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Sir, A FUTORE HISTORIANY:
Alderman Briger (Letters July 18) is to be supported in much that Q
he writes: the present Council has done and is doing more positive
planning than any of its predecessors; Council must obtain public
pedestrian and parking improvements by imposing conditions on
Development Consents; and Council ought to be given power to control

the demolition of historic buildings.

But Alderman Briger's memory has failed him as to what Council's
Consultants actually recommended regarding Woolloomooloo. The
Strategic Plan quite clearly presents statistical and other evidence to
support its recommendations that development in the Woolloomooldb g
Precinct should be much less bulky and much less commercial than
that recommended by the staff of the State Planning Authority in their
1969 Study.

The City's Gonsultants were the first to point out that the S.P.A.'s
originally suggested high plot ratios for Woolloomooloo were quite
impractical in transportation terms. The details are given on pages
82 to 84, 89 and 123, and in Annexure D, pages D3 & D4, of the
Strategic Plan book.

I have a cc;py of the Consultants' recommended Floor Space Ratio
Control Code in its original form as published by Council on July 21,
1971. For Woolloomooloo the Consultants recommended that no
more than one quarter of the floor space in any development should be
allowed as Commercial Premises Class I (office space). They
recommended a Basic FSR of 4, with maximum bonuses (for the

preservation of historic buildings, money contributions to Council's
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car parking funds and provision by the developer of amenities for
pedestrians) of FSR 4, making a maximum total of eight. These bonuses
would be much harder to earn than those originally proposed by the
S.P.A., yet even so, the base and the maximum FSR were much less
than those proposed by the S. P. A. staff, and only a small proportion

of total floor space could be in offices.

The Council apparently did not accept their own consultants' recommenda-

tions. Council's adopted FSR Code of 6.12.71 merely states on page 20

that in the Woolloomooloo Precinct -''Council will administer development’ contra
in the light of the Study prepared in 1969 by the professional staff of the
S.P.A.". The recent reluctance of the S. P. A. to approve major office

projects in the 'Loo which are claimed to conform to their own 1969

guidelines, appears to indicate that the S. P. A. may be realising that

the Council's consultants were better informed and wiser in July 1971

than were the S. P. A. staff in 1969. It is to be hoped that

Alderman Briger will also come to appreciate this.

Yours faithfully




