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CONCERNED RESIDENTS OF BEVERLEY PARK  

See spreadsheet of concerned residents who have signed objections 
letters in support of the Resident Action Group (emailed to Laura Locke 

on 27th March, 2018) 

 

 

OBJECTING TO  

DA2017/0471 to construct a perimeter security fence around Beverley 
Park Golf Course and remove 156 trees. 

 

 

MEETING LOCATION  

Spooner Park 

 

 

MEETING TIME  

 5.45pm, Tuesday 27th March, 2018 

 

 

OBJECTION SUBMISSIONS 

All objections outlined in appendix A. 

238 individually signed letters of objection from residents.  
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Elise Borg 

Beverley Park NSW 2217 

On behalf of Residents Action Group 

 

27th March, 2018 

 

Dear Ms Bishop, 

Thank you for taking the time on 27th March, 2018 to meet with the 
Committee members of the Beverley Park Residents Action Group 
Opposed to Fence (DA2017/0471). 

We outline in the attached, Appendix A, the extensive concerns of the 
residents of Beverley Park who are opposed to this development 
application. 

Following this meeting, we formally request that Council hold this 
development application in abeyance until such time that Council 
firstly confirm that ‘Owners Consent’ has been granted by all 
landowners; Georges River Council, The Crown and Sydney Water.  

Secondly, it be held in abeyance until such time as further information 
is supplied so that this development application meets the 
requirements of the Kogarah Development Control Plan (DCP), 2013, 
as is outlined in this submission.  

When Council has received clarification on Owners Consent, we would 
request a copy of that documentation. Further, when the applicant 
provides all the necessary reports to be compliant with the DCP, we 
request an extended period of time for the public to make submissions 
to this application. 

I look forward to your response, 

Kind Regards 

Elise Borg 
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APPENDIX A 

Community Objections 

Beverley Park is a divinely quite, neighbourly suburb, which offers green, open spaces 
which are freely accessible, delightfully maintained and not fenced in. Beverley Park 
Golf Course, which is on public land, is the jewel of the region and its singularity as a 
green and pleasant haven for wildlife and peaceful, country-style ambience must 
not be compromised for the financial gain of Golf Club Management. 

The removal of a small coppers log post and rail fence, average height of 700mm 
and replace it with a 2.1metre high spear top charcoal coloured metal fence 
resulting in the removal of 156 mature and native trees will be detrimental to the 
streetscape surrounding the Golf Course.  The residential properties, particularly those 
in Battye Avenue, Ferry Avenue, Burgess Street and parts of Harslett Crescent all face 
the Golf Course and look out at a tree lined open space vista.  This fence will 
dramatically impact on that vista. 

The removal of 156 mature and native trees on all boundaries that surround the 
course will also have a dramatic and adverse impact on the quality open space of 
the Golf Course. It may take 2 to 3 decades for the replacement trees to reach the 
height of most trees that will be removed. 

The removal of these trees, as stated above, combined with the erection of a 
2.1metre high spear top charcoal coloured metal fence completely enclosing the 
Golf Course will have an immensely devastating effect on the local streetscape. 

One of the key principles for leasing and licensing of the Golf Course  (Sportsground 
Category) set out in Table 6 on Page 32 of the Beverley Park Plan of Management 
2006 is ‘Aesthetics’, which states ‘Building form and Aesthetics shall be in keeping with 
the provisions of the “Heritage Conservation Area” initiatives as described for 
Beverley Park by the National Trust’.  The tree-lined canopy surrounding the Golf 
Course is the reason the National Trust gave this area a Heritage Conservation Area 
listing. 

In 1998 the National Trust nominated the suburb of Beverley Park including the 
parkland as a Heritage Conservation Area.  Even though the ascribed classification is 
non-statutory it states ‘Council still should encourage good landscape design that is 
complimentary to the ideals of the classification so as to retain the heritage 
streetscape’.  The removal of so many mature trees along the boundary of the Golf 
Course and the erection of a 2.1metre high spear top charcoal coloured metal 
fence especially along Battye Avenue, Ferry Avenue and Burgess Street will decimate 
the streetscape and goes totally against the principles and ideals of the classification. 

