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MINUTES of INNER WEST LOCAL PLANNING PANEL MEETING conducted in hybrid
form including teleconference on Tuesday 12 May 2026.

Present: Mr Adam Seton in the chair; Ms Marjorie Ferguson; Mr David Logan;
Ms Silvia Correia;

Staff Present: Ruba Osman, Development Assessment Manager; Ferdinand Dickel
Team Leader Development Assessment, Clare Fitzpatrick-Clark,
Senior Development Support Officer.

Meeting commenced: 2:01pm

**  ACKNOWLEDGEMENT OF COUNTRY
| acknowledge the Gadigal and Wangal people of the Eora nation on whose Country we are
meeting today, and their elders past and present.

**  DECLARATION OF PECUNIARY INTERESTS AND NON-PECUNIARY
INTERESTS
There were no declarations of interest.
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IWLPP1391/26
Agenda Item 1

Standing Item - Report in Accordance with Ministerial Direction:
Pending Local Planning Panel Matters

Matters pending were presented to the Panel Chairman and noted.
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IWLPP1392/26 DA/2025/1054

Agenda Item 2

Address: 36-40 Halloran Street Lilyfield

Description: Alterations and additions to an existing warehouse building
Applicant: John Greenwood and Associates Pty Ltd

DECISION OF THE PANEL

A.

In relation to the proposal in Development Application No. DA/2025/1054 to
contravene the FSR development standard in Clause 4.4 of Inner West Local
Environmental Plan 2022 the Inner West Local Planning Panel is satisfied that the
Applicant has demonstrated that:
(a) compliance with the development standard is unreasonable or unnecessary in
the circumstances, and
(b) there are sufficient environmental planning grounds to justify the contravention
of the development standard.

The Inner West Local Planning Panel exercising the functions of the Council as the
consent authority, pursuant to s4.16 of the Environmental Planning and Assessment
Act 1979, grants consent to Development Application No. DA/2025/1054 for
alterations and additions to an existing warehouse building at 36-40 Halloran Street,
Lilyfield subject to the conditions listed in Attachment A of the officer’'s report and
amended as follows:

That the following condition be added:

36A. Contamination — New Evidence

Any new information revealed during demolition, remediation or construction works
that have the potential to alter previous conclusions about site contamination must
be immediately notified to the Council and the Certifying Authority.

Reason: To protect the amenity of the neighbourhood from contamination.

REASONS FOR DECISION

The proposal generally complies with the aims, objectives and design parameters contained
in Inner West Local Environmental Plan 2022 and Leichhardt Development Control Plan

2013.

The development will not result in any significant impacts on the amenity of the adjoining
premises and the streetscape and is considered to be in the public interest.

The application is considered suitable for approval subject to the imposition of appropriate
conditions.

The Panel supports the findings contained in the Assessment Report and endorses the
reasons for the approval contained in that Report as amended.

The decision of the panel was unanimous.
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IWLPP1393/26 DA/2025/0611
Agenda Item 3

Address: 58 & 58A Foucart Street Rozelle NSW 2039

Description: Demolition of existing structures, Torrens title subdivision of the

existing lot into two (2) allotments and construction of a two-storey
semi-detached dwelling on each lot, including tree removal at 58A
Foucart Street, and removal of one tree at 58 Foucart Street.

Applicant: Yaping Ke

DECISION OF THE PANEL

A.

In relation to the proposal in Development Application No. DA/2025/0611 to
contravene the Minimum Lot Size development standard in Clause 4.1 of Inner West
Local Environmental Plan 2022 the Inner West Local Planning Panel is satisfied that
the Applicant has demonstrated that:
(a) compliance with the development standard is unreasonable or unnecessary in
the circumstances, and
(b) there are sufficient environmental planning grounds to justify the contravention
of the development standard.

. The Inner West Local Planning Panel exercising the functions of the Council as the

consent authority, pursuant to s4.16 of the Environmental Planning and Assessment
Act 1979, grants consent to Development Application No. DA/2025/0611 for
demolition of existing structures, torrens title subdivision of the existing lot into two
(2) allotments and construction of a two-storey semi-detached dwelling on each lot,
including tree removal at 58A Foucart Street, Rozelle and also removal of one tree at
No. 58 Foucart Street, Rozelle subject to the conditions listed in Attachment A of the
officer’s report and amended as follows:

That condition 60 be deleted as it is a duplicate of condition 58.

