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wide mix of mature, semi-mature and young trees within the total landscape and that 
the school is located on quite a small block. No other regulated trees on the site will be 
affected if the development if it is approved, however tree protection measures should 
be implemented if equipment, or materials are to be stored where there are regulated 
trees on site”. 
The applicant claim: 

Several trees are located close to or within the proposed building line. An application for tree 
damaging activity has been lodged, with as result that three trees are deemed significant. For this 
reason the TAMS tree protection unit, could not rule that those trees can be removed. However we 
are of the opinion that for development reasons there is no other option than removing these three 
significant trees.  
 
The location and siting of the proposed building is such that there is no viable alternative that 
would save the trees in question. The building sits hard against the electrical easement to the 
north. To the west boundary of the building is restrained by water and gas tie points. The other two 
sides are restrained by the distance to the existing buildings. The ELC to the south will otherwise 
have increased overshadowing issues. Moving the building towards the east or south, would gain 
no benefit to any of the trees.  
 
The campus is landlocked and all other available land has been occupied by building and 
playground space. Leaving this site as the only development site on which to accommodate the 
growth needs of the school for permanent classroom space for the proposed Junior School.  
 
In recognition of the significance of the trees, that we ask to remove for development reasons, we 
propose to replace them with established trees on site. A conceptual plan from the landscape 
architect provide two areas outlining where additional trees will be planted. The location of these 
trees is such that the likelihood of future demolition due to further developments is minimal.  

 
On the above grounds, the applicant seek the planning and land authority (ACTPLA) 
to depart from the Conservator’s advice and approve the removal of regulated trees 
on development grounds within the provisions available under s119(2) of the Planning 
and Development Act 2007 (P&DAct). 
 
Comments from Education and Training Dte (ETD)  
ETD has raised number of concerns regarding the issues possibly can be occurred 
during the construction phase of the proposal. The applicant submitted response (see 
Attachment B) to the issues raised. ETD supported the proposal based on the additional 
information provided by the applicant. 
 
Comments from EPD Major Projects and Transport (MPATP) 
MPATP requested further information in relation to the application of reduced car 
parking rate for students. In response, the applicant provided additional information. 
MPATP supported the proposal based on the additional information provided by the 
applicant. 
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Public notification 
Twenty One (21) representations were received in relation to the proposal during the 
public notification of the proposal. The main issues raised include incorrect or 
inadequate information on the plans; Future status of the demountable class rooms; 
building design; removal of regulated trees; site density; student numbers/enrolments; 
increased traffic generation; in adequate car parking; construction traffic/pollution 
etc. 
 
The representors raised concerns that the school may not demolish demountable 
structures after the completion of the subject development and may still be used as 
class rooms and may increase the student numbers (the development will 
accommodate 480 existing students) leading to more parking requirements and 
increased traffic on surrounding streets. The assessing officer seek advice/directions 
from MPRG on possible condition/s in the decision (if approved) to address this issue.   
 
Communications 
There has been significant media interest in this matter and therefore liaison with both 
EPD Communications Unit and Minister’s office would be crucial prior to public 
information being released for any government decisions. 
 
A brief summary of recent articles is included below: 
 
Canberra Times article, July 2016 
Brindabella Christian College plans $15 million Lyneham upgrade 
http://www.canberratimes.com.au/act-news/brindabella-christian-college-plans-15-million-
lyneham-upgrade-20160629-gpug1u.html  
 
Canberra Times article, 15 September 2015 
ACT Govt blocks Brindabella Christian College plans for sports centre on Lyneham Oval 
http://www.canberratimes.com.au/act-news/act-government-blocks-brindabella-
christian-college-plans-for-sports-centre-on-lyneham-oval-20150914-gjmlom.html  
 
Canberra Times article, 2 September 2015 
Brindabella Christian School takes on opponents of its oval redevelopment 
http://www.canberratimes.com.au/act-news/brindabella-christian-school-takes-on-
opponents-of-its-oval-redevelopment-20150902-gjd59p.html  
 