One of the key Value Statements for the Planning Management and Development of 
the Beverley Park Golf Course and Links outlined in Clause 6.4 of the Beverley Park 
Plan of Management, 2006 states under heading:  ‘Cultural’ that ‘the Golf Course is 
valued as a preferred place because it provides a cultural framework that defines 
the relationship between people, place and the environment by instilling a strong 
sense of identity and cohesion within the local community’. 

The proposal submitted by the Beverley Park Golf Club Management for the Golf 
Course goes totally against this Value Statement as it has totally alienated the local 
community.  

The erection of the fence will also lead to a proliferation of litter against the fence 
creating a most undesirable appearance. 
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Environmental Objections 

Removal of trees 

The application details the request to remove 156 trees on the golf course boundary 
(Ferry Av 57 trees, Battye Av 29 trees, Ramsgate Rd 41 trees, Weeney St 7 trees, 
Jubilee Av 11 trees, Burgess St 11 trees).  

STATEMENT OF FACT OBJECTION 

The Beverley Park Plan of Management 2006 
(Pg 31) states as one of its Core Objectives is  

(c) encourage, promote and facilitate the site 
as a native flora and fauna habitat. 

The proposed 2.1m high, 2091 lineal 
meters in length of fencing and removal 
of 156 trees (average height 12m) 
contravenes the core objectives outlined 
in the Beverley Park Plan of Management 
2006 as it will deplete the stock of native 
flora which will have a dramatic impact 
on fauna habitat and migratory bird 
species. 

 

One of the Strategies outlined in the Beverley 
Park Plan of Management 2006 (Pg 38) for a 
Sportsground is:- 

To increase the diversity, access and utilisation 
of the parkland by native fauna and migratory 
bird species. 

The Development Application for the 
construction of a fence and the removal of 156 
trees fails to meet the objectives of this strategy 
which is to:- 

‘Increase the total area of native flora relevant 
for sustaining identified and potential local and 
migratory fauna species.’ 

 

This application in fact decreases the 
area of native flora, which will adversely 
impact on native fauna and migratory 
bird species. 

 

Section 9.3 of the Beverley Park Plan of 
Management 2006 (Pg 57), the Green-Web 
Sydney states that the Beverley Park Golf 
Course has been identified by Council as a 
‘Habitat Reinforcement Area’. As a 
consequence Council requires the planting of 
native trees and vegetation to establish a 
green-web link to provide for migration and 
habitat around the foreshore areas of Kogarah 
Bay. 

 

The removal of so many trees which is 
part of this Development Application 
contravenes the Green-Web scheme 
initiative to establish a green-web of 
native vegetation and habitat corridors. 

 

Section 10.6.1 of the Beverley Park Plan of 
Management 2006 (Pg 80) states that there is 
an opportunity to increase the diversity of 
native species within the park. It states the 
following:- 

Trees provide a number of recognised benefits 
both in terms of the park, its surrounds and the 
local area. The following values have been 

The removal of all the trees identified in 
the Development Application Supporting 
Documents will have an adverse impact 
on all of these values. Further, the 
majority of the trees identified to be 
removed have a height of approx 12m 
and a large tree canopy. These physical 
barrier and streetscape that these large 
tree canopy’s provide cannot be 
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associated with trees:- 

Culture: trees provide a sense of history, 
place and time. 

Environmental: trees reduce undesirable 
climatic conditions including improving air 
quality by reducing temperature, heat from 
reflected surfaces, provide shade, shelter and 
reduce street noise into the parkland and 
residential premises. 

Wildlife: trees provide protection and 
habitat for a variety of animals and insect life 
forms. 

Visual:  trees enhance the visual 
amenity and quality of the area 

Perceptual: trees provide a sense of 
distance, safety, security, privacy, protection 
and enjoyment while softening the parkland 
and streetscape.  

Economic: treed parkland and 
streetscapes generally enhance property 
values by improving the amenity of the area. 

