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The General Manager 

Blacktown City Council 
GPO Box 63 

Blacktown NSW 2148 

 
Attention: General Manager 

 
SECTION 4.55(1A) APPLICATION FOR MODIFICATION OF DA-96-278 (DETERMINATION NO. 

14619 

 
RE: PROFESSIONAL CONSULTING ROOMS 

 
PROPERTY AT 17 MAJESTIC DRIVE, STANHOPE GARDENS (LOT 1036 DP 844925) 

 

1. INTRODUCTION 
 

Dear General Manager, 
 

Reference is made in relation to Development Consent DA-96-278 was granted on 28 October 1996 for health 
consulting rooms at 17 Majestic Drive, Stanhope Gardens (the Site). 

 

A modification application S96-07-3131 was lodged on 26 November 2007 and subsequently granted 
Development Consent on 29 January 2008 for a professional consulting room. 

 
This statement has been prepared in support of a Section 4.55(1A) Application submitted to City of Sydney 

Council which seeks to modify Development Consent DA-96-278 (Appendix 1) which granted consent for: 

 

 
Professional Consulting Rooms 
 

 

The proposed modifications are minor in nature and relate specifically to internal alterations of an existing 
health services facility operating as health consulting rooms which includes the following: 

 

▪ Conversion of existing storage/laundry room for the purpose of ancillary pathology services. 
 

This Application is made pursuant to Section 4.55(1A) of the Environmental Planning and Assessment Act 1979 
(the EP&A Act), on behalf of Durre Shahwar Khan and Qamarul Aqmar Khan. The following supporting 

documentation has been provided as part of this application: 
 

▪ Appendix 1 Development Consent DA-96-278 

▪ Appendix 2 Development Consent S96-07-3131 
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▪ Appendix 3 Memo for S96-07-3131 dated 23 January 2007 

 
2. SITE LOCATION AND CHARACTERISTICS 

 

The Site is located at 17 Majestic Drive, Stanhope Gardens, and is legally described as Lot 1036 DP 844925. 
 

The Site exhibits an area of approximately 573m2 and is primarily used for the purpose of health consulting 
rooms. The Site is zoned R2 Low Density Residential and is subject to the applicable provisions of the 

Blacktown Local Environmental Plan 2015 (BLEP2015). The Site is located on a corner lot with a primary 

frontage to Majestic Drive to the west and a secondary frontage to Bowenia Court to the north. Vehicular 
access is facilitated via separate ingress and egress located in Bowenia Court and Majestic Drive respectively. 

The Site context exhibits a residential character, being dominated by similar single and double storey 
residential dwellings. 

 
The Site is serviced by road and public transport infrastructure including both bus and rail services. The Site 

is located approximately 1km south west of Kellyville Subway Station and 1.7km north west olf Bella Vista 

Subway Station; and in very close proximity of a number of bus stops along Majestic Drive and Stanhope 
Parkway providing enhanced connectivity throughout the locality and wider Sydney metropolitan area. 

 
The Site can be seen in Figures 1-4 below. 

 

 
 

 
 

 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 

 
 

 
 

 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 

 
 

 
 

 

 
 

 
 

 

Figure 1. Aerial Map of Site (Source: Nearmap, 2020) 

The Site 
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Figure 3. Street View of Site from Majestic Drive (Source: Google Street View, 2020) 

The Site 
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3. DEVELOPMENT HISTORY 

 
Table 1 below is a summary of the DAs relating to the Site that have been determined or are under 

assessment. 

 

4. PROPOSED MODIFICATIONS 
 

The modifications sought to Development Consent DA-96-278, and approved stamped plans, relates to the 
approved health consulting rooms.  

 

The purpose of this modification is to amend the following: 
 

▪ Conversion of existing storage/laundry room for the purpose of ancillary pathology services. 
 

The proposed modifications are depicted in Figure 5 below. 
 
