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F08616  ‘Blue Mountains Draft Local Environmental Plan 2013’
Dear Sir
I am a regular visitor to (insert name of town/village) in the Blue Mountains. One of the reasons I am a frequent visitor to the Blue Mountains is because of the unique environment, including the beautiful bushland and the native flora and fauna.  (insert name of town/village) is especially important to me because (please add what particular environmental feature in your local area you want to see protected or conserved).  

The Blue Mountains environment has been recognised internationally through declaration of the Greater Blue Mountains World Heritage Area. Conserving our environment is vital to ensuring the ongoing viability of our visitation and tourism economy. I believe that the Blue Mountains City Council and the NSW Government must ensure that we have a strong and legally defensible Local Environmental Plan (LEP) which protects the environment while facilitating ecologically sustainable development.
I therefore strongly support the Blue Mountains Draft LEP 2013 (BM LEP 2013) currently on public exhibition. I believe the plan will protect the Blue Mountains environment because of the numerous localised provisions included in the draft LEP which were specifically developed for the Blue Mountains. The local provisions in draft BM LEP 2013 also reflect current LEP provisions.

I have the following comments on the draft BM LEP 2013.
· I support the Aims of the Plan but believe that the the Aims should be amended to include the definition, principles and practices of Ecologically Sustainable Development as currently outlined in the Blue Mountains LEP 2005.  The Aims should also be prioritised as follows: 

1. Aim (b) To provide a clear framework for the development of land that is consistent with and promotes the principles and practices of ecologically sustainable development; 

2. Aim (d) To conserve and enhance, for current and future generations, the ecological integrity, environmental heritage and environmental significance of the Blue Mountains; 

3. Aim (f) To preserve and enhance watercourses, riparian habitats, wetlands and water quality within the Blue Mountains, the Hawkesbury-Nepean River catchment and Sydney’s drinking water catchments.

· I support Clauses 1.2A and 2.3A which includes the legally defensible requirement that new development ‘complies with’ the Aims and zone objectives within the plan.
· I support the proposed land use zones and objectives in the draft LEP, as well as what new developments are allowed or prohibited in each of the zones.
· I support the inclusion of the new zone R6 Residential Character Conservation as the appropriate replacement for the LEP 2005 Living Conservation zone, especially for the large lot leafy residential areas of our villages.  However, the zone objectives should be amended to include protection of nearby bushland areas from the impact of invasive species. 

· I believe Clause 3.3 should include additional areas that should be excluded from the state-wide exempt and complying development code. These additional areas should include ‘environmentally constrained lands’ as defined in the Dictionary to the draft LEP.

· I believe that a 40 ha minimum lot size should be applied to all land E2 zoned areas on private property to prevent unsuitable and unsustainable subdivision proposals on these highly environmentally sensitive areas.
· I believe the draft LEP should be amended to place the largest minimum lot size possible on all crown lands and reserves.
· I support Clauses 4.1D ‘Subdivision in the recreation zones for a public purpose’ and 4.1E ‘Subdivision of land in Environmental Protection zones’. These clauses retain current limits to subdivision on environmentally sensitive land. 

· I support Clauses 4.1F ‘Cluster Housing within certain environmental protection zones’ and 4.1G ‘Lot consolidation within certain environmental protection zones’. These clauses retain current provisions limiting the impact of housing development in environmentally sensitive areas.

· I support Clauses 4.3A ‘Flexibility in the height of buildings’ and 4.4A ‘Site coverage’. These clauses help ensure that new development in the Blue Mountains does not result in hard surfaces such as concrete over entire sites or take development above the tree line in visually sensitive areas.

· I support sub-Clauses (8)(d), (8)(e), (8)(f) to Clause 4.6 ‘Exceptions to development standards’. These subclauses stop development standards (e.g. building height and setback) being varied in E3 and E4 land use zones, and control the development of major supermarkets and drive-through fast food outlets in the Blue Mountains.  
· I support Clause 5.9 ‘Preservation of trees or vegetation’ and subclause (9) under it because it prevents the clearing of trees and native vegetation in environmental zones that would otherwise be permitted through exemptions for rural activities under the Native Vegetation Act 2003.

· I would seek that the mapping of Protected Areas be applied to all land covered by the draft plan, including lands zoned for environmental protection (E2).

· I strongly support the inclusion of ALL of the Part 6 Local Provisions clauses and the supporting mapping, which have been specifically designed to protect and conserve our unique environment.  I would like to see the following amendments made:
· Clause 6.1 (2) be amended to read “Consent shall not be granted to development proposed on any land adjacent to, or nearby, the Blue Mountains National Park, unless the consent authority …” and that Clause 6.1 (5) be amended to add “(f) the Blue Mountains National Park”.

· The existing Blue Mountains Swamps mapping be overlaid onto the Groundwater Vulnerability map, and these swamp areas be designated high groundwater vulnerability.

· Clause 6.33 be amended to specifically prohibit hoofed animals, regardless of stocking rates, from all E2 zoned land and environmentally sensitive areas (mapped or defined as Protected Areas). 

· I strongly support that Schedule 6 Significant Vegetation Communities be included in the new LEP.

· I support the inclusion of ‘environmentally constrained land’, ‘notional development area’, ‘rare species of flora’ and ‘Scenic and Landscape Values Map’ in the DLEP 2013 Dictionary, and for the addition of a definition of ‘invasive species’ with a reference to Schedule F2 “Weeds List” in the Better Living Development Control Plan.

I recognise considerable effort has been made by Council to translate all the existing land use zones and special environmental provisions into the draft BM LEP 2013. I understand that after the public exhibition period, Council staff will review all submissions before preparing a report and a finalised plan for approval by Councillors. The plan will then go to the Department of Planning and Infrastructure for review and then to the Minister for Planning for final adoption. The Department of Planning and Infrastructure can make major changes to the plan, with no guarantee of further public exhibition, and the final plan adopted by the Planning Minister could look very different to the draft plan. I am very concerned that there is a risk at any stage after the public exhibition that the draft BM LEP 2013 could be watered down and changed. I ask that if major changes are made to the draft Plan post exhibition, that the draft LEP is re-exhibited.

(Opportunity for you to add your own short comment, for instance on what in you particularly would like to see protected or what type of developments you would like to see prevented or avoided in the new plan.)
Yours sincerely
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