 

replicated with the planting of small 
replacement trees. What makes Beverley 
Park and the Golf Course so special is the 
perimeter planting around the boundary 
of the course itself. Secondly, the physical 
barrier created by these high canopy 
trees reduces the number of golf balls 
landing in private residences causing 
potential damage and injury to people. 

 

The Kogarah Development Control Plan 2013, 
Part B – General Controls, Section B2 – Tree 
Management and Green Web states on Page 
18:- 
 
‘Invalid reasons to remove a tree: 

(i) To erect a front fence, internal fence 
or a fence adjoining a public 
reserve.’ 
 

It also states:- 
‘Where a DA includes the removal of a 
substantial tree/trees, an Arborist Report must 
be submitted in accordance with Australian 
Standard AS 4970-2009: Protection of Trees on 
Development Sites. This report must 
substantiate the tree works, removal, pruning, 
protection and/or ongoing management of 
affected trees. As part of the development 
assessment process, a Site Analysis must be 
undertaken to identify site constraints and 
opportunities, including trees located on the 
site and neighbouring sites. Where an 
application proposes the removal of 
substantial trees, the applicant is required to 
demonstrate that an alternative design, 
achieving the retention of any tree(s), is not 
feasible.’ 
 

The request to remove 156 trees on the 
perimeter of the golf course for the sole 
purpose of erecting a fence, is in 
complete contradiction of this Control 
Plan. Further, the development 
application does not include any of the 
additional information stated as required 
(arborists report, site analysis, redesign to 
retain trees, identify instability of adjoining 
trees, demonstrate that an alternative 
design is not achievable). 
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The State Environmental Planning Policy No 
19—Bushland in Urban Areas defines a 
Bushland as  
 
bushland means land on which there is 
vegetation which is either a remainder of the 
natural vegetation of the land or, if altered, is 
still representative of the structure and floristics 
of the natural vegetation. 
 
Section 6 (1) states 
Consent to disturb bushland zoned or reserved 
for public open space 
‘A person shall not disturb bushland zoned or 
reserved for public open space purposes 
without the consent of the council.’ 

 
Section 6 (4) states 
‘A consent authority shall not consent to the 
carrying out of development referred to in 
subclause (1) unless: 
‘(b) it is satisfied that the disturbance of the 
bushland is essential for a purpose in the public 
interest and no reasonable alternative is 
available to the disturbance of that bushland’ 
 

The destruction and removal of 156 trees 
and the erection of a perimeter security 
fence is not in the public interest, and 
there are many other reasonable 
alternatives available that does not 
disturb the bushland. 

Kogarah City Council changed the flooding 
levels by the recent Channel works in the Golf 
Course. There is no further Hydraulic 
Assessment included to show the impact of the 
flooding levels or impact with the proposed 
fence. 
 
There is no Hazard Assessment included 
showing the risk to emergency access/egress if 
flooding occurs once this fence is erected. 

 

 

Safety / Liability Objections 

Increased risk of golf balls into private homes 

The high canopy trees along particularly Ferry Av and Battye Av act as a physical 
barrier reducing the number of golf balls potentially damaging private homes, cars 
and residents. The removal of these trees and replacement with a 2.1m fence is 
going to increase the likelihood of more balls causing property damage, injury and 
possibly even death if someone is struck with a stray golf ball. 

Increased cost of Insurance Claims to Council 

One resident on Ferry Ave, who in the past 14months has had insurance claims with 
Beverley Park Golf Club Ltd or Georges River Council, totaling in excess of $7000, for 
damage caused to their property from stray golf balls (2 x new car windscreens, 
damage to fly screens, replacement garage door, 8 x broken tiles on brand new 
driveway). Removing the high tree canopy trees is only going to increase the 
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likelihood of balls landing in neighbouring homes and therefore increase the cost of 
insurance claims and premiums on the Georges River Council. 