Canberra Times article, November 2014 
Lyneham oval redevelopment plans pulled for further consultation 
http://www.canberratimes.com.au/act-news/lyneham-oval-redevelopment-plans-pulled-for-
further-consultation-20141120-11qggo.html  

 

http://www.canberratimes.com.au/act-news/brindabella-christian-college-plans-15-million-lyneham-upgrade-20160629-gpug1u.html
http://www.canberratimes.com.au/act-news/brindabella-christian-college-plans-15-million-lyneham-upgrade-20160629-gpug1u.html
http://www.canberratimes.com.au/act-news/act-government-blocks-brindabella-christian-college-plans-for-sports-centre-on-lyneham-oval-20150914-gjmlom.html
http://www.canberratimes.com.au/act-news/act-government-blocks-brindabella-christian-college-plans-for-sports-centre-on-lyneham-oval-20150914-gjmlom.html
http://www.canberratimes.com.au/act-news/brindabella-christian-school-takes-on-opponents-of-its-oval-redevelopment-20150902-gjd59p.html
http://www.canberratimes.com.au/act-news/brindabella-christian-school-takes-on-opponents-of-its-oval-redevelopment-20150902-gjd59p.html
http://www.canberratimes.com.au/act-news/lyneham-oval-redevelopment-plans-pulled-for-further-consultation-20141120-11qggo.html
http://www.canberratimes.com.au/act-news/lyneham-oval-redevelopment-plans-pulled-for-further-consultation-20141120-11qggo.html
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Options 
Please find below options for progressing the matter. 
 

• Option 1: 
The proposal is generally consistent with the applicable development codes. 
Assessing officer is also in the view that there are no realistic alternatives to the 
proposal in order to retain 3 regulated trees proposed to be removed.  Therefore 
the proposal can be approved subject to endorsement of the proposal by ETD 
and MPATP.  

• Option 2: 
xxxxxx 

Recommendation 
It is recommended that the MPRG support the conditional approval of the proposal 
subject to the endorsement of the proposal by ETD and MPATP. MPRG support the 
removal of regulated trees 75, 78 and 81 pursuant to s119(2) of the P&D Act as there 
are no realistic alternatives to the proposal. 
 
 
Ajith Buddhadasa 
Case Officer 
19/08/2016 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



Page 535



Page 536



 

 

 

 Form  
Legislated Requirements  
Merit Track 

 

Revision: 10 Page 1 of 5 Classification: Unclassified 
Form Revision date: 15/07/2014  Reference: 

Environment and Planning Directorate 
 

ASSESSMENT REPORT 
ASSESSMENT OFFICER: Mr Ajith Buddhadasa 
APPLICATION NUMBER: 201629628 
BLOCK: 4 SECTION: 41 
DIVISION: LYNEHAM 

 
Zone: CFZ Community Facility Zone 
         
 
The Planning and Development Act 2007 
This document provides analysis of a development proposal in the Merit Track in relation to the 
legislated requirements of the Planning and Development Act 2007 (the Act), specifically 
Section 119 and Section 120.  
 
Planning and Development Act 2007 - Section 119 
 
In deciding a Merit Track development application, the decision maker must ensure the application 
meets the following four items numbered S119 (1)(a) to (c) and S119 (2).  Approval of an application 
in the Merit Track must not be given unless the application meets the Section 119 requirements.   
 
S119 (1)(a) The relevant code   
 
 
 
NB: Refer to form Territory Plan 
Code Requirements Merit Track to 
complete this question 

The relevant code(s) for the development proposal are:  
Precinct Code: Lyneham Precinct Map and Code 
  
Development Code: Community Facility Zone 

Development Code 
  
General Code: Parking and Vehicular Access Genera  

Code 
General Code: Bicycle Parking General Code 
General Code: Access and Mobility General Code 
General Code: Crime Prevention Through 

Environmental Design General Code 
General Code: Community and Recreation Facilities 

Location Guidelines General Code 
General Code: WaterWays: Water Sensitive Urban 

Design General Code 
 
The proposal is not inconsistent with the above code(s) for 
reasons identified in Form – Territory Plan Code Requirements 
– Merit Track.  
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S119 (1)(b) Any land management 
agreement for the land (for proposed 
development relating to land 
comprised in a rural lease) 
 
 
 
 

The proposal is not for a proposed development relating to 
land comprised in a rural lease.  
 