 
 
 

Table 1. Previous Consents 

Application ID Description  Determination 

DA-96-278 Development Application: Professional consulting rooms with 
5 car parking spaces 

Approved 

S96-07-3131 Modification Application: Additional professional consulting 
rooms and an additional two (2) parking spaces. 

Approved 
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Figure 5. Proposed Floor Plan 

 

The desired development outcome as outlined above requires the modification of Condition 16 of 
development consent DA-96-278.  

 
To reflect the proposed modification to the relevant conditions, text proposed to be deleted is indicated by 

‘strikethrough’ text and text proposed to be added is indicated in red. 

 
Condition No. 16 

 

(a) Not more than 2 doctors or healthcare professionals shall work upon the premises at any one time. 
(b) Not   more than 1   person shall assist the doctors or healthcare professionals 
at any one time. 
(c) Only one (1) pathology employee to be on premises at any one time. 
 

 
Reason: Modification of Condition 16 of DA-96-278 required to addition of a part (c) in order to allow for 

suitably qualified personnel to be present on site for the purpose of the pathology service. Furthermore, the 
proposed modifications are required to establish an ancillary pathology service to the existing health consulting 

rooms which will be mainly utilised for blood tests. The pathology service is vital to the practice and the needs 

of the patients. The pathology service as an ancillary use is discussed further in Section 5.2 below. 
 

5. STATUTORY PLANNING FRAMEWORK  
 

5.1  Environmental Planning and Assessment Act 1979 
 

The EP&A Act is the principle planning and development legislation in New South Wales. Pursuant to Part 4, 

the proposal is local development. The modifications sought to the development consent DA-96-278 warrants 
consideration of the provisions of Section 4.55(1A) of the EP&A Act. The provisions of Section 4.55 of the 

EP&A Act provided in Table 2 below require consideration in this instance. 
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Table 2. Section 4.55(1A) Assessment 

Clause Response 

(1A) Modifications involving minimal environmental impact A consent authority may, on 
application being made by the applicant or any other person entitled to act on a consent granted by the 
consent authority and subject to and in accordance with the regulations, modify the consent if— 

(a)  it is satisfied that the proposed modification is 
of minimal environmental impact, and 

Given the nature of the changes proposed, the 
modification will have no undue environmental impact. 

Overall, there is no intensification resulting from the 

proposed modifications as it is ancillary to the existing 
operations. Furthermore, the proposed ancillary 

pathology services will not result in any additional staff 
working at the same time and will operate within the 

existing hours of operation as approved under DA-96-

278. 

(b)  it is satisfied that the development to which 
the consent as modified relates is substantially 
the same development as the development for 
which the consent was originally granted and 
before that consent as originally granted was 
modified (if at all), and 

The proposed modification will result in substantially 

the same development outcome to that previously 

approved as there are no significant changes proposed 
to the structures and function of the health consulting 

rooms as approved. The proposed modifications 
include the removal of the existing partition wall and 

the conversion of the existing storage/laundry room 
for the purposes of ancillary pathology services.  This 

is discussed further below. 

(c)  it has notified the application in accordance 
with— 

(i)  the regulations, if the regulations so require, 
or 

(ii)  a development control plan, if the consent 
authority is a council that has made a 
development control plan that requires the 
notification or advertising of applications 
for modification of a development consent, 
and 

Given the nature of the proposed modification, 
notification of this application should not be required 

as the outcomes of the proposed development will 

remain as previously approved. 

(d)  it has considered any submissions made 
concerning the proposed modification within any 
period prescribed by the regulations or provided 
by the development control plan, as the case may 
be. 

No submissions are apparent at the time of writing in 
accordance with the EP&A Act. The modification does 

not give cause to any substantial changes which 

warrant notification. 

(3)  In determining an application for modification 
of a consent under this section, the consent 
authority must take into consideration such of the 
matters referred to in section 4.15(1) as are of 
relevance to the development the subject of the 
application. The consent authority must also take 
into consideration the reasons given by the 
consent authority for the grant of the consent 
that is sought to be modified. 

