Reports to the 2003 AGM

Bays and foreshores

Toremain positive a year’'send is
not easy.

A quick look at the activities now
present and those planned around
theforeshores of Rozelle and Black-
wattle Bays gives aclear indication of
the intent of Government. The proven
formula of public consultation and
invitation of submissions has been
worked through - and the authorities
are now going ahead and doing
whatever they like.

e Charter boatsclutter thewharf
built & ong Pyrmont Bridge Road.

e The“dismantled’ cod discharge
plant adjoining the FishMarket
liesinruins. Itremainshardto
believemoney will befoundto
restorethispieceof Blackwettle
Bay higtory.

¢ A hugemarinerepair centrewill
be built under thewestern end of
theAnzac Bridgeso smdl yacht
repair businessesnow sited at
various|ocations can be shut
down.

e TheAudrdianHeritageFleet's
restoration yardisto bekicked
out of RozelleBay. Theonly
rel ocation sSitesoffered to date
will severdy limititscapability to
continueitsinternationally
acclaimed rebuilding of historic
vessdls.

e Alargecaamaran“sarvice
centre’ with aproposed 3-storey
buildingwill block off viewsof
thewesternend of RozelleBay.

e The" Super Yacht Marina’ isnow
regarded by Waterwaysasa
caalyst foraMarinePrecinct. It
waspromised at Public Meetings
that thisinfrastructurewasa
temporary necessity for the
Olympic Gamesandwouldbe
goneby autumn of 2001.

¢ A former container handling
facility istobeturnedintoadry

boat storagewith apotentia to
hold 1200 smdll craft.

e Threelargestesinthemiddleof

the proposed northern shore
development of RozelleBay are
being held asidefor “future
dlocation”.
In other words - Blackwattle and
Rozelle bays are being lined up as
sites for everything that other
harbour-side suburbs want to get rid
of.

Thosewho recall the overflow public
meetingsheldin 1998 and 2000,
addressed by Mat Taylor as head of
Waterways, will remember his specific
promisefor removal of the Super
Yacht Marina. We will haveto keep
reminding the Authority of this
promise.

The whole process has been clever
manipulation by vested interests,
which formed the Maritime Forum. It
iS an organisation whose representa-
tives had walked out of the public
meetingsrealising their wisheswould
not be accepted by the people. The
Forum then set to work behind the
scenes with Waterways as
“stakeholders’. Residents did not
quality for representation.

The glimmer of hopeisthat actual
development plans of the new
projectswill have to go through aDA
process. This may be an opportunity
for opposition - always with the
possibility that the Minister would
step in and over-ride any normal
approval process.

It all seemsto go back to the advice
given the Federal Minister for the
Environment of the day, the infamous
RosKelly, over the 39 runway at
Kingsford Smith Airport. If you
remember, she acted on the advice of
asenior public servant that callsfor a
Public Inquiry could berejected on
the basis of the receipt of 1900
submissions on the issue. These
submissions could be regarded as
sufficient public input.

It was a handy device because at a
proper Inquiry people have to be
prepared to testify under oath. The
fact that 90% of the submissions
opposed the project was neither here

nor there - the Government of the day
went ahead and did what it wanted.
The fact that Sydney now has an
airport that restricts development of
the Port of Botany Bay - and a port
that restricts the further devel opment
of Australia smajor airport - is
glossed over.

It becomes very annoying, when we
aretold that while the decision might

have been proved to be not the
wisest choice, we have to “moveon”.

Thereis every chance that history
will, onceagain, repeat itself.

- Collin Hills

Foreshore walkway

While attending one of those meet-
ings at which bureaucrats and lobby
groups get together to talk about
what the government should or
shouldn’t do, | was delighted to hear
that someone had proposed a path
around the foreshores of Sydney
Harbour in the early years of last
century. I’mnot sureif | remember
correctly, but I think this perceptive
gentleman wasthe Hon. N.R.W.
Nielsen, who was Minister for Lands
from 1910to 1911, and after whom
Neilsen Park was named.