  

 
S119 (1)(c) the advice of the 
Conservator of Flora and Fauna in 
relation to the proposal (if the 
proposed development will affect a 
registered tree or declared site)  
 
NB: In accordance with Section 
119(3)(a), the application must not be 
approved unless the approval is 
consistent with the advice of the 
Conservator of Flora and Fauna in 
relation to a proposal that will affect a 
registered tree or declared site.  
 
NB: Section 119A may affect the 
operation of this section for proposals 
relating to Light Rail. Assessment should 
be included here where relevant. Section 
119A does not apply to a proposal 
involving a protected matter. In most 
cases it cannot be used for a DA subject 
to an ESO.  

The proposal is not for a proposed development that will 
affect a registered tree or declared site.  
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S119 (2) Consistency with advice 
given by an entity to which the 
application was referred under 
division 7.3.3 of the Act. 
 
NB: Under Section 119 (2) of the Act, 
development approval must not be given 
for a development proposal in the merit 
track if approval would be inconsistent 
with any advice given by an entity to 
which the application was referred under 
division 7.3.3 unless the person deciding 
the application is satisfied that –  
 
(a) the following have been considered: 

(i) any applicable guidelines; 
(ii) any realistic alternative to the 

proposed development, or 
relevant aspects of it; and 

(b) the decision is consistent with the 
objects of the Territory Plan 

 
NB: Section 119A may affect the 
operation of this section for proposals 
relating to Light Rail. Assessment should 
be included here where relevant. Section 
119A does not apply to a proposal 
involving a protected matter. In most 
cases it cannot be used for a DA subject 
to an ESO. 

 
The decision is inconsistent with advice given by the 
Conservator to which the application was referred under 
division 7.3.3 of the Act.  The justification for the departure 
against s119 (2) of the Act, is addressed in the Notice of 
the Decision. 
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Planning and Development Act 2007 - Section 120  
 
In deciding a Merit Track development application, a decision maker must consider the following six 
items numbered S120 (a) to S120 (g).  
 
S120 (a) Zone Objectives  
 
 
 
 

The development is proposed to take place in the zone.  
 
The application meets all objectives of the zone.  

 
S120 (b) Suitability of the Land  
 
 
 
 

The proposed development seeks approval to use the land 
or a building or structure of the land for the purpose(s) of 
educational facility. 
 
The proposed use is listed as an assessable development 
in the CF zone development table, and is therefore 
determined to be a permissible use for the land.   
 
The proposed development is in accordance with the 
provisions of the Crown Lease. 
 
The land is suitable for the development proposed. 
 

 
 
S120 (d) Representations 
 
 
 
 

Representations received are addressed in the Notice of 
Decision. 
 
 

 
S120 (e) advice given by an entity in 
accordance with section 149 of the 
Act 
 
NB: Under Section 150 of the Act, if 
entity advice is not received within 
15 working days, the entity is taken to 
have given advice in support of the 
application. 
 

Entity advice received is addressed in the Notice of 
Decision. 
 
 

 
S120 (f) the plan of management for 
the land (if the proposed development 
relates to land that is Public Land) 
 
 
 
 

The proposal is not for a proposed development relating to 
land that is public land.   
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Proposal for development on land 
reserved under S315 for the purpose 
of wilderness area, national park, 
nature reserve, or special purpose 
reserve. 
 
 

The proposal does not occur on land that is reserved under 
S315 of the Act for the purpose of wilderness area, 
national park, nature reserve, or special purpose reserve. 
 
 

 
S120 (g) the probable impact of the 
proposed development, including the 
nature, extent and significance of 
probable environmental impacts.  
 