REASONS FOR DECISION

The proposal generally complies with the aims, objectives and design parameters contained
in Inner West Local Environmental Plan 2022 and Leichhardt Development Control Plan

2013.

The development will not result in any significant impacts on the amenity of the adjoining
properties and the streetscape and is considered to be in the public interest.

The application is considered suitable for approval subject to the imposition of appropriate
conditions.

The Panel supports the findings contained in the Assessment Report and endorses the
reasons for the approval contained in that Report.

The decision of the panel was unanimous.
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IWLPP1394/26 DA/2026/0008

Agenda Item 4

Address: 23 West Street Petersham

Description: Alterations and additions to an existing unit, including partial
demolition of existing structures and construction of ground floor
addition

Applicant: Grants W King

DECISION OF THE PANEL

A.

In relation to the proposal in Development Application No. DA/2026/0008 to
contravene the FSR development standard in Clause 4.4 of Inner West Local
Environmental Plan 2022 the Inner West Local Planning Panel is satisfied that the
Applicant has demonstrated that:
(a) compliance with the development standard is unreasonable or unnecessary in
the circumstances, and
(b) there are sufficient environmental planning grounds to justify the contravention
of the development standard.

The Inner West Local Planning Panel exercising the functions of the Council as the
consent authority, pursuant to s4.16 of the Environmental Planning and Assessment
Act 1979, grants consent to Development Application No. DA/2026/0008 for
alterations and additions to unit 3, including partial demolition of existing structures
and construction of ground floor addition at 23 West Street, Petersham subject to the
conditions listed in Attachment A of the officer’s report.

REASONS FOR DECISION

The proposal generally complies with the aims, objectives and design parameters contained
in Inner West Local Environmental Plan 2022 and Marrickville Development Control Plan

2011.

The development will not result in any significant impacts on the amenity of the adjoining
premises/properties and the streetscape and is considered to be in the public interest.

The application is considered suitable for approval subject to the imposition of appropriate
conditions.

The Panel supports the findings contained in the Assessment Report and endorses the
reasons for the approval contained in that Report.

The decision of the panel was unanimous.
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IWLPP1395/26 DA/2025/1056

Agenda Item 5

Address: 11/140A Hawthorne Parade, Haberfield

Description: Construction of a single storey dwelling, detached garage, plunge
pool and associated landscaping.

Applicant: Rachana Chandrala

DECISION OF THE PANEL

A. In relation to the proposal in Development Application No. DA/2025/1056 to
contravene the landscaped area development standard in Clause 6.20(3)(d), and the
Height of Building development standard in Clause 4.3 of Inner West Local
Environmental Plan 2022, the Inner West Local Planning Panel is satisfied that the
Applicant has demonstrated that:

(a) compliance with the development standards is unreasonable or unnecessary
in the circumstances, and

(b) there are sufficient environmental planning grounds to justify the contravention
of the development standards.

B. The Inner West Local Planning Panel exercising the functions of the Council as the
consent authority, pursuant to s4.16 of the Environmental Planning and Assessment
Act 1979, grants consent to Development Application No. DA/2025/1056 for
construction of a single storey dwelling, detached garage, plunge pool and associated
landscaping. at 11/140A Hawthorne Parade, Haberfield subject to the conditions
listed in Attachment A of the officer’s report.

REASONS FOR DECISION

The proposal generally complies with the aims, objectives and design parameters contained
in Inner West Local Environmental Plan 2022 and Inner West Comprehensive Development
Control Plan 2016 for Ashbury, Ashfield, Croydon, Croydon Park, Haberfield, Hurlstone Park
and Summer Hill.

The development will not result in any significant impacts on the amenity of the adjoining
premises/properties and the streetscape and is considered to be in the public interest.

The application is considered suitable for approval subject to the imposition of appropriate
conditions.

The Panel supports the findings contained in the Assessment Report and endorses the
reasons for the approval contained in that Report.

