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NATIONAL CAPITAL AU’TBOR}'TY- |

THE FURTHER PROPOSED ALTERATIONS OF APR[L 2002
TO BRAFT AMENDMENT 39 -

COMMENTS OF SIR LENOX HEWITT CBE -

PREFACE
t. The Committee will huve belore it my carllcl comments:

2. inJanuary 2001 on Draft Amendment 39 of November 2000.
b. In August 2001 on the June 2001 proposed alterations 1o Draﬁ

Amendmmi 39,

2. My present cominents, on the further proposed al‘ccrattom of Aprll 2002 o _
 Draft Amendment 39, are supplumcentary (o, and should be read i in conjuncuon L
with those earlier comments of January 2001 and August 2001. : '

QQOM

3. Itis important (o note that from the time at which Draft Amcndmcnt 39 was
- referred to the Joint Standing Committee on the National Caplta] and i:xu,mal:: -
Territories it could be expected that the National Capitat Authority would not -
take any action that could pre-empt the conclusions of the C‘nmnn ltee ot thc -

. Parliament,

4. Ihe further proposed RADICAL alterations of Apnl 2002 to Draft y _
Amendment 39 do not highlight their principal effect to wnthdraw thc central : -
core of Draft Amendment 3% which was: o Do

“... to remove Lhe siatus of Designatcd Area from the residential blocks in -
Deakin and Forrest tving between State Circle and National Circuit.

und thercby:

“... to pass jurisdiction for detailed planning and dévelopment_ control on _
the tand frem the Commonwealth and the National Capital Planto the -
Territory and the Territory Plan.” ~ :

5.1t is useful to recall at this juncture the reasoning advanccd by thc Nanona]
Capital Authority for Draft Amendment 39,

The part of Deakin/Forrest arca that lies between State Circle and -
National Cireust is the only instance of standard dcns:ty resxdentul
development inchuded within a Designated Arca. This has led to-
residential propertics within the Designated Arca beinig subject to o

~ different terminology. different developmcnt cgndmons and' i fTeren




Pig3

 planning and developinient processes frony other resi'dential'bwm*;rties in
“the lOLdiltj{ TTIS IMPORTANT THAT THESE DIFFFRENCES -
SITOULD BE AVOIDED ... AND UNINTENDED COWTSION _' oo
BETWEEN ADMINISTRATION OF RESIDENTIAL AREAS IN IHE L
SAME LOCALITY BE MINIMISED.” (umphasxs addc,d) =

6. The National Capital Authority does net offer any reasons in its propﬁs‘ed .
RATHCAL allerations of April 2002, tor resiling from those jaudable
_ intenticps, the very core of Draft Amendment 39, nor does it offerany
Justification [orils Lontmumg a state of contiision.

© 7. Indeed, the coroliary of this proposed RADICAT. alteraflcn to Draft o
- Amendment 39 is to neutet the views expressed by the Temmitory Authonrj.? that -
State Circle, this Premier Main Avenue, should be treated as are the other '

Main Avenues identificd in the National Capital Plan. -

8. The Nutional Capita1 Authority’s proposed cmasculanon'of Drafl Amendment
39 is founded on its unreasoned and repeated insisternice that:

*On sites fronting State Circle between Hobarl and Adei_aide' Av‘eﬁu';sn e
.. the princip. ! residential character of the arca and the established use
of the land for residential purposes are to continue.” ' -

9. ' Thad nurtured the hope that the National Capital Authority would respond -~
positively and constructively to my earlier comments, in paeticular to those of
August 2001, and that during the coursc of the Committec’s hearings, there®
would be a rcasoned amd rational discussion of the proposals of Lhe: Authcntv L

10. In its absence, I therefore submir, with rehpect that the C,nmmlttee now -
tequire from the National Capital Authority its reasoning and justification ! or
is continuing insistence upon sesidential use for those sites fronting btate
~ Clrcle and, it should acknowledge, facing the most imposing and most
important building in the Australian Capital Territory, together with its
reasoning and justification for proscribing their use for commcrmal purposes -
- ¢.g. offices.

t1. The National Capilal Authority’s proposed revised policies 'rel.at'irig tothe
conduct of business on residential land, “Appcndix N", would havc httle '
practical usefulness. : _
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