 

Based on the matters to be considered by the relevant 
Code there are no probable environmental impacts of 
significance associated with the proposed development.   
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Revision: 6.0 Page 1 of 1 Classification: Unclassified 
Form Revision date:01.06.2011  Reference: 

ACT Environment and Sustainable Development Directorate 
 

ASSESSMENT REPORT ASSESSMENT OFFICER: Mr Ajith Buddhadasa 
CF-Community Facility Zone APPLICATION NUMBER: 201629628 
 BLOCK: 4 SECTION: 41 
 DIVISION: LYNEHAM 
 
 
Territory Plan Code Requirements 
 
This document provides analysis of a development proposal in relation to the relevant codes 
contained in the Territory Plan.  The proposal meets all rules of the code(s) that are relevant to the 
development with the exception of those either identified in the statement against relevant criteria 
submitted for the proposal or, listed in the tables below.  The statement against relevant criteria 
demonstrates the proposal meets all relevant criteria that are, either:  

- the applicable criterion to a relevant rule that is not met; or,  
- the criterion is relevant and there is no applicable rule,  

with the exception of those listed in the tables below.   
 
1. Assessment of Compliance with Lyneham Precinct Map and Code and the Community 
Facility Zone Development Code 
 
The proposal is not inconsistent with the Lyneham Precinct Map and Code. 
 
Refer to separate assessment sheets for the assessment against Community Facility Zone 
Development Code. 
 
2. Assessment of Compliance with WSUD General Code. 
Not inconsistent with the General Code. Refer to supporting information provided with the DA. 
 
3. Assessment of Compliance with Access and Mobility General Code 
Not inconsistent with the General Code. Refer to supporting information provided with the DA. 
 
4. Assessment of Compliance with Bicycle Parking General Code and the Parking and 
Vehicular Access General Code 
Not inconsistent with the General Code. Refer to supporting information provided with the DA. 
Referred to Transport Planning. No negative comments were received. 
 
5. Assessment of Compliance with CPTED General Code. 
Not inconsistent with the General Code. Refer to supporting information provided with the DA. 
 
6. Assessment of Compliance with Community and Recreation Facilities Location Guidelines 
General Code. 
Not inconsistent with the General Code. Refer to supporting information provided with the DA. 
 



Statement against Relevant Criteria 

MERIT TRACK 

 

Educational Establishment 

Brindabella Christian College – Lyneham Campus 

Proposed junior school 

Block 4, Section 41, Lyneham 

 

CFZ: Community Facility Zone 

 

 

Contents: 

 

1.0 - Community Facility Zone development 

Code 

Effective: 20 June 2014  

 

2.0 - Access and Mobility General Code  

Effective: 4 October 2013  
 

3.0 - Bicycle Parking General Code  

Effective: 4 October 2013  

 

4.0 - Community and Recreational Facilities 

Location Guidelines General Code 

Effective: 4 October 2013 


 

5.0 - Crime Prevention Through Environmental 

Design General Code 

Effective: 16 December 2011  


 

6.0 - Parking and Vehicular Access General 

Code  

Effective: 3 October 2014  


Parking assessment from Northrop 

Consulting engineers provided in 

response to this code. 

7.0 - Signs General Code 

Effective: 31 March 2008  

 


No proposed signs are included in this 

development application submission. 

8.0 - Waterways: Water Sensitive Urban Design 

General Code  

Effective: 10 July 2009  


WSUD assessment from Sellick 

Consulting engineers provided in 

response to this code. 
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Supervised 

parking 

station 

High capacity facilities with constant security 

supervision, typically available to the public. 