The decision of the panel was unanimous.
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IWLPP1396/26 DA/2025/1012
Agenda Item 6
Address: 260A Liverpool Road ASHFIELD

Description: Fit out and use of a premises as a recreation facility (indoor) trading
24 hours a day, 7 days a week, works include alterations and
additions to create new mezzanine levels, internal fit-out and signage
Applicant: Collaborative Construction Group Pty Ltd

The following people addressed the meeting in relation to this Item:
e Daniel Govers (Applicant)

DECISION OF THE PANEL

A. In relation to the proposal in Development Application No. DA/2025/1012 to
contravene the Height of Building development standard in Clause 4.3(2A) of Inner
West Local Environmental Plan 2022 the Inner West Local Planning Panel is satisfied
that the Applicant has demonstrated that:

(a) compliance with the development standard is unreasonable or unnecessary in
the circumstances, and

(b) there are sufficient environmental planning grounds to justify the contravention
of the development standard.

B. The Inner West Local Planning Panel exercising the functions of the Council as the
consent authority, pursuant to s4.16 of the Environmental Planning and Assessment
Act 1979, grants consent to Development Application No. DA/2025/1012 for the fit
out and use of a premises as a recreation facility (indoor), works include alterations
and additions to create new mezzanine levels, internal fit-out and signage at 260A
Liverpool Road, Ashfield subject to the conditions listed in Attachment A of the
officer’s report and amended as follows:

e That the following condition be added:

8A. The Plan of Management referred to in condition 8 is to be revised to include and
address the following matters and must be submitted to and approved by the Council
prior to the issue of a Construction Certificate:

a) details confirming that the CCTV system is actively and continuously
monitored at all times when the premises are open to the public, including
identification of the person(s) or security service responsible for monitoring.

b) details demonstrating that a responsible person is available on a 24-hour
basis, with authority to act, who can immediately respond to any emergency,
security incident, or alarm activation at the premises.

c) current on-site contact details (including name, position, and telephone
number) for the person or security service required by paragraph (b), which
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must be displayed in a conspicuous position at the entry to and within the
premises at all times and made available to Council officers or emergency
services upon request.

Reason: To ensure the ongoing safety and security of patrons, staff, and the
surrounding area.

e That condition 28 c. be amended to read:

c. A continuation of the extended hours will require a further application under
the Environmental Planning and Assessment Act 1979.

e That condition 29 be amended to read:

Plan of Management — Operation

The operation of the premises complying at all times with the approved Plan of
Management referred to in condition 8A. The Plan of Management is not to be
further amended without the prior written approval of the Council. If there is any
inconsistency between the Plan of Management and the conditions of this consent,
the conditions of consent shall prevail to the extent of that inconsistency.

Reason: To protect the amenity of the neighbourhood and to ensure the ongoing
safety and security of patrons, staff, and the surrounding area.

REASONS FOR DECISION

The proposal generally complies with the aims, objectives and design parameters contained
in Inner West Local Environmental Plan 2022 and Inner West Comprehensive Development
Control Plan 2016 for Ashbury, Ashfield, Croydon, Croydon Park, Haberfield, Hurlstone Park
and Summer Hill.

The development will not result in any significant impacts on the amenity of the adjoining
premises, properties and the streetscape and is considered to be in the public interest.

The application is considered suitable for approval subject to the imposition of appropriate
conditions.

The applicant requested deletion of the condition that limits 24 hour operation to a 12 month
trial period. The Panel does not agree to the deletion of the condition given the isolated
location of the proposed development in a shopping centre that does not normally operate
24 hours per day and agrees that the condition is necessary in order to assess any social
or other impacts that might arise during the trial period.

The Panel supports the findings contained in the Assessment Report and endorses the
reasons for the approval contained in that Report.

The decision of the panel was unanimous.
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IWLPP1397/26 DA/2026/0141
Agenda Item 7

Address: 146 Edwin Street North, Croydon

Description: Alterations and additions to an approved residential flat building

including construction of an additional storey comprising two units.

Applicant: Ardeh Develop Pty Ltd

The following people addressed the meeting in relation to this Iltem:

Diego Gutierrez (Objector)
Owen Penglis (Objector)
Peter Israel (Applicant)

DECISION OF THE PANEL

A. In relation to the proposal in Development Application No. DA/2026/0141 to

contravene the Car Parking and Lot Width non-discretionary development standards
in Section 148(2)(a) and Section 159 of SEPP (Housing) 2021 the Inner West Local
Planning Panel is satisfied that the Applicant has demonstrated that:
(a) compliance with the development standards is unreasonable or unnecessary
in the circumstances, and
(b) there are sufficient environmental planning grounds to justify the contravention
of the development standards.