Later | discovered that Nielsen Park
was established in 1911 thanksto the
efforts of the Harbour Foreshores
Vigilance Committeethat wasformed
in 1905 to urgethereturn of fore-
shores to public ownership.

Well, | thought, The Glebe Society is
obvioudly the inheritor of along and
honourable tradition. When |
recalled that we are said to have an
even moreelevated political cham-
pion in the person of the current
Premier, | wastempted to believethat
wecouldn’'tlose! Surely awalkway
from Bicentennial Park to the City
wasjust amatter of time.

But, as the saying goes, it's not over
till the fat lady sings. When | discov-
ered a couple of weeks ago that the
Sydney Harbour Foreshore Authority
(SHFA) had deferred its promised
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briefing to The Glebe Society onits
plansfor the Blackwattle Bay section
of theforeshorewalk | realised that
the fat lady haslaryngitis.

SHFA's difficulty seemsto be
achieving agreement with the other
Government authoritiesinvolved.
Thisisa pity because just about all
the pieces of thejigsaw arein place
so far asthe western side of Black-
wattle Bay is concerned.

Everyone who attended Wander and
Wonder knows that the only problem
on the northern end of Glebe Point is
the strip of land owned by The
Anchorage. Hopefully the City
Council will demonstrate more
urgency in sorting out this problem
than did its predecessor. The
Department of Education also seems
favourably disposed to granting
public access to the waterfront of the
Blackwattle Bay TAFE campus.

The difficulties begin at the wharves
along Pyrmont Bridge Road. Pioneer
Concrete remains in possession of
one end, and no decision has been
made about tenants for the other
wharves, probably because govern-
ment authorities have different ideas
on the matter.

Despite hopeful words about adap-
tive reuse of the coal unloader, it
continues to rust and rot. It is said
that the new plan for the Fishmarket
will be unveiled any day now, but as
yet we haven't seenit.

North of the Fishmarket are the Hy-
Mix Concrete batch plant and a
number of other freehold properties
collectively known as*“the Bank
Street site”. Any walkway here
would depend on satisfactory
negotiations between the Govern-
ment and the owners.

And the last piece of the jigsaw on
the city side is the land under the
Anzac Bridge once proposed as a
community park, and now the site for
aharbourside car park and boat
launching facility if Waterways' plans
announced in March cometo fruition.

The one bright light seemsto be the
interest in the walkway shown by the
City Council. TheLord Mayor and
two councillors aswell as senior
officials came to Wander and Won-
der, and another prominent councillor
wants to us to show her around.

While the chances of completing the
walkway from Bicentennial Park to
Bridge Road are excellent, we desper-
ately need achampion like Nielsen
who will push ahead with linking this
section with Jackson’s Landing at
Pyrmont and from there to the City.

- BruceDavis

Heritage and History

This committee has, over the last
year:

e Gatheredtogether, for thefirst
timein onedocument: dl build-
ingsand placesvarioudy regis-
teredin Commonwedth, Stateand
Locd Governmentingrumentsas
having heritagesignificance.
Additiondly, thedocument
contai nsitemsidentified by the
Nationa Trust andfromvarious
bookson Glebe. Itisavailableas
aworks-in-progresspublication
under thetitleof “Glebe' sTreas-
ures’.

* Beguntoinvestigatethevarying
strengthsof protection afforded
by thesedifferent Government
and non-Government bodies. In
most cases, thisprotectionisvery
wesk.

* | ookeda waystoinformmem-
bersabout Glebe sheritageand
increasetheir leve of interest.
Thishasresultedin:

e Atdkby HeritageArchitect
Hector Abrahams.

*  “Wander & Wonder”, awak of
publicly accessibleforeshores
followed by aBBQ), wherevearious
membersspokeof past effortsto
securesuch landsand of unsuc-
cessful attemptsto securea
futurefor “ Belevue’ . Wewere
fortunatein having City Council-
lorsand staff present.