The proposed modifications continue to satisfy the 
matters for consideration referred to in section 4.15(1) 

of the EP&A Act (as further addressed in Section 7 

below) and has considered the reasons given by the 
consent authority for original granting of consent.  

 
Development consent DA-96-278 was granted 

consent for health consulting rooms. The proposed 

modifications do not seek consent to change or 
intensify the existing use rather consent is sought for 

ancillary pathology services to the existing health 
consulting rooms as previously approved by Council.  
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In light of the above, it is considered reasonable to 

assert that the reasons for the grant of consent and 

Council’s desired outcomes have been considered and 
are still achieved through the proposed modifications.  

 

Section 4.55(1A) – Substantially the same 
 

The scope of a maximum modification of a consent without constituting assessment as a standalone application 
can be analysed through the ambit of Michael Standley & Associates Pty Ltd v North Sydney Council [2005] 
NSWLEC 358, whereupon Commissioner Mason P. found in relation to modification of development consents 
that the word “modify” was given the ordinary meaning of “to alter without radical transformation”. Therefore, 

the extent to which a consent may be modified is that to which the consent, as modified, is as approved 

without radical transformation or alteration.  
 

The development, as modified, is substantially the same development and will not result in a radical 
transformation of DA-96-278 for the following reasons: 

 

▪ The modification relates to the previously approved health consulting rooms as it is ancillary to the 
existing operations on Site, which retains the approved primary use, original intent and objective of 

the development, and proposes no substantial change to this fundamental element of the approval; 
▪ The modification would not give rise to any further unreasonable environmental or amenity impacts;  

▪ The function, form and importantly, public perception of the health consulting rooms remains largely 

unchanged with the Site retaining the original intent of the development as approved. 
 

In light of the above, the proposal as amended, is not considered to result in a “radical transformation” of the 
consent, as currently approved, satisfying the radical transformation test pursuant to Michael Standley & 
Associates Pty Ltd v North Sydney Council [2005] NSWLEC 358.  
 

Whilst the proposal seeks to modify the approved internal layout by providing ancillary pathology services, 

these are not considered to be material or essential elements of the approved development which would 
constitute a radical change to the ultimate development outcome of the Site. This is further analysed in Moto 
Projects (No 2) Pty Ltd v North Sydney Council [1999] NSWLEC 280 which applies a quantitate and qualitative 
test to determined what qualifies a development as being “substantially the same”. 

 

Moto Projects (No 2) Pty Ltd v North Sydney Council [1999] NSWLEC 280 provides that a comparison of the 
development as approved, and the development as proposed to be modified. The result of the comparison 

must be a finding that the modified development is “essentially or materially” the same as the approved 
development. The comparison involves an appreciation, qualitative, as well as quantitative, of the 

developments being compared in their proper contexts (including the circumstances in which the development 
consent was granted).  

 

Whilst it is acknowledged that the proposal does include some quantitative changes (including additional 
pathology room) to the approved development, these are not considered to be substantial or comprise a 

critical element of the development as previously approved. Further, from a qualitative perspective, the 
development as approved retains its identity as health consulting rooms and the changes sought to this area 

would not give rise to any measurable qualitative environmental or amenity impacts.   

 
In light of the above, the proposal, as amended, will be substantially the same development as approved, and 

satisfies the requirements for the application to be assessed and approved pursuant to Section 4.55(1A) of 
the EP&A Act.  

 

 
 

 
 



Section 4.55(1A) Application 
Modification to DA-96-278 
17 Majestic Drive, Stanhope Gardens (Lot 1036 DP 844925)

 
 

8 

 

5.2 Blacktown Local Environmental Plan 2015 

 
The BLEP2015 is the primary environmental planning instrument (EPI) that applies to the Site. The Site is 

zoned R2 Low Density Residential pursuant to the BLEP2015 (Figure 6). Table 3 below outlines the 

objectives and land uses applicable to the Site, as stated within the BLEP2015. 

