldcr: at least 1.2 m in width or widexr whera appropriatas.

v .

Se EXISIING AND INTTNDED DEVELOPMENT

Exiatinz- Develovmans

The proposad road largely rasses through ruzal lesses used for grazing
and agisimant except at the western end whers it Joins the cﬂ.':ting rosd
systas {n the built up azes.. Co ’

Intendad Develovmant

. fhere are no propoged. changes. S.n adjoining development,

.60 PARTICULAR P‘LANNING CONSTDERATIONS "

Vhile the location of ths end cunnscticns of the extansion are fixed oy
existing reads, the intszvening aligoment has 'uaan chosen to minimise
adverse impacts or; the existing environment and to balance the movement
of matsrial fxom cut to.£ill, Two stock and vehicle underpasses e
proposed to provide for safes erossing of the road for rural lesaes and
an equestrian/pedestrisn underpass is proposed fox the aTves near Hawker.
This underpass will allow the exisfing equestrian trall to contime |
approximately ou the same alignment as at present.

7. PUBLIC INPOR:ATION/CONSULTATION

Coqmunity Involvement : .

. On & July 1980 the NBI:CI distributed over 500 sets of material to residents
of hawker, Weetangera, Macquarie, Higgins and Scullin.

A display of the propasal was p.laced in the Belcomnen Mall from T-31 [
July" 1980,

Reﬁcn:ea were requested by .18 July 1980 but this was later extended to
21" Jaly 1980,

The responses ;’e».«.‘.vcd canpriseds-

107 - iadividually wrdtten lesters



-,

'

197 - fozm latters disteiputed by the iawker Residenta’
Action Committes

4 - petitions with a. total of 160 signatumes. -

.
9Cf. of the ind.i:.ridu"zlly written lettars and three petitions (113 aignatures)
strongly supported the proposal.

The form letiers styeased prefersnca for an altarnative western aligament..

One petition (47 signatuves) requested the provision of acousiic pratection
alonz Kingsford=-Smith Drive north of Balconnen Way,

8. ERVIROMMENTAL CONSTIDERATTOMNS

Over the section closest to the houzing in Havksr the road vill'be in
cutting for most of its langth. WVheze it is not in cutting an acoustic
acund. will be provided. Extensive acreen planting will alsc te providad,
however a provise must be hed betwaen genercus acoustic pratsction
and the paintenance of views fxom the resx of the lauses. Furiher avay
from Hawksr a scaller aound will be pravided ta screen vebicle headlights.
The predicted noise levels are below the lavels stated in the Commission's
guidelines for new rasidential areas. Thexe will be no significant air
pollution effects fram the road. ’




THIRTY-SECOND PARLIAMENT
JOINT COMMITTEE ON THE AUSTRALIAN CAPITAL TERRITORY
MINUTES OF PROCEEDINGS
. 5
FRIDAY, 13 MARCH 1981

¢ at Canberra

PRESENT: Mr Fry (Acting Chairman) Mr Dean
Senator Georges Mr Dobie
Senator Neal Nrs Eelly

1. The Committee met at 9 a.m.

2.

3.

4,

-

6. INSPECTION - WILLIAM HOVELL DRIVE

The Committee deliberated.

Resolved - On the motion of Mr Dean -

That & sub-committee be appointed
consisting of Yr Fry, Mr Dobie and
Mrs Kelly for the purpose of conducting



2.

an inspection of the proposed extension
of William Hovell Drive.

7. DUBLIC HEARING - SPECIAL VARIATIONS
Press and public admitted.

The Acting Chairman opened the hearing and
made a statement.

Ordered -~ That the following documents be
incorporated in the transcript of evidence.

The letter from the Minister for the
Capital Territory referring the inquiry
to the Committee.

Briefing Notes from the National Capital
Development Commission and the Department
of the Capital Territory.

- Letter of 11 March from Mr J. Lamb,

Statement of 12 March by the Hawker
Residents Action Committee,

Reports Nos 14 and 20 of the Standing
Conmittee on Finance of the A.C.T.
House of Assembly,

M¥s Maureen Horder,
Member - Finance Committee,
A.C.T. House of Assembly

was called, made an affirmation and was examined.
Ms Horder withdrew.
The following witnesses were called

Mr Geoffrey John Campbell,
Chief Planner,
National Capital Development Commission

made an affirmation

Mr George Desmond Wellesley Pain,
Chief Enginger,
National Capital Development Commission

Mr Edwin George Davenport,
Assistant Secretary, |
Department of the Capital Territory

Mr Kevin Raymond Black,

0IC, Statutory Processes,

Lands Division,

Department of the Capital Territory

Mr Raymond George Gallagher,
Assistant Secretary,
Department of the Capital Territory

were sworn.



3.

The witnesses were examined together,
The witnesses withdrew.

Ordered ~ That the letter of 13 March 1981
from the National Capital Development
Commission be incorporated in the transcript
of evidence.