. The Inner West Local Planning Panel exercising the functions of the Council as the

consent authority, pursuant to s4.16 of the Environmental Planning and Assessment
Act 1979, grants consent to Development Application No. DA/2026/0141 for
alterations and additions to an approved residential flat building including construction
of an additional storey comprising two units at 146 Edwin Street North, Croydon
subject to the conditions listed in Attachment A of the officer’s report and amended
as follows:

That the table in condition 3 be amended to include:

DA24C and DA25C, | Window 02/04/2026 PTI Architecture
DA26C Schedule 1, 2 and
NATHERS

Construction and
Insulation Spec
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REASONS FOR DECISION

The proposal generally complies with the aims, objectives and design parameters contained
in the relevant State Environmental Planning Policies, Inner West Local Environmental Plan
2022 and Inner West Comprehensive Development Control Plan 2016 for Ashbury, Ashfield,
Croydon, Croydon Park, Haberfield, Hurlstone Park and Summer Hill.

Whilst the development does not strictly comply with the Section 148(2)(a) and Section 159
of SEPP (Housing) 2021, it is considered by the Panel to be appropriate within its immediate
context and within the context of this transport-oriented development area.

The development will not result in any significant impacts on the amenity of the adjoining
properties and the streetscape and is considered to be in the public interest.

The application is considered suitable for approval subject to the imposition of appropriate
conditions.

The Panel supports the findings contained in the Assessment Report and endorses the
reasons for the approval contained in that Report.

The decision of the panel was unanimous.
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IWLPP1398/26
Agenda Item 8

DA/2025/0431

Address: 76 Wilford Street Newtown NSW 2042

Description: Demolition of existing structures and construction of a six-storey
shop top housing development consisting of 40 residential
apartments, ground floor commercial floor area, and two levels of
basement carparking.

Applicant: Loucas Architects Pty Ltd

The following people addressed the meeting in relation to this Item:
e Merilyn Fairskye (Objector)

DECISION OF THE PANEL

A. In relation to the proposal in Development Application No. DA/2025/0431 to

contravene the Height of building development standard in Clause 4.3 of Inner West
Local Environmental Plan 2022 the Inner West Local Planning Panel is not satisfied
that the Applicant has demonstrated that:
(a) compliance with the development standard is unreasonable or unnecessary in
the circumstances, and
(b) there are sufficient environmental planning grounds to justify the contravention
of the development standard.
. In relation to the proposal in Development Application No. DA/2025/0431 to
contravene the FSR development standard in Clause 4.4 of Inner West Local
Environmental Plan 2022 the Inner West Local Planning Panel is not satisfied that
the Applicant has demonstrated that:
(c) compliance with the development standard is unreasonable or unnecessary in
the circumstances, and
(d) there are sufficient environmental planning grounds to justify the contravention
of the development standard.
. In relation to the proposal in Development Application No. DA/2025/0431 to
contravene Clause 6.23 of the Inner West Local Environmental Plan 2022 relating to
residential accommodation as part of mixed use development in Zone E3 Inner West
Local Planning Panel is not satisfied that the Applicant has demonstrated that:
(e) compliance with the development standard is unreasonable or unnecessary in
the circumstances, and
(f) there are sufficient environmental planning grounds to justify the contravention
of the development standard.
. The Inner West Local Planning Panel exercising the functions of the Council as the
consent authority, pursuant to s4.16 of the Environmental Planning and Assessment
Act 1979, refuses Development Application No. DA/2025/0431 for the demolition of
existing structures and construction of a six-storey shop top housing development
consisting of 40 residential apartments, ground floor commercial floor area, and two
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levels of basement carparking at 76 Wilford Street, Newtown for the following
reasons:

1.