For the coming year we see so much

that can be done to further the task of

conserving what is valuable and
loved about Glebe. Many members
thisyear have indicated an interest in

Heritage and History, so our first task

isto enlist anyone willing and able to

help. Be prepared for aphone call on
this!

Our combined endeavours may run
over many fronts. We intend to:

¢ Devdopandexpand“Glebe's
Treasures’. Additemsand give
exiginglistingshigher levelsof
protection. Indevelopingwhat is
basically alist, to add associated
histories, early photographsand
maps

* Meéketheaboveinformationmore
accessible, perhapsputting it
onto theweb.

* Providefor thesafekesping and
asasourceof reference, the
numerous publications, planning
studies, academic papersand
family historiesthat wehaveand
will comeour way.

¢ Continuethepromotion of
Glebe sheritageby waksand
talks, recognisngthat Glebe's
best protectionisinaninformed
public.

e Attendtoassociated investiga:
tions, responsesand submissions
aisngfromtheCommitteg sown
work, orinliasonwith other
committees, or frompublic
inquiry.

All the above has been made possi-

ble by Committee members—Liz

Simpson-Booker, Jeanette Knox,

Margot Patterson, Susan Ingram, Ted

McKeown, lan Picklesand Mack

Williams. Thank you!

- David Mander Jones

Infrastructure defect
reporting

Marcello Massi, the Place Manager
of the City of Sydney in Glebe, gave
me the opportunity to discuss with
him the procedures associated with
infrastructure defect reporting.

The amenity of the public domain,
the provision of adequate and safe
footpaths, removal of dip, trip and
fall hazards, adequate lighting,
maintenance of street trees, with a
bal ance between the trees obscuring
the street lighting and the amenity of
thetrees, are all regarded as matters
of priority with Council.

Council has a sophisticated compu-
terised system for managing com-
plaints and problems concerning
these matters, and it was pleasing to
seeit in operation. The program
includes reporting back to the person
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who initiated the comment, and where
relevant, a photo is taken of the
offending hazard, eg of tree roots
causing atrip risk on afootpath.

Council adopted the access policy in
December 1992 which aimsto provide
an environment which is accessible to
all people including those with
disahilities.

Council isaware of the need for and
is planning for the provision of street
furniture* to be effective and to
minimise clutter, and so add to the
amenity of and ease of walkingin
Glebe streets. Council isaware of the
problem of inadequate storm water
gullies.

The issue of adequate lighting as part
of the provision of a safe and pleas-
ant environment involves discussion
with Energy Australia, who own most
of the light poles and associated
fittings. Council haswon an award
for its“smart pole’, which provides
opportunities for lighting, signage
and traffic lights on the one, slender
and easy to clean, pole thus minimis-
ing some of the street clutter.

Thefact that Council has already
rectified some maintenance defects,
and is planning a proactive program
toavoid, or at least minimisg, infra-
structure defects through good
management, does not mean that this
will be achieved in amatter of weeks.
Thus reporting infrastructure defects
of immediate concernisstill relevant.

-Margaret Sheppard

* Thisisaterm used to include bins,
seats, parking meters etc.

Glebe Point Road

The Society reviewed its strategic
ranking of Glebe Point Road to
“high” because of its palpable
decline during the last year.

| took on therole of coordinator for
the project to “ Rediscover Glebe
Point Road’sVibrancy” and pre-
sented a plan to the Management
Committee which has been reported
in previous Bulletins (most recently
no. 1/2003, page 9). The essence of
the plan was that this was amedium
term project that required a sound
base of research, that would provide
convincing data to stakeholders and
a base for future studies.

| gained the agreement of the Mac-
guarie Graduate School of Manage-
ment (MGSM) to assign graduate
students to research the issue.
MGSM focused this study on the
business decline of GPR, with the
understanding that future studies on
community development and other
issues may emanate from thisfounda-
tion. A research team of four students
wasformed. Thisteam reviewed
Australian Bureau of Statistics data,
interviewed stakeholders, compared
Glebe Point Road to Norton and King
Streets, conducted competitive
analyses, reviewed literature, and
conducted focus group meetings.