Mr John Derwent Lamb,
Private citizen of 74 Macgregor
Street, Deakin

was called, made an affirmation and was examined.
Mr Lamb withdrew.

Mr Geoffrey John Campbell,
Chief Planner,
National Capital Development Commission

and
Mr Raymond George Gallagher,

Assistant Secretary,
Department of the capita.l Territory

were recalled and further examined.
Mr Campbell and Mr Gallagher withdrew,

The following witnesses representing the John
James Medical Centre were called, sworn and
examined together.

Dr Peter Dalton Hughes,
Chairman, Board of Directors

Dr Bryan Geoffrey Cutter,
Director

Dr John Hehir,
Director

The witnesses withdrew.

The following witnesses were recalled, and
further examined.

Mr Geoffrey John Campbell
Chief Planner,
National Capital Development Commission

Mr George Desmond Wellesley Pain,

Chief Engineer,

National Capital Development Commission
Mr Edwin George Davenport,

Assistant Secretary,

Department of the Capital Territory

Mr Kevin Raymond Black,

QIC, Statutory Processes,

Lands Division,
Department of the Capital Territory



4.

The witnesses withdrew.

The following witnesses representing the
Hawker Residents Action Committee were called,
sworn and examined together.

Dr Bruce Stanley Middleton,

Chairman
Mr Peter Anthony Smith,

P Member
Mr Simon Patrick O'Halloran,
Hember
Mr Timothy Michael Clarke,
Hember

8. APPOINTMENT OF A SUB-COMMITTEE

Resolved -~ On the motion of Mr Dean -

That a sub-committee be appointed
consisting of Mr Fry, Mr Dean and
¥rs Kelly for the purpose of continuing
the hearing on the special series of
variations to the City Plan.

9. PUBLIC HEARING - SPECIAL, VARIATIONS

Examination continued of the witnesses from
the Hawker Residents Action Committee.

The witnesses withdrew.
Mr John Barry Coombe,
Private citizen of 153 Springvale
Drive, Weetangera
was called, sworn and examined.
The witness withdrew.
Mr Justice Rae Else-Mitchell,
Private citizen of 36 Elsey Street,
Hawker
was called, sworn and examined.
The witness withdrew.
i0. PUBLICATION OF EVIDENCE
Resolyed -~ On the motion of Mrs Kelly -
That pursuant to the power conferred
by sub-section 2(2.) of the Parliamentar
Papers Act 1908 this Committe€ authorises
publication of the evidence given before it
at the public hearing this day.



)

11, ADJOURNMENT

At 12.50 p.m. the Committee adjourned until
a date and hour to be fixed by the Acting

Chairman.

Confirmed,

ACTIN('\ CHAIRMAN



THIRTY-SECOND PARLIAMENT

JOINT COMMITTEE ON THE AUSTRALIAN CAPITAL TERRITORY

MINUTES OF PROCEEDINGS
NO. 6

TUESDAY, 7 APRIL 1981
at Canberra

PRESENT: Mr Fry (Acting Chairman) Mr Dobie
Mr Bradfield Mr Hicks
Mr Dean Mrs Kelly

1. The Committee met at 2.22 a.m.

2.

3.

4. SPECIAL VARIATIONS

The Acting Chairman brought up for
consideration his draft report on the
Seventy First/Seventy Second Series of
Variations -~ Final Report.

Paragraphs 1 to 17 by leave taken together
amended and agreed to.

Paragraphs 18 to 60 by leave, postponed.
5. WILLIAM HOVELL DRIVE

The Committee deliberated.

7. ADJOQURNMENT

At 10 a.m. the Committee adjourned until
Wednesday, 22 April at 9.30 a.m.




THIRTY-SECOND PARLIAMENT

JOINT COMMITTEE ON THE AUSTRALIAN CAPITAL
TERRITORY

MINUTES OF PROCEEDINGS
No, 7

+ WEDNESDAY, 22 APRIL 1981

at Canberra

PRESENT: Mr Fry (Acting Chairman) ¥r Dean

Senator Georges Mr Hicks

Mrs Kelly
1. The Committee met at 9.30 a.m.
2.
3.
4. SEVENTY-SECOND SERIES OF VARIATIONS TO THE CITY PLAN
The Committee deliberated.

5.
6. PUBLICATION OF EVIDENCE

Resolved -~ On the motion of Mr Dean -

That pursuant to the power conferred

by sub-section 2(2.) of the Parliamentarz
Papers Act 1908, this Committee authorises
publication of the following letters
submitted to its inquiry on the 72nd
Series of Variatioms.
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Letter from the Department of the Capital
Territory of 2 April 1981

Letters from the National Capital
Development Commission of 23, 25 and
27 March 1981

Letters from the Uniting Church of Australia
of 13 March and 13 April 1981

‘ Letter from the Capital Territory Health
Commission of 6 April 1981

Letter from the Rawker Residents Action
Committee of 18 March 1981

Letter from Mr H, Lepp of 19 March 1981

Letter from Mr R.L. Chapman and others of
17 March 1981



THIRTY-SECOND PARLIAMENT
JOINT COMMITTEE ON THE AUSTRALIAN CAPITAL TERRITORY
MINUTES OF PROCEEDINGS
0. 9
TUESDAY, 28 APRIL 1981

at Canberra

PRESENT: Mr Fry (Acting Chairman) My Bicks
Mr Dean Mrs Kelly
Mr Dobie

1. The Committee met at 9.30 a.m.

2.