The proposed development is inconsistent with, and has not demonstrated
compliance with the State Environmental Planning Policy (Housing) 2021
(Housing SEPP) and State Environmental Planning Policy (Resilience and
Hazards) 2021 (Resilience and Hazards SEPP), pursuant to Section 4.15 (1)(a)(i)
of the Environmental Planning and Assessment Act 1979, including:

a. Section 15C(1)(a) of the Housing SEPP, as the development is not
permissible in its current form, having not satisfied Clause 6.23 of the
Inner West Local Environmental Plan 2022;

b. Sections 16 and 18 of the Housing SEPP, as the proposal exceeds the
maximum permissible floor space ratio and building height (including
bonus provisions);

c. Section 19(2)(b) of the Housing SEPP, as the proposal does not provide
the minimum landscaped area;

d. Section 20(3) of the Housing SEPP, as the design is not compatible
with the desired future character of the precinct;

e. Section 147 of the Housing SEPP, as the proposed development has
not demonstrated compliance with the design quality principles in
Schedule 9 or the relevant provisions of the Apartment Design Guide,
including building separation, communal open space, deep soil, solar
access and acoustic privacy;

f. Section 4.6 of the Resilience and Hazards SEPP, as insufficient
information has been provided to demonstrate that the land is suitable
for the proposed development, including the absence of a Detailed Site
Investigation.

2. The proposed development is inconsistent with, and has not demonstrated

compliance with the Inner West Local Environmental Plan 2022, pursuant to
Section 4.15 (1)(a)(i) of the Environmental Planning and Assessment Act 1979,
including:

a. Clause 1.2(2)(e), 1.2(2)(g), 1.2(2)(h), and 1.2(2)(i) — Aims of Plan, as
the proposal does not create a high quality urban environment, does
not minimise adverse environmental impacts, and does not adequately
support employment-generating uses within the locality;

b. Clause 2.3 — Zone Objectives and Land Use Table, as the proposed
retail and commercial uses are prohibited within the E3 Productivity
Support zone and the development does not achieve the objectives of
the zone;

c. Clause 4.3 — Height of Buildings, as the proposed development
exceeds the maximum permissible height and the Clause 4.6 variation
request is not adequately justified;

d. Clause 4.4 — Floor Space Ratio, as the proposed development exceeds
the maximum permissible floor space ratio (including bonus provisions)
and the Clause 4.6 variation request is not adequately justified;

e. Clause 4.6 — Regarding the Height of Building (Clause 4.3) and Floor
Space Ratio (Clause 4.4) development standard and Residential
accommodation as part of mixed use development in Zone E3 (Clause
6.23) non-compliances, the applicant has not demonstrated that:

i. compliance with the development standard is unreasonable
or unnecessary in the circumstances, and
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ii. there are sufficient environmental planning grounds to justify
the contravention of the development standard;

f. Clause 4.6 — The proposed development does not comply with the
non-discretionary development standards at Section 19(2)(b) of the
Housing SEPP, relating to minimum landscaped area provision. As
no written request has been submitted, the consent authority cannot
be satisfied of the matters under Clause 4.6(3);

g. Clause 6.3 -The proposed development does not adequately
incorporate permeable surfaces or on-site retention measures and has
not demonstrated that stormwater runoff will be effectively managed to
avoid adverse impacts;

h. Clause 6.9 — The proposed development does not demonstrate design
excellence, as it is driven by excessive height and FSR, resulting in
unresolved architectural expression, adverse public domain outcomes,
adverse visual and amenity impacts, non-compliance with key controls,
and a built form that is incompatible with the desired future character of
the locality; and

i. Clause 6.23(4)(b)(iv) — Key Sites, as the proposal does not provide the
required minimum 30% non-residential gross floor area and fails to
satisfy the preconditions to enable residential accommodation as part
of mixed use development.

3. The proposed development is inconsistent with, and has not demonstrated

compliance with the Marrickville Development Control Plan 2011, pursuant to
Section 4.15 (1)(a)(iii) of the Environmental Planning and Assessment Act 1979,
including:

a. Part 2.1 - Urban Design, as the proposal fails to achieve high quality
urban design, given its excessive bulk, scale and inadequate response
to the surrounding context;

b. Part 2.3 - Site and Context Analysis, including controls C2, C3, C4 and
C5, as the proposed development fails to integrate with the surrounding
environment or appropriately relate to neighbouring properties.

c. Part 2.6 - Acoustic and Visual Privacy, as the limited building separation
distances result in inadequate visual privacy, with increased
opportunities for overlooking between the subject site and adjoining
residential properties, which is inconsistent with objectives O1 and O2.

d. Part 2.7 - Solar Access and Overshadowing, including objective O3 and
controls C1 and C2(i), as the submitted shadow diagrams are
inadequate and the proposal does not demonstrate the protection of
solar access enjoyed by neighbours.