 
Given the minor nature of the changes sought under this application, the proposed modification does not 

result in any of the objectives of the R2 zone being compromised. The development, as proposed to be 

modified, is capable of continuing to achieve these objectives to the same extent as the approved use under 
DA-96-278 as the development relates to an ancillary pathology service within health consulting rooms 

providing services to the needs of the local and wider communities. The relevant Development Standards 
contained within BLEP2015 will not be contravened by the proposed modifications. 

 

Further to the above, it is important to acknowledge that the proposed pathology service is ancillary to the 
primary use of the development as health consulting rooms. In this respect, the Department of Planning, 

Infrastructure and Environment’s Planning Circular 13-001 seeks to describe the term ‘ancillary use’. The 
Planning Circular states that to put it simply:  
 

▪ if a component serves the dominant purpose, it is ancillary to that dominant purpose;  
▪ if a component serves its own purpose, it is not a component of the dominant purpose but an 

independent use on the same land. It is a dominant use in its own right. In such circumstances, the 
development could be described as a mixed use development. 

Table 3. Blacktown Local Environmental Plan 2015 

Requirement Application to Proposed Development 

Clause 2.3 – Zone 
objectives and Land Use 

Table 

(2)  The consent authority must have regard to the objectives for 
development in a zone when determining a development application in 
respect of land within the zone. 

R2 Low Density Residential zone 

R2 Low Density 
Residential zone – 

Objectives of the zone 

▪ To provide for the housing needs of the community within a low 
density residential environment. 

▪ To enable other land uses that provide facilities or services to meet 
the day to day needs of residents. 

▪ To enable certain activities to be carried out within the zone that do 
not adversely affect the amenity of the neighbourhood. 

 
Permitted without consent Home occupations 

 
Permitted with consent  Bed and breakfast accommodation; Boarding houses; Building identification 

signs; Business identification signs; Centre-based child care facilities; 
Community facilities; Dual occupancies; Dwelling houses; Emergency services 
facilities; Environmental facilities; Environmental protection works; Exhibition 
homes; Exhibition villages; Flood mitigation works; Group homes; Health 
consulting rooms; Home-based child care; Home businesses; Oyster 
aquaculture; Places of public worship; Pond-based aquaculture; Public 
administration buildings; Recreation areas; Respite day care centres; Roads; 
Seniors housing; Tank-based aquaculture; Veterinary hospitals; Water 
reticulation systems 
 
Pursuant to the BLEP2015, health consulting rooms are permitted with 
consent within the R2 Low Density Reidential zone. 

 

Prohibited  Any development not specified in item 2 or 3 
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The proposed pathology service would serve the primary use of the site, being the health consulting rooms, 

by providing a pathology service to the patients of the existing health consulting rooms. Given the proposed 
pathology service would only exist because of the existing health services rooms and would cease to exist 

without the health services rooms, it is clear the uses are intrinsically linked.  

 
Planning Circular 13-001 outlines considerations for characterisation of ancillary development. This section 

provides that a development may contain features that are both ancillary and independent and, in this regard, 
the Planning Circular sets out questions for consideration. These questions have been considered and 

responded to below:  

 
▪ Is the component going to serve the dominant purpose of the development or is it independent? 

 
The ancillary pathology service will serve the dominant purpose through providing pathology services to the 

patients of the existing dominant health consulting rooms land use.  
 

▪ What is the amount of land to be used for a certain component, relative to the amount of land 
proposed to be used for other purposes? If the amount of land is relatively small, it is more likely to 
be ancillary. 

 
The proposed pathology service comprises a GFA of approximately 9m² within the existing health consulting 

rooms which comprises approximately 130m². The pathology service component comprises approximately 

6.9% of the total GFA of the health consulting rooms. The proposed pathology service is to be provided in 
place of the existing storage/laundry room and thus, would not take up any additional ‘land’ on top of what 

the existing health consulting rooms currently occupy.  
 

▪ Evidence of a purpose that is inconsistent with the dominant purpose is likely to undermine a claim 
that a component is ancillary. 