High Both All 

5.1 SHOWERS AND CLOTHING LOCKERS 

The proposed Junior school, allows for one (1) unisex accessible WC with shower. Across the campus similar 

locations can be found. The total provision of these areas provide a surplus of showers required. Each student 

and staff member will have a secure area for the storage of valuables.  
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From: EPD, Customer Services
Sent: Monday, 5 September 2016 2:33 PM
To: 'devapp@actewagl.com.au'; 'developmentapplications@iconwater.com.au'; 

'TAMS.CIS.ASG.DA@ACT.GOV.AU'; EPAPlanningLiaison; 
'esddstrategicplanningreferrals@act.gov.au'; TCCS_CP TreeProtectionACTPLARef; DET School 
Planning; Sullivan, Susan; Chadwick, Graham

Subject: NOTICE OF DECISION-201629628-4/41 LYNEHAM [SEC=UNCLASSIFIED]
Attachments: DISPATCHADVICECHECKLIST-201629628-01.obr; NOTICE OF DECISION-201629628-SIGNED.obr

Good Afternoon, 

Please see attached Notice of Decision for 4/41 LYNEHAM 
Development Application No: 201629628 

Kind regards, 

Customer Services 

Phone: 02 6207 1923    

Access Canberra | Environment & Planning | ACT Government  

Dame Pattie Menzies House 16 Challis Street Dickson ACT | GPO Box 1908 Canberra ACT 2601 

Please consider the environment before printing this e‐mail 

The linked image cannot be displayed.  The file may have been moved, renamed, or deleted. Verify that the link points to the correct file and location.
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From: EPD, Customer Services
Sent: Monday, 5 September 2016 3:14 PM
To:
Subject: NOTICE OF DECISION-201629628-4/41 LYNEHAM [SEC=UNCLASSIFIED]
Attachments: NOTICE OF DECISION-201629628-SIGNED#2.pdf; LETTER TO REPRESENTOR pdf

ADVICE TO REPRESENTOR AFTER DECISION 

BLOCK:  4     SECTION:  41      SUBURB:  LYNEHAM 
DEVELOPMENT APPLICATION NUMBER:  201629628 

Development Application Number 201629628 has been subject to conditions. 

As you lodged a representation in relation to this Development Application please find attached a 
copy of the Notice of Decision in accordance with the requirements of Section 170 of the Planning 
and Development Act 2007. 

A copy of the application and the decision are also available for inspection on the Public 
Register.  The register can be inspected between 8:30am and 4:30pm weekdays at the ACT 
Planning and Land Authority Customer Service Centre, 16 Challis Street, Dickson, ACT. 

If you wish to seek a review of the decision with the ACT Civil and Administrative Appeals Tribunal 
(ACAT), you must lodge an application form together with the required fee within 28 days from the 
date of this letter to: 

ACT Civil and Administrative Tribunal 
Level 4, 1 Moore Street (the Health Building) 
CANBERRA CITY, ACT, 2601 

An application form can be obtained from either the ACAT at Level 4, 1 Moore Street, Canberra 
City or from the ACT Planning and Land Authority Customer Service Centre, 16 Challis Street, 
Dickson.  If you require further information about the ACAT’s requirements or the review process, 
their office can be contacted on (02) 6207 1740. 

If you apply for a review of the decision, the Authority will at the direction of the ACAT, give written 
notice to the applicant, and any interested parties that: 

 You have applied to the ACAT for a review of the decision; and
 They are entitled to apply to be made a party to the proceedings for the review.

The applicant’s name and postal address can be obtained from the Public Register.  

As this application has been approved subject to conditions, the applicant may also apply to the 
ACAT for a review of the decision.  If this occurs you will be advised, and have a right to the 
Tribunal to be made a party to the proceedings (i.e. you can apply to the Tribunal to attend the 
review hearings where you will have the opportunity to present your case). 
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If you require any further information please contact (02) 6207 1923. 
 
Yours sincerely 
 
 
Customer Services 
 
05 September 2016 
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ADVICE TO REPRESENTOR AFTER DECISION 

 
 
Dear 
 
BLOCK:  4     SECTION:  41      SUBURB:  LYNEHAM 
DEVELOPMENT APPLICATION NUMBER:  201629628 
 
 
Development Application Number 201629628 has been approved subject to 
conditions. 
 
As you lodged a representation in relation to this Development Application please 
find attached a copy of the Notice of Decision in accordance with the requirements of 
Section 170 of the Planning and Development Act 2007. 
 