3.

4,

5.

6. PUBLIC HEARING - SPECIAL SERIES OF VARIATIONS
Press and public admitted.

The Acting Chairman opened the hearing and
made a statement. M

Ordered - That the following letters be
incorvorated in the transcript of evidence.

From the Department of the Capital
Territory dated 2 April 1981.

From the National Capital Development
Commission dated 23, 25 and 27 March 1981.
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From the Canberra Presbytery of the Uniting
Church in Australia dated 13 March 1881 and
13 April 1981.

From the Capital Territory Health Commission
dated 6 April 1981.

From the Hawker Residents Action Committee
dated 18 March 1981.

From Mr H, Lepp of Belcornen dated 19 March
1981.

From 46 residents of Holt dated 17 March 1981.

From 26 outer Belconnen residents dated
17 March 1981.

From the Chairmen of the Finance Committee,
A.C.T. House of Assembly dated 27 April 1981,

Mr Paul Whalan,
Chairman, Finance Committee,
A.C.T. House of Assembly

was called, sworn and examined.

The witness withdrew.

Mr Geoffrey Jobn Campbell,
Chief Planner,
National Capital Development Commission

Mr George Desmond Wellesley Pain,
Chief Engineer,
National Capital Development Commission

Mr Edwin George Davenport,

Assistant Secretary,

Department of the Capital Territory

Mr Kevin Raymond Black,

0IC, Statutory Processes,

Department of the Capital Territory
were recalled

Dr Bryan Harry Pratt,

Director - Conservation and>

Agriculture Branch,

Department of the Capital Territory
was called and sworn.

The witnesses were examined together.



Ordered ~ That the "Conditions for Sale
of Residential Leases" tabled by the
Department of the Capital Territory be
treated as Exhibit 1 and included in the
Committee’s records.

Examination contioued,
The witnesses withdrew.

The+following witnesses from the Hawker
Residents Action Committee were recalled
and further examined.

Dr Bruce Stanley Middleton,
Chairman

Mr Peter Anthony Smith,
Member

Mr Simon Patrick O'Halloran,
Membexr

Ordered -~ That the document “"Plan of Blocks
16~23 Section 39, Blocks 6-22, 38-46,
Section 41, Higgins tabled by the Hawker
Residents Action Coumittee be treated as
Exhibit 2 and included in the Committee's
records.

Examination continued.
The witnesses withdrew.
Mr Ronald Laurence Chapman,
Spokesman,
Holt Residents Group
was called, sworn and examined.
The witness withdrew.
Mr Kelvyn Grenfell Enright,
Course Convenor,
Urban and Regional Planning,
Canberra College of Advanced
Education
was called, made an affirmation angd was examined.
The witness withdrew.
The following witnesses representing the Canberra
Presbytery of the Uniting Chureh in Australia
were called, sworn and examined together.

Rev Norman David MeDonald,
Presbytery Officer and Secretary
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Rev Keith Lachlan Doust,
Member, Canberra Presbytery

The witnesses withdrew.

The following witnesses were recalled and
further examined.

Mr Geoffrey John Campbell,
Chief Planner,
National Capital Development Commission

Mr George Desmond Wellesley Pain,
Chief Engineer

Mr Edwin George Davenport,
Assistant Secretary,
Department of the Capital Territory

Mr Kevin Raymond Black,
0IC, Statutory Processes,
Department of the Capital Territory

Dr Bryan Harry Pratt,
Director - Conservation and Agriculture
Branch,
Department of the Capital Territory
The witnesses withdrew.
7. PUBLICATION OF EVIDENCE
Resolved - On the motion of Mr Dean =~
That pursuant to the power conferred
by sub-section 2(2.) of the Parliamentary
Papers Act 1908, this Committee authorises
puEI'Ica.ticn of the evidence given before it
at the public hearing this day.
Press and public withdrew.
8. SPECIAL SERIES OF VARIATIONS
The Committee deliberated.

Consideration resumed on the Chairman's
Draft Report.

Paragraphs 18 to 60 by leave, takeh together,
amended and agreed to.

Resolved ~ On the motion of Mr Dean ~
Thet the report, as amended, be agreed to.

Resolved - On the motion of Mrs Eelly -
That the appendixes-be agreed to.

The Committee deliberated.



9.

ADJOURNMENT

At 12.20 p.m. the Committee adjourned until
Tuesday, 5 May at 9.30 a.m.