 

The proposed pathology service is consistent with the dominant purpose as a health consulting rooms as the 
use of this service is solely for the patients of the existing health consulting rooms. The proposed ancillary 

pathology service would only exist because of the existing health consulting rooms and would cease to exist 
without the existing health consulting rooms. 

 

▪ If the component is temporary, it is more likely to be ancillary; if it is regular (that is, will constitute 
an ongoing use for a long period of time), it is likely to be an independent use. 

 
The proposed pathology service use is not temporary however, given the nature of the proposed ancillary use 

and its reliance on the operations of the dominant use, this is not considered to undermine the characterisation 

of this use as ancillary. 
 

▪ Related components of a development are likely to have an ancillary relationship, although this is not 
necessarily determinative of such a relationship. 

 
The proposed pathology service would serve the primary/dominant use of the site as health consulting rooms 

by providing pathology services to patients of the existing health consulting rooms. 
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Figure 6. BLEP2015 Land Zoning Map LZN_012 (Source: Legislation NSW, 2020) 

A 

The Site A 
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Table 4 below outlines the proposed developments consistency and compliance with the relevant 

Development Standards and controls under BLEP2015. 
 

Table 4. Development Standards 

Clause Comment 

Clause 4.1 – Minimum 

Subdivision Lot Size 

The Site is subject to a minimum subdivision lot size of 450m2 pursuant 

to the BLEP2015. The proposed modification does not seek consent for 

any subdivision. Therefore, no further consideration is required. 

Clause 4.3 – Height of Buildings The Site is subject to a maximum building height of 9m pursuant to the 
BLEP2015. The proposed modification does not seek consent to alter the 

existing building height. Therefore, no further consideration is required. 

Clause 4.4 – Floor Space Ratio 

 

The Site is not subject to a maximum Floor Space Ratio (FSR) pursuant 

to the BLEP2015. The proposed modification does not seek to alter the 

existing Gross Floor Area (GFA) as approved under DA-96-278. 
Therefore, no further consideration is required. 

Clause 5.10 – Heritage 

Conservation 

The Site is not identified as a Heritage Item or located within a Heritage 

Conservation Area pursuant to the BLEP2015. Therefore, no further 

consideration is required. 

 

6. NON-STATUTORY PLANNING FRAMEWORK 
 

6.1 Blacktown Development Control Plan 2015 
 

The BDCP2015 supplements BLEP2015 and provides more detailed provisions to guide development.  An 

assessment of the proposal against the key controls of the BDCP2015 is outlined in Table 5 below. 
 

Table 5. BDCP2015 Compliance Table 

Controls 
 

Compliance 
 

Response 

Part A Introduction and General Guidelines 

6 Car Parking 

6.3 Specific Land Use Requirements 

 
 

ON MERIT As previously approved in S96-07-

3131, the existing development 
currently provides six (6) on Site car 

parking spaces. The existing 

development contains three (3) 
consulting rooms with four (4) staff 

members. The proposed modification 
seeks consent to add an additional part 

time staff member.  

 
Notwithstanding the above, Condition 

16 of DA-97-278 states the following: 
 

(a) Not more than 2 doctors or 
healthcare professionals shall 
work upon the premises at any 
one time. 
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(b) Not   more than 1   
person shall assist the 
doctors or healthcare 
professionals at any one time. 

 
The proposed modification does not 

seek consent amend these parts of 
Condition 16, however, consent is 

sought to add a part (c) to this 
condition as  outlined within Section 4 

above in order to allow one (1) suitably 

qualified employee on site at any one 
time to perform the pathology service. 

 
Furthermore, the Memo for S96-07-

3131 dated 23 January 2007 

(Appendix 4), states: 
 

The original application 
approved the use of the dwelling 
as a Professional Consulting 
Room providing 4 car parking 
spaces, plus an additional spaces 
within the single garage of the 
dwelling with no more than 2 
health care professionals and 1 
support staff. 
 