A copy of the application and the decision are also available for inspection on the 
Public Register.  The register can be inspected between 8:30am and 4:30pm 
weekdays at the ACT Planning and Land Authority Customer Service Centre, 
16 Challis Street, Dickson, ACT. 
 
If you wish to seek a review of the decision with the ACT Civil and Administrative 
Appeals Tribunal (ACAT), you must lodge an application form together with the 
required fee within 28 days from the date of this letter to: 
 
ACT Civil and Administrative Tribunal 
Level 4, 1 Moore Street (the Health Building) 
CANBERRA CITY, ACT, 2601 
 
An application form can be obtained from either the ACAT at Level 4, 1 Moore Street, 
Canberra City or from the ACT Planning and Land Authority Customer Service 
Centre, 16 Challis Street, Dickson.  If you require further information about the 
ACAT’s requirements or the review process, their office can be contacted on 
(02) 6207 1740. 
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If you apply for a review of the decision, the Authority will at the direction of the 
ACAT, give written notice to the applicant, and any interested parties that: 

 You have applied to the ACAT for a review of the decision; and 
 They are entitled to apply to be made a party to the proceedings for the 

review. 
 
The applicant’s name and postal address can be obtained from the Public Register.  
 
As this application has been approved subject to conditions, the applicant may also 
apply to the ACAT for a review of the decision.  If this occurs you will be advised, and 
have a right to the Tribunal to be made a party to the proceedings (i.e. you can apply 
to the Tribunal to attend the review hearings where you will have the opportunity to 
present your case). 
 
If you require any further information please contact (02) 6207 1923. 
 
Yours sincerely 
 
 
Customer Services 
 
05 September 2016 
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From: EPD, Customer Services
Sent: Tuesday, 6 September 2016 8:47 AM
To: 'studio@sqca.com.au'
Cc: 'gregz@wings-of-eagles.com'
Subject: NOTICE OF DECISION & ENTITY ADVICE-201629628-4/41 LYNEHAM ( Email 1 of 3)
Attachments: Icon Water Application Decision.  Application - 155808. Lyneham - 4/41  (Email 4 of 4); Icon 

Water Application Decision.  Application - 156837. Lyneham - 4/41; NOTICE OF 
DECISION-201629628-SIGNED.pdf

Good Morning, 

Please see attached Notice of Decision & Entity Advice for 4/41 LYNEHAM 
Development Application No: 201629628 

Kind regards, 

Customer Services 

Phone: 02 6207 1923    

Access Canberra | Environment & Planning | ACT Government  

Dame Pattie Menzies House 16 Challis Street Dickson ACT | GPO Box 1908 Canberra ACT 2601 

Please consider the environment before printing this e‐mail 
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From: EPD, Customer Services
Sent: Tuesday, 6 September 2016 8:47 AM
To: 'studio@sqca.com.au'
Cc: 'gregz@wings-of-eagles.com'
Subject: NOTICE OF DECISION & ENTITY ADVICE-201629628-4/41 LYNEHAM ( Email 2 of 3) 

[SEC=UNCLASSIFIED]
Attachments: COMM - Jemena - 201629628 - Block 4 SEction 41 Lyneham; Icon Water Application Decision.  

Application - 155808. Lyneham - 4/41  (Email 1 of 4); Icon Water Application Decision.  
Application - 155808. Lyneham - 4/41  (Email 2 of 4); Icon Water Application Decision.  
Application - 155808. Lyneham - 4/41  (Email 3 of 4)

Good Morning, 

Please see attached Notice of Decision & Entity Advice for 4/41 LYNEHAM 
Development Application No: 201629628 

Kind regards, 

Customer Services 

Phone: 02 6207 1923    

Access Canberra | Environment & Planning | ACT Government  

Dame Pattie Menzies House 16 Challis Street Dickson ACT | GPO Box 1908 Canberra ACT 2601 