 

Legal Objections 

STATEMENT OF FACT OBJECTION 

In the Crown Lands Act 1989 No 6, section ‘155 -
 Offences on public land’ it states  

(1)  A person shall not, without lawful authority: 

 (b)  erect a structure on public land, 

 (f)  enclose public land (other than a road or 
watercourse to which section 63 applies), 

 

The construction of a fence on parts of 
Crown Land, that also fully encloses 
Crown Land in contravention of this act. 

 

Section 36F of the Local Government Act 1993 No 
30 [NSW] outlines the ‘Core objectives for 
management of community land categorised as a 
sportsground’ as below:- 

The core objectives for management of 
community land categorised as a sportsground 
are:  

(a) to encourage, promote and facilitate 
recreational pursuits in the community involving 
organised and informal sporting activities and 
games, and  

(b) to ensure that such activities are managed 
having regard to any adverse impact on nearby 
residences. 

 

The Beverley Park Golf Course itself is 
catagorised as a Sportsground.  

The proposed 2.1m high, 2091 lineal 
meters in length of fencing and removal 
of 156 trees (average height 12m) 
contravenes the core objectives 
outlined above in both the Local 
Government Act 1993 and the Beverley 
Park Plan of Management 2006 as it will 
have a dramatic adverse impact on 
nearby residences 

 

Section 6.7 of the Beverley Park Plan of 
Management 2006 (Pg 44) provides judgements 
from Case Law to provide guidance to Council in 
its management of the Crown Land. One of the 
Examples of Case Law is as follows:- 

‘Access to cross Crown Land should be freely 
available as of right’. 

 

Building a fence that restricts access to 
the public to cross over this Crown Land 
contravenes the Plan of Management. 

 

 



	 9	

Contravenes NSW Government’s Greater Sydney Commission South 
District Plan 

STATEMENT OF FACT OBJECTION 

In the South District Plan, prepared by the Greater 
Sydney Commission and finalised in March 2018, it 
states on Page 106 the following:- 

‘Urban renewal and infrastructure programs should 
result in a net increase in open space. Where the 
future of any larger spaces used for activities such 
as golf courses are uncertain, due to declining 
membership and attendance figures, any land or 
facilities in public ownership should be retained as 
open space and transition to shared open space 
and facilities including for organised sports.’ 

The action outlined by the Greater Sydney 
Commision is to:- 

‘Maximise the use of existing open space and 
protect, enhance and expand public open space 
by 

(e) delivering shared and co-located sports and 
recreational facilities including shared school 
grounds and repurposed golf courses’ 

 

This development application from the 
Beverley Park Golf Course to erect a 
security fence around the perimeter of 
the Golf Course and restrict public 
access completely contravenes the 
strategic direction set by the Greater 
Sydney Commission. 

 

Breach of Owners Consent 

STATEMENT OF FACT OBJECTION 
The Crown own a portion of the land that the 
course is on and Council has care, control and 
management of the course as the Trustee of the 
Crown Land. The Fence will be built on Crown land, 
and also enclose the Crown Land.  
 

There is no ‘Owners Consent’ given by 
the Department of Lands on the 
Development Application on behalf of 
the Crown. 
 

Sydney Water own a small portion of the land that 
the course is on.  
 

There is no ‘Owners Consent’ given by 
Sydney Water on the Development 
Application on behalf of Sydney Water. 
 

In Table 7 of the Beverley Park Plan of 
Management, on Page 38 it states ‘That portion of 
parkland that is Sydney Water land is to remain 
open space, NO Capital Works are permitted on 
this portion of land without the Consent of the 
Corporation’.   

It further states NO Capital Works other than those 
works approved by Sydney Water’. 

 

The construction of a 2090metre x 
2.1metre high spear top charcoal 
coloured metal boundary fence at a 
cost of approx. $0.5Million, in our 
opinion constitutes capital works. 

No letter of approval from Sydney 
Water has been included in the 
Development Application submission, 
nor has the DA form been signed by 
Sydney Water. 
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Breach of Lease 

The Development Application is in breach of the following Lease conditions. 