Their findings and methods are set
out in areport which they provided to
the Society. The Society has sent
copies of the report to Council and
Chamber of Commerceand will
continue to push a cooperative effort
between community, Council and the
Chamber torevivify Glebe Point Road.
Theteamidentified that Glebe's
identity may be captured in the
phrase, “ A Villagein the City” and
emphasised the egalitarian and
Bohemian nature of Glebe Point Road
astheVillage'sHigh Street.

- John Gray

Environment

The Sub-Committee was re-estab-
lished at the beginning of the year.
Theinitial task wasto write a state-
ment of the Society’s environmental
policy. The draft statement was
published in Bulletin no. 4/2003,
page 4, for commentsfrom the
membership, and after minor changes
was adopted by the Society at the
June meeting of the Management
Committee. The major environmental
issuesin Glebe continue to be
rubbish (and its non-collection) and
graffiti, although memberswill have
noticed significant improvementsin
both of these areas since our suburb
came under the control of the Council
of the City of Sydney.

-Andrew Wood

Glebe Society history

Preliminary work on ahistory of the
Society has begun, mainly with a
review of some early issues of the
Bulletin. We hope to complete this

stage by the end of the year, and
then check minutes and other papers
against these notes.

Already, asaresult of some of the
initial checking, wewereabletoissue
afacts sheet about Bellevue for use
on the occasion of the recent fore-
shorewalk. Thisinformationwill be
of use as part of the complete history.

We aso hopeto interview some
members of the Society who were
involvedin earlier daysor with
particular campaigns.

- Jeanette Knox

Parks and gardens

Glebeisprivileged to haveamajor
foreshore park and many pocket
parks. The suburb isaso marked by
some magnificent mature trees,
planted as single specimens or as
avenues. These parks and trees are
animportant part of Glebe'sinfra-
structure but have been seriously
neglected for many years.

In the year under review, the Soci-
ety’s work on parks and open spaces
has targeted some of the most
neglected areas. Foley Park and
Kirsova Playground have been the
focus of special attention by
“adoptees’. In both cases, Glebe
Society members and local residents
have undertaken weeding, litter
collection and watering. The City of
Sydney Council has had early
involvement in review discussions
and has been provided with back-
ground material, survey data and
recommendations.

We are pleased to note that since the
recent boundary changes, there has
been a significant lifting of the
standard of maintenancein Glebe's
parks and open spaces. New trees
have replaced the poplars which were
removed from Glebe Point Road.
Pruning has already considerably
opened up Foley Park and the
DiggersMemorial.

The recent drought ravaged much of
the“public” vegetation in Glebe. The
Society took theinitiativein replacing
the dead camelliasin front of the
DiggersMemoria prior toAnzac Day
2003. We are hopeful that the City of
Sydney will quickly replant lost
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shrubs in key sites such as the
garden bed at the corner of Glebe
Point Road and Parramatta Road, and
the street gardens near Glebe Primary
School.

One of the issues which the Society
will be discussing over the forthcom-
ing year isthe establishment of a
significant tree register and the
consequent development of a Glebe
treetrail.

- LizSimpson-Booker

Traffic matters

For alarge part of the year traffic
matters have been in abeyance
pending the transfer of Glebeinto the

City of Sydney.

We are participating in the Cross City
Tunnel Community Liaison Group for
the western end of the project. The
main concerns here have been with
the construction activitiesin and
around Darling Harbour. Noiseand
vibration have been particular issues
asthework islargely carried out at
night. Construction trafficis not
being routed through Glebe and
fortunately there has been little
impact on our community.

The issue of tunnel stack emissions
remains hot, with community groups
alleging health risks and the RTA
asserting that it is doing better than
the Health Department and EPA
Guidelinesrequire. Neverthelessit
would appear that the debate is still
lively and Health are now undertak-
ing further research into the issue.
Stay tuned.

