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The outcomes of the pre-consultation exercise are discussed below. 
 
The following stakeholders requested meetings: 

• Australian Bureau of Statistics; 
• Department of Immigration and Citizenship; 
• Belconnen Community Council. 

 
The following stakeholders responded by email: 

• ACTPLA;  
• Australian Bureau of Statistics.  
• Department of the Environment, Water Heritage and the Arts; 
• Department of Finance and Deregulation; 
• Department of Immigration and Citizenship; 
• Royal Australian Institute of Architects; 

 
The following stakeholders provided responses in meetings but did not confirm in 
writing: 
 

• Belconnen Community Council 
 
The following stakeholder did not respond 

• Comsuper 
 
The running sheet for contact with stakeholders is at Annex A. 
 
Stakeholders Responses 
ACT Planning and Land Authority 
The Authority did not address the DCP in its comments.  It expressed the view that 
the land should be degazetted and developed in accordance with the Territory Plan.  
In conversation the Authority expressed concern that other ACT agencies were not 
consulted.   
 
ACTPLA was reminded that this was a pre consultation exercise and that opportunity 
for full comment would be available when the DCP was released under NCA protocol 
for public consultation. 
 
Australian Bureau of Statistics 
ABS was agreeable to the proposed development of the land but had some concern 
about parking in Benjamin Way and the possible impact it might have on the Bureau’s 
arrangements for short stay parking in front of its building.  It suggested that the final 
sentence of paragraph 4.1 be deleted. 
 
Belconnen Community Council 
The Council Chair and Chair Planning Committee (Bryan Rhinehart) met with me on 
20 May 2008.  The Council members had clearly read the DCP but limited their 
remarks to general support for the consultation process proceeding.  They saw the 
development as being desirable for the growth of the Town Centre. 
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The Council declined to make a written response because of the voluntary nature of 
the organisation and the existing correspondence load. 
 
Department of the Environment, Water, Heritage and the Arts 
The Department’s response generally related to the conservation of the heritage 
values of Wings 3-5.  The Department expressed concern that potential developments 
could impinge on the remnant heritage buildings through the restriction of views into 
and from the heritage place, and that new development may have an adverse impact 
on the urban design of the heritage place through inappropriate spatial separation or 
incompatible building form. 
 
The Department expressed the view that the DCP should contain a heritage objective 
to reflect the importance of the site in relation to Cameron Offices and that the 
retention of the heritage place needed to be protected by the DCP in the event that 
protection through other controls was compromised. 
 
The Department thought more information about the master planning of Sections 44 
and 49 needed to be included in the DCP so that the end result could be appreciated. 
 
The Department drew attention to references in the DCP to the earlier Territory Plan 
and recommended they be removed or updated. 
 
Department of Finance and Deregulation 
The Department made a number of editorial changes to the DCP (See Table One 
below) and suggested that there be more information provided in some sections of the 
development control plan.  The Department did not opposed the DCP but suggested 
that sections required some preamble that set the controls against the existing situation 
with respect to that control, and cited the object on which the control was predicated. 
 
Department of Immigration and Citizenship 
The Department responded by email confirming that it did not consider that the 
proposed development would adversely impact on its tenancy of buildings in Chan 
Street and Benjamin Way. 
 
Royal Australian Institute of Architects 
The Institute did not have time to canvass comments from the general membership 
but did provide comments from Eric Martin (Heritage) and Sheila Hughes (Urban 
Design). 
 
Both commentators drew attention to a need to consider the remnant Cameron Offices 
in the DCP to ensure that the new developments reflected the heritage values and 
context of the remnant Offices.  The RAIA expressed concern regarding the lack of 
controls in the Territory Plan that would ensure an appropriate urban design for 
Sections 44 and 49 in the context of the surrounding precinct.   
 
The Institute provided some editorial comment. (see Table One Below  
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TABLE ONE  EDITORIAL COMMENTS 
 

The editorial comments in the stakeholder responses are set out below 
 

Section Comment Agency  
Preamble This should clarify; 

The Cameron office buildings wings 3, 4, and 5 and stratum 
sections 193, 194 and 195 (the Bridge) be retained. 
That some of the sites referred to in the DCP have already been 
developed.  The ABS offices have been constructed on block x 
and car parks provided on block y.  If possible it would be 
useful to explain whether the car parks are temporary or 
permanent features or are there known proposals for 
redevelopment?  Does the likely redevelopment in the short 
term realistically only relate to B10, B20 and part of B11 on 
S.44? 