STATEMENT OF FACT OBJECTION 
Section 4.3 (c) of Lease Registered AH991956 
states:- 
‘The Lessee will exercise the powers conferred 
upon it by this Lease in such manner as to avoid as 
far as possible destroying damaging or otherwise 
interfering with any tree which is subject to the 
Council’s tree preservation order which is at any 
time growing upon the Premises.’ 

The removal of 156 trees on the 
perimeter of the course is a breach of 
this lease condition. 

Section 4.11 (a) of Lease Registered AH991956 
The lease requires the Lessee to obtain written 
permission from the Lessor to erect any building or 
structure on the land or make any alterations or 
additions to the premises. 

The Minister for Lands is the co-Lessor on 
behalf of the Crown. There is no written 
consent for the constuction of a fence 
on Crown Land. 

Section 4.2 of Lease Registered AH991956 states:- 
Native Fauna and Flora 
‘The lessee as far as is reasonably possible shall 
protect and preserve the native fauna and flora 
upon the Premises and any adjoining reserve or 
public place and shall take all steps that may be 
reasonably necessary to prevent damage to the 
same by any person who is permitted by the Lessee 
to be upon the Premises.’ 

This application destroys native flora 
which will have a long-term negative 
impact on the native fauna and 
migratory bird species, in complete 
contravention of this condition of the 
lease. 
 
 

Section 4.34 of Lease Registered AH991956 states:- 
Protection of the Public 
‘The Lessee shall do and perform all such acts and 
things and take such precautions as may be 
reasonably necessary having regard to all the 
circumstances of the case for the protection of the 
public against accident arising out of golf and 
other sports which shall be carried out on the land 
hereby demised and will so maintain the demised 
land so as to prevent as far as possible golf balls 
being driven pulled sliced or otherwise sent over 
any boundary fence surrounding the same.’ 

The removal of 156 mature trees (many 
with high canopy’s) from the perimeter 
of the golf course as is requested in this 
DA, will result in an increase of golf balls 
being sent over the boundary fence 
into neighbouring properties, in 
complete breach of this lease 
condition. 

Section 4.36 (b) of Lease Registered AH991956 
states:- 
Master Plan 
‘notwithstanding any other provision of the lease, 
the Lessee must not undertake on the Premises any 
significant work that is not shown on the Master 
Plan.’ 

I have requested from Council and am 
awaiting a copy of the Master Plan to 
determine whether a perimeter security 
fence and 840m2 maintenance shed is 
included in the Master Plan. 

Section 4.44 (b) of Lease Registered AH991956 
states:- 
‘Pursuant to this clause, the Council will cause its 
tree management officer to inspect all trees on the 
Premises marked by the Lessee for removal or 
significant lopping. If the tree management officer 
does not approve the removal or significant 
lopping of those trees then the Lessess may, at its 
cost, obtain and submit to Council, for the 
Council’s consideration, an independent arborist’s 
report in relation to the proposed removal or 
significant lopping of those trees.’ 

The development application includes 
no approval and makes no request for 
approval of any of the 156 trees 
earmarked for destruction. Further, 
there is no arborists report included in 
the development application or 
supporting documents.  
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Alternative Options to issues outlined by the Beverley Park Golf Club 
Management 

We understand that the Beverley Park Golf Club Management is concerned about 
vandalism and safety of people wandering into the Golf Course. We need to make 
the point that the Beverly Park area is very safe with one of the lowest crime rates in 
the Georges River Council territory. Still, we are sympathetic to the concerns of the 
Club, after all, they are part of our community and their safety and our safety is a 
common interest. Also, some Beverly Park residents are members of the Club.  

There are many alternative ways the BPGC could address their concerns regarding 
security, safety and loss of revenue without the construction of a fence which so 
adversely effects the neighbouring community. The building of this fence will cause 
irreparable division between the community and the club. 

Such examples of alternatives to address the issues are below:-  

Vandalism 

• Install a small 1.2m pool fence around internal waterways within the course  
• Install CCTV security cameras (including motion-activated cameras and 

monitored motion detectors) and erect new signage indicating that the 
course is now under 24/7 security surveillance. This would increase the risk of 
apprehension to offenders and be a greater deterrent than a fence. 