Under Council's current DCP 
(BDCP 2006), Council requires 
that parking for professional 
consulting rooms be provided at 
a rate of 1 space per staff 
member, plus 2 spaces per 
surgery. In this regard, under 
the current DCP would require 7 
car parking spaces (3 for staff 
and 4 for the surgeries, given 
that 2 doctors would be 
operating on site at any one 
time). 
 
However, given that the 
application does not seek to 
intensify the use, by way of 
increasing the doctors, support 
staff to work on site, or increase 
patronage, Council would only 
require 1 additional car parking 
space to be provided on site to 
replace the space displaced in 
the garage which is proposed to 
be converted into a consulting 
room. 
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Notwithstanding the above, the 
applicant wishes to provide 3 
additional car parking spaces on 
site, 2 within the front setback of 
the dwelling and 1 space in the 
south east corner of the site 
along the circulation driveway. It 
is the opinion of Council that 
given that only 1 additional car 
parking space is formally 
required, that the proposed 
space in the south east comer of 
the site is inappropriate and shall 
be deleted. It is agreed however, 
the 2 additional spaces within 
the front setback are 
satisfactory. As such, on site car 
parking is considered 
satisfactory. 

 

It is important to note the proposed 

modification does not seek consent to 
intensify the existing use as it does not 

seek consent to increase the existing 
patient numbers. In fact, the proposed 

pathology service is ancillary to the 
existing health consulting rooms. 

Therefore, the proposed ancillary 

pathology service will be utilised by 
existing patients and thus will not draw 

patronage from areas outside the 
surrounding neighbourhood. The 

requirement of an additional staff 

member is to ensure a suitably qualified 
employee is performing the pathology 

service. 
 

Given the above, the Site currently 
provides excess parking spaces on Site 

and will easily accommodate the 

additional staff member. Furthermore, 
the proposed modification will not 

increase patronage numbers and thus 
will not require any additional car 

parking spaces on Site and is 

acceptable on this occasion. 
 

Part C Development in the Residential Areas 

8 Non -Residential Development in the Residential Zones 

8.1.3 Matters of consideration  
 

YES The proposed modification does not 

seek consent for any external 
alterations or additions. 
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Council will have particular regard to the effects 
of non-residential development in the residential 
zones. Council will consider whether:  
 
(a) As a result of the height and/or scale of any 
proposed buildings, the development will be out 
of character with surrounding residential 
development  

(b) An undesirable effect on the amenity of the 
surrounding area will be created  

YES The proposed modification is 
considered minor in nature and does 

not result in any measurable changes to 
the overall outcome of the existing 

development. Given the nature and 
scale of the modification proposed, the 

likely impact will remain consistent with 

those previously assessed and 
determined under DA-96-278. 

(c) The use will draw patronage from areas 
outside the surrounding neighbourhood 

YES The proposed modification does not 
seek consent to intensify the existing 

use of the health consulting rooms. In 
fact, the proposed modification seeks 

consent for an ancillary pathology 
service which will be utilised by existing 

patients and thus will not draw 

patronage from areas outside the 
surrounding neighbourhood. 

(d) A noise nuisance will be created YES The proposed pathology service would 

serve the primary use of the site, being 

the health consulting rooms, by 
providing a pathology service to the 

patients of the existing health 
consulting rooms. Given the proposed 

pathology service would only exist 

because of the existing health services 
rooms and is serving the patients of the 

existing health consulting rooms, no 
further noise nuisance will be created.   

(e) The development will generate traffic out of 
keeping with the locality 

YES As discussed above, the proposed 
modification does not seek consent to 

intensify the existing use of the health 
consulting rooms. In fact, the proposed 

modification seeks consent for an 
ancillary pathology service which will be 

utilised by existing patients and thus 

will not generate traffic out of keeping 
with the locality. 

(f) Adequate car parking and loading facilities are 
provided 

YES Discussed in Part A of this Table above. 

(g) Adequate provision is made for access by 
persons with a disability. 

