Sent: 24/02/2020 12:20:15 PM
Subject: Submission re DA2020/0108 - 837 Pittwater Rd Collaroy

Attachments: submission re #837 granny flat to NB Council.docx; Stephanie Graham - NSW
Plan - Deposited Plan 1010026.pdf;

Hi

Can you please pass this submission onto the Planning Dept.
Thanks and regards

Stephanie Graham



Submission re DA2020/0108 — 837 Pittwater Rd Collaroy

We have owned 13 Cumberland Ave for over 10 years. It is one house over and behind #839
Pittwater Rd. We have Right of Carriageway (ROW), DP635859 which is shown on our property
documents, over #11 Cumberland’s driveway which is directly behind #837 and is owned by the
same person. Mr Monk added another ROW, DP1010026, onto the end of our original ROW which
we did not know about until 2 years ago after vehicles started using it on a daily basis, effectively
extending the ROW over to the middle of the rear of #11 so vehicles could drive to and from #837
via a covered ramp between 2 buildings. Council previously advised DP1010026 does not show up
on their records as it was not part of any previous DA however | believe the owner should have
nominated the existence of this ROW in his new DA for the granny flat and enclose a copy and seek
confirmation as to whether it should have been included and if it to continue being used. We also
believe there are anomalies with information on DP1010026 as opposed to what is actually there
which we believe could void its legality.

| have asked the owner of #11 if there will be any impact to our use of the driveway during the
dismantling of what’s left of the old shed and the building of the granny flat but have not heard back
and as a rule he does not let us know if they, their family and/or trades people are going to block the
driveway for any length of time so | looked on your site to see if | could get the information there
and while it sounds like it is all going to be done from Pittwater Rd, | would like this verified and
confirmed. | believe new boundary fences will also be built in place of the what was the side of the
old shed which could cause more disruption to our use of the driveway if they intend using it for
access and materials.

One of the forms has an incorrect address on it and we query some information provided as it may
be possible that a form used for a recent nearby granny flat has been overwritten and some relevant
information was not updated correctly.

We have the following comments/queries:

1. The Site Management Plan shows a solid line across the rear boundary ie it does not show
DP 1010026 which is the ROW from #11 down the ramp into #837. We would like to know if
this DP is still in use and will be used during and after the building of the proposed granny
flat and we would like to know if DP1010026 should have been included on the DA for the
granny flat.

2. The Site Management Plan shows a Skip Bin between the existing house and the proposed
granny flat and we cannot understand how it can get there from Pittwater Rd though the
proposals state several times that there is adequate access from Pittwater Rd to the granny
flat and once again we would like this clarified please.

3. The Waste Management Plan has the incorrect site address on it — it has 843 Pittwater Rd
instead of 837 Pittwater Rd. Can you please confirm the demolition material quantities are
correct for 837 Pittwater Rd in particular the concrete waste as it states only 1.5m3 with
Other General Waste being 8m3. There was a large shed approx 15.24m wide by approx
15m+- long (?) at the rear of #837 which has been partially dismantled and | believe the floor
was completely covered by concrete. While it looks like they are going to retain some of the
concrete there is still a lot of concrete to get rid of which is why | query the amount. ltis
possible other documents may contain anomalies if they have been overwritten and perhaps
they should be checked as well.

4. Statement of Environmental Effects:




a. B9 Rear Boundary Setbacks second paragraph states “There is currently a small
retaining grassed area to the rear where the secondary dwelling will be positioned.
In order to avoid building above this the granny flat has been moved back creating
clear access and good separation between both dwellings. Whether the granny flat
has a 3m or a 6m rear setback, it would be completely contained in what is currently
the concrete area which was the old shed with plenty of space around it to meet its
requirement for free space once the concrete is removed so | doubt if this statement
is relevant or perhaps it tries to give an argument for placing the granny flat only 3m
from the rear boundary. It is of no consequence to us where the granny flat is built
but we query why such a statement was made if it is not true and/or did not need to
be there.

b. C2 Traffic Access and Safety states “Good access will be provided to the granny flat
from the side of the house and the street”. This statement does not include any
reference to access from #11 Cumberland and if access from #11 is to be retained, it
should be shown on the plans.

c. €3 Parking Facilities states “The site already contains ample off street parking”.
This statement is incorrect as there is no off street parking except for the single
garage on Pittwater Rd which | believe is not used on a regular basis because of its
size, condition and position. | am aware no parking is required for a granny flat
however the mother who | assume the granny flat is for, has a vehicle as will most
probably anyone who lives in the existing house so it may pose a problem as
Pittwater Rd is a clearway after 3pm weekdays unless they intend to continue to
access that property through #11 and park their vehicle partially or completely at
#11 or elsewhere possibly in Cumberland Ave as is their prerogative. Please note
that in all our time of living here we have had our use of the right of carriageway
over #11’s driveway blocked on numerous occasions and restricted on countless
others and this continues to happen as we are not advised of such occurrences in
advance and the owner has seen fit to park his vehicle so as to restrict our access to
our rear yard/garages in the recent past as did his mother and father before him.

d. D18 Accessibility states “the existing driveway and access path will remain
untouched to site. Access will be provided to granny flat along the eastern side of
existing dwelling of the existing house”. There is no driveway on #837 only a single
garage on the front boundary so this statement is incorrect. It does not make much
sense to use the eastern side when there appears to be no path across the front of
the house when the entrance to the granny flat is on the western side where the
path is which would be more direct.

We have no issue with a granny flat at #837 and see it as an improvement and just need some points
checked and/or clarified as to how it is going to happen etc.

Many thanks.

regards

Murray and Stephanie Graham
13 Cumberland Ave

Collaroy 2097

24/02/20
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