e. Part 2.10 - Parking, as the proposal fails to provide the required office
parking spaces in accordance with control C1, which is inconsistent with
objective O4. Further, the application has not provided a detailed
maintenance and management plan for reliance on a mechanical
turntable, which does not comply with control C 27, as it has not been
demonstrated the proposed development could reliably accommodate
the manoeuvring areas within the service and loading area, this is
inconsistent with objective O2.

f. Part 2.17 - Water Sensitive Urban Design, including objectives O2 and
06 and control C7, as the proposed development has not been
supported by a Water Sensitive Urban Design report to demonstrate
the development will achieve environmental and amenity benefits.

g. Part 2.18 - Landscaping and Open Spaces, the proposal does not
comply with controls C5 and C6 and is inconsistent with objectives O3,
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04 and 05, as it has not been demonstrated that there would be
sufficient soil depth above the basement to accommodate landscaping.
Further, the proposed communal open space does not comply with
control C4(viii), which is inconsistent with objective O3, as the
development does not provide sufficient open space

h. Part 2.21 - Site Facilities and Waste Management, as the proposed
development does not comply with controls C1, C2, C9, C20, C21, C22,
C30, C31, C38, C46, C47 and C48, which is inconsistent with objectives
01, 02, O3, and O4 as it fails to provide safe, efficient and compliant
waste storage and collection arrangements, including inadequate
separation of residential and non-residential waste streams, insufficient
storage design, and reliance on a mechanical turntable and constrained
access resulting in unacceptable operational and work health and
safety outcomes.

i. Part2.25 - Stormwater Management, including objectives O1, O2 and
O3 and controls C1, C3, C4, C5, C6. C7 and C8, as it fails to
demonstrate a compliant stormwater drainage design, does not
adequately manage site runoff to pre-development conditions, lacks a
compliant on-site detention system for the full range of storm events,
and does not demonstrate that stormwater and groundwater discharge
will avoid adverse impacts on receiving waters and adjoining properties.

j. Part2.26 - Special Entertainment Precinct, including objectives O3, O5,
06 and O8 and controls C3 and C10, as it fails to provide an acoustic
report prepared by a suitably qualified specialist demonstrating
compliance with internal noise criteria for sensitive receivers and does
not include a noise impact assessment or appropriate attenuation
measures to ensure compatibility between residential uses and
potential entertainment uses within the precinct.

k. Part 5.1.3 - Building Form, including objectives O1, 02, O3, 04, O5,
06, 07, 08, 09, 013, 014, 015, 033 and 034 and controls C1, C2,
C7,C11,C12, C13, C15, C18, C20 and C51, as it results in excessive
floor space ratio, height and building massing, fails to provide
appropriate upper level setbacks and building separation, fails
to support the function and character of the centre in terms of land uses
and does not achieve a built form that is compatible with the desired
future character or responsive to the constraints of the site, resulting in
adverse amenity impacts including overshadowing and reduced
privacy.

[. Part 9.8 - Enmore North and Newtown Central (Precinct 8), including
the desired future character provisions and site-specific controls C1,
C2, and C4 for 76 Wilford Street, as it fails to maintain non-retail
employment, does not achieve orderly development in accordance with
the masterplan principles, does not demonstrate design excellence or
a high quality urban design outcome, and results in a built form that
provides inadequate amenity and is inconsistent with the desired future
character of the precinct.

4. The proposed development will result in adverse built environment impacts in the
locality pursuant to Section 4.15(1)(b) of the Environmental Planning and
Assessment Act 1979.

5. The proposal has not demonstrated that the site is suitable for the development
pursuant to Section 4.15(1)(c) of the Environmental Planning and Assessment Act
1979.
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REASONS FOR DECISION

The proposal does not comply with the aims, objectives and design parameters contained
in the relevant State Environmental Planning Policies, Inner West Local Environmental Plan
2022 and Marrickville Development Control Plan 2011.

The development would result in significant impacts on the amenity of the adjoining
premises/properties and the streetscape and is not considered to be in the public interest.

The Panel supports the findings contained in the Assessment Report and endorses the
reasons for the refusal contained in that Report.

The decision of the panel was unanimous.

The Inner West Planning Panel Public Meeting finished at 2:48pm.
The Inner West Planning Panel Closed Meeting finished at 3:57pm.

CONFIRMED:

7z a3

Adam Seton
Chairperson

12 May 2026
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