• Have night-patrol security at night to monitor any malicious intent 
• Provide the community with a 24/7 ‘security contact number’ to report 

potential vandals. The community is the best eyes and ears the club can have 
and currently there is no way for the community to report issues they witness. 

Therefore there are good intentions from the residents’ side to help the club to find a 
solution to their security concerns. But building a fence would mean irreparable 
division between residents, the community and the club itself. 

What measures does the Golf Club currently have in place to reduce vandalism and 
increase the risk of apprehension of offenders? 

A fence isn’t going to keep people out who want to cause damage. CCTV cameras 
will increase the risk of apprehension and be a greater deterrent. 

According to the Development Application supporting documents, the average cost 
of Vandalism over the last 5 years is $13,378. A fence costing $475K that so negatively 
effects the whole community of Beverley Park is not the right answer to a vandalism 
problem costing $13K/year. 

Loss of Revenue 

According to the Golf Club’s annual report, it claims ‘The Board and management 
have carried out a study on the number of NON- PAYING/playing golfers who jump 
the ineffective boundary fence every day of the week. This green fee loss and the 
escalating course damage bill caused by local vandals is approx $60K - $65 pa.’ 
Has anyone sighted this report? 

The Golf Club could employ a Course Marshall to monitor the course usage and 
evasion of green fees and issue on the spot fines. 

Public Funds 

From the Beverley Park Golf Club 2017 Annual Report it is clear that the Management 
of the Club seeks taxpayer funding to cover the costs of this development. As 
taxpayers, we object to using our taxes for such private purposes, where the club 
wishes to keep the public out of a public open space area. 
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Development Application – Non-compliance by Georges River Council 

Georges River Council has failed to comply with proper procedures in the 
acceptance and lodgment of this development application to be put on public 
exhibition. 

STATEMENT OF FACT OBJECTION 

The ‘Description of Proposed 
Development’ on the Development 
Application form is incorrect. It only states 
‘boundary fence’. It neglects to state its 
height and type of the fence, a fact of 
great significance to the proposal.  

Secondly, the ‘description of proposed 
development’ fails to mention the 
request to remove one tree, let alone 156 
trees.  

We believe this makes the development 
application invalid, when the consequence of 
the fence being erected is the removal of 156 
trees. 
 

The development application form did 
not have any DP or Lot #s completed. 
 

We believe this makes the development 
application invalid. 

The Development Application was 
inadequate and does not meet the 
requirements of the Kogarah 
Development Control Plan, 2013.  
 
Examples where the application fails to 
meet the requirements of the DCP, 2013 
are:- 

- No Aborists Report on the health 
or otherwise of the trees 
mentioned for removal. 

- No Flora & Fauna Report 
(ecological report) stating the 
impact of the removal of so many 
trees on the native fauna and 
migratory bird species that are 
abundant around the Golf 
Course. 

- No Survey Plan showing the exact 
boundaries of the golf course 

- No Site Analysis plan  
- No Site Plan identifying exactly 

what trees are to be removed, 
their height and canopy spread. 

- No detailed streetscape analysis 
showing impact on neighbouring 
homes and the impact on the 
Heritage Conservation Area. 

-  

Council has been negligent in accepting this 
development application and putting on public 
exhibition without the public having all the 
necessary information to assess the application. 

Kogarah City Council changed the 
flooding levels by the recent Channel 
works in the Golf Course. There is no 
further Hydraulic Assessment included to 
show the impact of the flooding levels or 
impact of flooding with the proposed 
fence. 
 

The public have a right to know the impact of 
flooding so close to their residences. 
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There is no Hazard Assessment included 
showing the risk to emergency 
access/egress if flooding occurs once this 
fence is erected 

Council should insist on the inclusion of this 
report to ensure the safety of the public should 
a flood incident occur. 

The streetscape images included in the 
Statement of Environmental Effects are 
misleading. They depict a fence that is 
approx 1.2m high and not the proposed 
2.1m high. 