DEWHA  

1.2 This land is located in the Belconnen Town Centre and from 
198x to 200x accommodated the Cameron Offices occupied by 
the Commonwealth Government.  Redevelopment of the 
subject site for offices, residential and/or other uses should 
have a significant positive impact on the function and structure 
of the Town Centre with a view to revitalising the Belconnen 
Town Centre 

DOFAD  

1.3 The purpose of this DCP  and DCP drawing is to provide 
planning and design guidance for the redevelopment of the 
subject site and retention of the remaining significant heritage 
buildings on the subject site within the framework of the 
National Capital Plan and the Territory Plan  

DOFAD  

1.3.1 Delete  Buildings have been demolished RAIA  
2.1 Suggest should include a heritage objective.  For example to 

provide for the retention of the Cameron offices (Wings 3, 4, 
and 5) and allow for redevelopment of adjoining blocks while 
not adversely impacting on the heritage values of the place. 

DEHWA  

2.6.1 Maximum building height should be limited to (RL) of original 
buildings 

RAIA  

3.1 Indication of overall land use for the precinct?  Insert opening 
sentence/s 

DOFAD  

3.1(d)(i) Please check that this is accurate. We did not have the map to 
cross reference this 

DOFAD  

3.1(d)(ii) These references appear to be incorrect   
3.1 ii Reconsider whether “To use the premises for any uses included 

in the Territory Plan  B2B 2.1 Schedule 1 Precinct b except car 
parking is appropriate.  The office spaces are part of the 
heritage value of the place.  The continued use of the building 
for offices would reflect the past use and hopefully ensure that 
the internal open plan layout is not compromised.  Uses that 
could require internal reconfiguration of space/external changes 
could be problematic as they could impact on the heritage 
values.  It is recommended that this clause needs to ensure 
office is the majority use of the floor space.  Could add, other 
uses that are compatible with the heritage values may be 
considered where in accordance with clause/schedule x,y of the 
Territory Plan. with the exception of uses x,y,z, (i.e. delete all 
uses that would obviously be incompatible). 

DEWHA  

3.7.2 Needs to be broader consideration of any development for the 
adjacent streets.  Needs to be in context of Town Centre. 

RAIA  

4.1 Car parking for the ABS office development on Blocks 5 and 6 
Section 49) shall be provided at a rate of 1 space per 100m2 of 
gross floor area (GFA) (confirm this is correct) as shown in the 
Lend Lease Consortium Master Plan dated October1990 (can 
this document be attached to the DCP?).  The parking for the 
development should be located within Blocks 5, 6, and 7 of 
Section 49 Belconnen.  Consideration may be given to locating 
a small number of the total car parking within the verge of 
Benjamin Way (Can this be done? Presumably all car parking 
needs to be on site) directly accessible from the street if 
requested by the Territory. 

DOFAD  Comments in italics 
by DOFAD 

4.1 Delete last sentence ABS  
4.8.1 Potential requirements of the ACT Heritage Act need to be 

written into DCP 
RAIA  

5.8.2.2 Delete DEH 
Insert DEWHA 

RAIA  

6.1 The maximum building height on Sections 44 and 49 is AHD  Comments in italics 
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613.7 metres excluding roof plant (Please indicate how many 
storeys that would equate to). 

by DEWHA 

6.8.2.3 Needs to be a stronger statement now on to what extent 
development can occur and not adversely affect the 
significance such as heights, closeness to buildings etc. 

RAIA  Refers to 
relationship with 
remnant Cameron 
Offices  

8 Heritage environment and Moral Rights Obligations DEWHAA  
8.1 After ‘The heritage significance” insert “and values” 

Reiterate that Cameron Offices buildings Wings 3,4, 5 and 
stratum section 193, 194 and 195 need to be retained. Then 
differentiate between the need to retain these wings versus 
providing for impact assessment for redevelopment on the 
remainder of the blocks covered by the DCP 

  

8.2 Qualify that any demolition proposals would relate to buildings 
on blocks other than wings 3, 4 and 5 and the bridge (as they 
need to be retained). 

DEWHA  

8.7 Delete 8.7 and renumber 8.5 DEWHA  
8.8 Delete 8.8 and renumber 8.6 DEWHA  
17.1 Any land use on the site will be developed in accordance with 

the relevant objective and controls of the Territory Plan current 
at the date of commencement (what is the date of 
commencement) of the Holding Lease for the sites and the 
provisions relating to the maximum building height, gross floor 
area and setback as set out in this DCP (These matters are not 
set out in the DCP) 

DOFAD Comments in italics 
by DEWHA 

 
Stakeholder written responses are at Annex B.  
 