Please consider the environment before printing this e‐mail 
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From: EPD, Customer Services
Sent: Tuesday, 6 September 2016 8:47 AM
To: 'studio@sqca.com.au'
Cc: 'gregz@wings-of-eagles.com'
Subject: NOTICE OF DECISION & ENTITY ADVICE-201629628-4/41 LYNEHAM ( Email 3 of 3) 

[SEC=UNCLASSIFIED]
Attachments: ActewAGL Application Decision.  Application - 155782. Lyneham - 4/41; ActewAGL Application 

Decision.  Application - 156859. Lyneham - 4/41; FW: COMM-JEMENA-201629628-BLOCK 4 
SECTION 41 LYNEHAM

Good Morning, 

Please see attached Notice of Decision & Entity Advice for 4/41 LYNEHAM 
Development Application No: 201629628 

Kind regards, 

Customer Services 

Phone: 02 6207 1923    

Access Canberra | Environment & Planning | ACT Government  

Dame Pattie Menzies House 16 Challis Street Dickson ACT | GPO Box 1908 Canberra ACT 2601 

Please consider the environment before printing this e‐mail 
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Planning and Development Act 2007

Development Application
Application Number: 201629628S165C

Type of Application

The type of application you are applying for is a S165 Amendment

Lease/Site Details

Site Number: 1

Street Address

136 BRIGALOW STREET, LYNEHAM 

Suburb

LYNEHAM

Section

41

Block Number

4

Unit Number

136

Applicant Details

Email

studio@sqca.com.au

Phone Number

62788500

Fax Number Mobile Number

Suburb

HAWKER

State/Territory

ACT

Postcode

2614

Country

Australia

Postal Address 3

Postal Address 1

PO Box 4262

Postal Address 2

Salutation

None

First Name

Remco

Surname

De Vries

Company Name

SQC Architecture

Position held / Title

Architect

ACN or ABN

81091693350

Lessee (Property Owners) Details

Lessee Number: 1

Is the Lessee a
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 Agency

Email

Phone Number

62474644

Fax Number

62487940

Mobile Number

Suburb

Lyneham

State/Territory

ACT

Postcode

2602

Country

Australia

Postal Address 3

Postal Address 1

136 Brigalow Street

Postal Address 2

Salutation

None

First Name

Greg

Surname

Zwajgenberg

Company Name

Brindabella Christian Education Limited

Position held / Title

Chair

Australian Business Number (ABN)

21100229669

List Amendments Being Satisfied

All drawings addressing minor inconsistencies between te drawings i.e. inconsistent notations, identifications of

existing buildings etc.

A001 - SITING OF PROPOSED JUNIOR SCHOOL BUILDING.PDF --> INCONSISTENT NAMING OF BUILDING

A002 - SITE PLAN.PDF --> INCONSISTENT NAMING OF BUILDING

C150918-C201 EXTERNAL SERVICES PLAN.PDF --> INCONSISTENT PROJECT TITLE, INCONSISTENT

NAMING OF BUILDING

C150918-C202 EXTERNAL SERVICES DETAILS.PDF --> INCONSISTENT PROJECT TITLE

C150918-C203 WATER METER PIT DETAILS.PDF --> INCONSISTENT PROJECT TITLE

11167.02_DT_001_REV A_SIGNED.PDF --> INCONSISTENT NAMING OF BUILDING

Applicant Declaration

I/we declare that this application is accompanied by all of the required information or documents

that address the relevant rules and/or relevant criteria for it to be considered for approval;

I /we understand that this application will be considered lodged once any relevant application fees

have been paid;

I/we understand that the documentation provided on CD/DVD or via the electronic lodgment

process will be considered to be the relevant documentation associated with this application. All

development application documentation will be made available for public inspection including via

the Internet unless exclusion has been approved;I/we understand that an amendment may be

notified in accordance with the requirements of the Planning and Development Act 2007.
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I/we declare that all the information given on this form and its attachments is true and complete;

If signing on behalf of a company, organisation or Government agency: -

I/we the undersigned, declare I/we have the appropriate delegation or authority to sign on behalf of

the company, organisation or Government agency.

I accept the above declarations:

 Accept

Acceptance Date

10/10/2016
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