Council should have rejected these images 
from the Statement of Environmental Effects, 
which mislead the public. 

The Development Application 
contravenes the Beverley Park Plan of 
Management 2006 in many areas. 

Council should have rejected this development 
application as it contravenes Council’s own 
Beverley Park Plan of Management 2006. 

Annexure’s 2 & 3 for this Development 
Application are not available under this 
DA on Council’s Track a DA site. We have 
found that they are included under 
another DA number. 

The public has not been provided with all the 
information to make a fair assessment of the 
application. 

Annexure 4 is not not available on 
Council’s Track a DA website. 

The public has not been provided with all the 
information to make a fair assessment of the 
application. 

The development application is in 
breach of the conditions of the Lease. 

Council should have rejected the development 
application on this basis. 

The development application does not 
have consent from all landowners. 

This makes the development application invalid. 

 



	 14	

Summary 	
In summary this Development Application should never have been accepted for 
submission due to the lack of detail and non-compliance and therefore Consent 
should be refused on the following grounds; 

1. All owners of the land have not signed the Development Application form.  The 
owners Consent has Not been given by The Crown or Sydney Water. 

2. The application lacks sufficient detail to allow a proper assessment of the 
proposal in that: 

a) There is NO Streetscape Analysis showing the impact of the fence and 
removal of trees on the local neighbourhood! 

b) There is NO Site Analysis Plan showing the impact on properties adjoining the 
Golf Course! 

c) There is NO Arborist’s Report showing the health or otherwise of the trees 
mentioned for removal!  

d) There is NO Survey Plan showing the exact boundaries of the Golf Course! 

e) There is NO Site Plan identifying exactly what trees are to be removed, 
trimmed or lopped or their height and canopy spread! 

e) There is NO Flora & Fauna Report stating what impact the removal of so 
many trees on the native fauna and migratory bird species that are 
abundant around the Golf Course! 

f) There is very little detail in the Statement of Environmental Effects and the 
photos depicted therein are very deceptive and appears to show the fence 
along Burgess Street at approx. 1.2metres high NOT 2.1metres! 

3. The proposal is contrary to the objectives of the RE1 zoning ‘Public Recreation’ as 
it fails to enhance the natural environment for recreational purposes. 

4. The Statement of Environmental Effects is lacking in detail and is incorrect as it 
portrays a boundary fence much lower in height than what is proposed. 

5. The application is contrary to the Beverley Park Plan of Management, 2006, in 
that: 

a) It is contrary to the aesthetics provisions of the ‘Heritage Conservation Area’ 
initiatives as described for Beverley Park by the National Trust. 

b) The proposal does not comply with the core objectives of the Beverley Park 
Plan of Management, 2006, which is to ensure activities are managed 
having regard to any adverse impacts on the nearby residents and it fails to 
encourage, promote and facilitate the site as a flora and fauna habitat. 

c) It reduced the green web of native vegetation and habitat corridors. 

d) It fails in one of the Value Statements in that it does not instil a strong sense of 
identity and cohesion within the local community. 

6. The proposal to enclose a public open space is against the strategic direction of 
the Greater Sydney Commission. 

7. The removal of the small coppers log post and rail fence and the construction of 
2090metre long X 2.1metre high spear top charcoal coloured metal fence will 
adversely impact on the amenity of the adjoining residents. 

8. The removal of so many mature and native trees around the boundary will likely 
cause a proliferation of damage to neighbouring properties, vehicles not to 
mention the risk of personal injury by wayward golf balls being hit be golfers. 

9. There is No strategy by the Beverley Park Golf Club to remove litter from around 
the fence. 
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10. The failure of the Beverley Park Golf Club Management to pursue other avenues 
of surveillance to monitor vandalism and evasion of green fees.  

11. The proposed fence and the subsequent removal of 156 mature and native trees 
will have a dramatic adverse impact on the streetscape surrounding the Golf 
Course. 

12. The proposal is not in the Public Interest. 

 

Therefore in summation, this proposal and Development Application should be 
refused or withdrawn for the reasons outlined above. 

 