Conclusion 
Stakeholders responding to the invitation to comment of the draft DCP were advised 
that they would be provided with a further opportunity to comment under the protocol 
applied by the NCA to public consultation on planning matters.  In a number of cases 
it appeared that this information needed to be reiterated and emphasised.  However, as 
indicated in the table above, stakeholders generally took a constructive approach to 
the proposed DCP. 
 
However, ACTPLA and RAIA both adopted a negative attitude to the DCP.  At the 
basis of the RAIA concerns was a resentment towards the Commonwealth because the 
Institute’s application to the Minister to register the whole of Cameron Offices had 
been unsuccessful.  This was reflected both in initial correspondence with the Institute 
and in its response.  
 
Notwithstanding this major concern the Institute did raise legitimate urban design 
issues in its submission and these are recorded above and in the attached responses 
(Annex ‘B’). 
 
ACTPLA did not address the DCP at all.  Its fundamental position was that it did not 
want to add credibility to the document by commenting on it.  The Authority was of 
the view that the land ought to be declared Territory land in which case, the Territory 
Plan would apply and the DCP would have no effect. 
 
The Authority raised concern that the pre-consultation exercise did not encompass the 
views of other interested agencies including TAMS and ACTEW who might have 
wished to comment on infrastructure issues.  Once again attention was drawn to the 
nature of the exercise and the opportunity for fuller comment in due course.   
 
 
Yours sincerely 
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Paul D Cohen FPIA MURP 
Certified Practicing Planner 
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ANNEX ‘A’ 
 

CONTACT RUNNING SHEET 
 
Name Organisation Number email Action Status 
Mark 
Flanigan 

Water 
Environment 
and Heritage 

6274 
1111 

Mark.Flanigan 
@environment.gov. 
au 
 
 
Margaret.Hammond@
environment. 
gov.au u 

26/5/08   Rang follow up left message 
27/5/08   New contact Tayo (Theo Hooy )        

6274 2015 
27/5/08   email from M Hammond wants 

drawing 
Rang P Dewhusrt requested dwg 
emailed to me 
Advised Margaret Hammond that 
Monday morning is latest I can 
accept comment. 

2/6/08     Rang MH.  Said she had prepared 
comments and they were with 
supervisor.  Said I would have to 
close off mid morning Tuesday but 
I was eager to get her comments. 

3/6/08     Received comments by email 

Finalised 

Julie 
Doyle 

Finance and 
Deregulation 

6261 
1111 

Karishma. 
Deshmukh@ 
finance.gov.au 

               Contact by phone.  email back will 
provide advice in writing. 

26/5/08Written response received  

Finalised 

David 
Parken 

RAIA 6121 
2000 

David Parken@ 
raia.com.au 

22/5/08   Sent Request on his return from 
OS. 
Rang and spoke same day 

27/5/08   Rang  Spoke to Samantha.  Hasn’t 
looked at it yet.  Has Exec this 
week. 

3/6/08 Written comment received 

Finalised 

Gaby 
Langhorn 

ABS  gabs@abs.gov.au Meeting at ABS.  No concerns.  
Will confirm in writing 

26/5/08    Follow up  
2/6/08     Received written advice  

Finalised 

Steven 
Bounds 

Belconnen 
Community 
Council 

6251162
2 

 20/5/08.  Meeting    Discussed with Steven 
Bounds and Brian Rhynehart  
(Council Planning Committee) No 
concerns with proposal.  Did not 
propose to respond in writing 

Finalised 

Matt 
Stevens 

Comsuper 0407269
675 

matt.stevens@ 
comsuper 

26/5/08   Left message  
27/5/08   Promised to respond by COB today 
30/5/08   Asked for response by COB today 
 

 

Con 
O’Rourke 

Immigration and 
Citizenship 

6264 
1247 
0412 614 
633 

con.o’rourke@ 
immi.gov.au 

26/5/08   Meeting 0900  
Briefed O’Rourke and staff on 
DCP 

30/5/08   rang no response on phone or 
mobile left msg re reposnse by 
COB  

30/5/08 Received written response 
 

Finalised 

Jacqui 
Lavers 

ACTPLA  Jacqui.lavis@act.gov.
au 

14/5/08 Requested comment 
15/5/08 Received written comment 

finalised 

 
 

REPORT ON PRECONSULTATION  
DEVELOPMENT CONTROL PLAN 171/08/0003 
CAMPBELL DION PTY LTD 

7



ANNEX B 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

WRITTEN RESPONSES FROM STAKEHOLDERS 
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National Capital Authority 

GPO Box 373 

CANBERRA   ACT   2601

Telephone 02 6271 2888   

Facsimile 02 6273 4427 

Email  natcap@natcap.gov.au

www.nationalcapital.gov.au