YES The proposed modification does not 

seek consent to amend access to the 

existing building. 
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8.1.4 Urban design  
 
Council’s general objective for non-residential 
development in residential zones is that such 
development should be similar in bulk, scale, 
form, height, siting and appearance to the 
surrounding built residential environment. To 
meet this objective, special attention to design, 
finishes, roof form, materials, paving and 
landscaping may be required.  
All applicants must submit with their DA accurate 
elevation plans of the proposal, which show 
existing and final ground levels on the site, with 
cut and fill details. 

YES The proposed modification does not 

seek consent to amend the existing 
building envelope, setbacks, bulk and 

scale as approved under DA-96-278. 

8.1.5 Setbacks of buildings  
 
In general, non-residential buildings shall be 
setback in line with adjoining residential 
development or, where residential development is 
not yet built, at the same distance from 
boundaries as is required for medium density 
housing. 

YES The proposed modification does not 

seek consent to amend the existing 
building setbacks. 

8.1.6 Off-street car parking  
 
Refer to Part A for Council’s off-street car parking 
rates. 

YES The proposed modification retains the 

existing car parking spaces (six (6)) as 

approved under modification 
application S96-07-3131. Off Street 

parking is discussed in Part A above. 

 

7. LIKELY IMPACTS OF DEVELOPMENT 
 

The key planning matters for consideration as they relate to the modified proposal are addressed in the ensuing 

subsections. 
 

7.1 Context and Setting 
 

The proposed modification is an ancillary pathology service will preserve the use of the health consulting rooms 

as approved under DA-96-278, which is permitted with consent, and achieves the objectives of the R2 Low 
Density Residential zone. The modifications sought under this application will facilitate an ancillary service to 

the existing health consulting rooms providing services to the needs of the local community. 
 

The Site will continue to be used for the same purpose as approved under DA-96-278 whilst more 
appropriately responding to the needs of the local community. The modifications sought to the health 

consulting rooms as approved are minor in nature and scale and would not result a material impact on the 

character of the building and locality or give rise to any environmental or amenity impacts. 
 

7.2 Parking, Traffic and Access  
 

As discussed in Table 5 above, the proposed modification does not result in the need for any additional 

parking spaces. No changes to the car parking or access are proposed and therefore the proposed modification 
will not exhibit any impacts on existing or approved traffic or parking arrangements.  

 
7.9 Noise 

 

The proposed modification will not result in any additional noise or vibration for the development.  



Section 4.55(1A) Application 
Modification to DA-96-278 
17 Majestic Drive, Stanhope Gardens (Lot 1036 DP 844925)

 
 

16 

 

 

7.11 Waste Management  
 

Waste management associated with the carrying out of the proposed development will be consistent with DA-

96-278.  
 

7.12 Suitability of the Site for the Development  
 

The proposed modification will result in a development outcome almost identical to that previously approved 

under DA-96-278 and remains compliant with the relevant standards and controls of BLEP2015 and 
BDCP2015. Accordingly, the proposed development will remain consistent to those originally approved and is 

therefore considered to remain suitable for the Site. 
 

7.13 Other Matters for Consideration 
 

All other matters for consideration have been previously assessed as part of DA-96-278 which remain 

unaffected by the proposed modifications. 
 

8. CONCLUSION 
 

The proposal has been prepared after taking into consideration the following key issues: 

 
▪ The development history of the Site; 

▪ Previously approved development; 
▪ The context of the Site and locality; 

▪ The relevant heads of consideration under Section 4.55(1A) of the EP&A Act; and 

▪ The aims, objectives and provisions of the relevant statutory and non-statutory planning instruments. 
 

In light of the above, the modifications proposed to development consent DA-96-278 are considered worthy 
of support by Blacktown City Council. 
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Appendix 1 
 

Development Consent DA-96-278 
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Appendix 2 
 

Development Consent S96-07-3131  
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Appendix 3 
 

Memo for S96-07-3131 dated 23 January 2007 

 