The proposal to beautify Broadway
as a gateway boulevard to the city
has emerged at last. Whileit seemsa
good idea on the surface weremain
concerned that the proposed 50%
reduction in traffic capacity on
Broadway could force additional
traffic onto the already congested
routes through Glebe, especially
Pyrmont Bridge Road. Accordingly
we have objected to the DA along
those lines and sought reassurance
that there will be no adverse impacts
on Glebe'slocal streets.

There has been an allocation to study
thefeasibility of anew ferry service
to the Glebe area. This study has not
yet commenced but we are attempting
to monitor the situation ourselves.

-SeveSewart

Planning

Itisaclichéto say Sydney istoo big.
The City has been bursting its
boundaries since the proliferation of
railwaysfrom 1870, and Glebeitself
was |eft behind by urban expansion
from 1900. However until fairly
recently most of that growth was at
the fringes. It has been disconcerting
for Glebe residents to see much of it
taking place as high rise apartments
on our doorstep. Moreover, athough
the current building bubbleislong
overdue to burst, and despite the
protests of the NSW Premier at levels
of immigration, thereisno likelihood
that growth will cease.

What protects Glebe from becoming
like Pyrmont? Firstly, largely because
of the actions of The Society, Glebeis
alargeintact community in pretty
good condition, nearly all of it within
an Urban Conservation Area, and
about one-fifth in public ownership.
Secondly, again almost entirely owing
to The Society, most of the industrial
land on the waterfront, once its
industrial use has ceased, has
become open space. Thirdly, again
entirely due to resident action, in
1983 L eichhardt Council adopted a
Town Plan restricting most new
development to two and a half
storeys over parking (higher when
part of the site becomes open space).
Therevised Town Plan, adopted 17
yearslater, made no differenceto
density but strengthened environ-
mental controls.

With the transfer to the City on 8
May this year, none of these things
has changed. Eventually the City will
modify its own Town Plan to include
Glebe, but thisevent issometime
away. Until that occurs, the City is
bound to apply the current Town
Plan 2000.

Thelast waterfront industrial land in
Glebe, Fletchers between Forsyth
Street and Ferry Road, will berede-
veloped with 135 units by early 2005,
but onethird of theland will become
open space, thus hopefully compl et-
ing continuous public access to the
entire Glebewaterfront.

This does not mean development in
Glebewill cease. Itislikely that all
thefailures, such asHarold Park

Paceway and Max Factor, to name
only themost extreme, will have
another go, but unless thereisa
dramatic changeit will generaly be
modest in scaleand fairly local in
effect.

It does not mean development
around uswill cease either. Pyrmont
itself will soon be complete, but the
Children’sHospital development will
continue for several years. Thereis
one major development under way in
Broadway, and further toward the
City the huge Kent Brewery sitewill
be redeveloped over at least five
years.

How can we ensure this type of
redevel opment does not flow over
into Glebe? By maintaining current
densities and increasing, if possible,
defence of our heritage and environ-
ment. For the next few yearsat |east
it isthe development of the fore-
shores across the Bays from Glebe
that islikely to concern us most.
What happens on or near the water
can have a profound effect on our
quality of life and the attractiveness
of the area, and we must be prepared
to work hard to keep them.

| would suggest a couple of other
strategies aswell. Recent studies of
Glebe Point Road (the same appliesto
St Johns Road) indicate Glebeis
becoming too exclusively residential.
We can actively encourage a better
mix, especially small and home-based
businesses, to ensure our much-lived
commercial streetsregain and
maintain their prosperity.

Development does not just take the
form of blocks of new units. Changes
to existing dwellings continue to
create problems of overdevelopment,
overshadowing, overlooking and
irreversible damage to structures
whose heritage character should be
respected. It may well bethat we
haveto insist on stronger numerical
standards, make heritage issues
better understood, press for new
heritage controls and/or extend the
list of heritageitems. Inthemeantime
we need to make a specid effort to
include newcomersin our community
and help them find solutions that
harmonisewell with what exists.

-Nel Macindoe
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