










Thank you for the opportunity to make a submission to the Greater Sydney Commission.

Background

At an earlier time a development was proposed in the village of Camden. When details emerged 
of the type and scale of the proposal, a protest arose from many in the community, including a 
number of important local groups, prominent among them being the Camden Residents’ Action 
Group (CRAG). Fortunately the proposal was withdrawn, and as a follow up, working with a 
sympathetic Council and a responsible Sate Government, CRAG initiated two essential 
measures: the Local Environment Plan (LEP) (2010) and the Camden Development Control Plan 
(DCP) (2011). It was believed these two measures plans would ensure Camden’s unique heritage 
values would be preserved against disruptive developments.

Historical and Heritage value

Camden was settled by John and Elizabeth Macarthur in the early C19th.Through a combination 
of energy and enterprise their farm developed into a thriving industry based most famously on 
wool, but also viticulture, botany and cattle. It is no idle boast that it is the ‘foundation of the 
country’s wealth’. The Macarthur family then designed, and in part built, Camden Town, based 
on the most enlightened thinking of the day for village construction. The town is overlooked by 
the magnificent St John’s, described as perhaps the finest neo-Gothic church in Australia. Their 
home, Camden Park, is an outstanding example of John Verge’s design, and is of great heritage 
and historical value. Camden itself it ringed by a collection of magnificent houses, reflecting 
some of the best design and constructions of the Colonial period. 

Like Camden Park, many of these houses generously open their doors annually to visitors, 
despite also being fully functioning family homes. This adds to the appeal of Camden for people 
to visit a country town well within the reach of Sydney, but still maintaining its ‘idyllic pastoral’ 
ambience. Given its historical importance, and the maintenance of the original design, Camden 
and surrounds are a place of not only local and State, but even National importance. Though 
close to centres offering the best of modern life, it still preserves a sense of difference. It is that 
‘difference’ that is currently under threat from inappropriate development.

Now and Future

Recently, another Camden Council proposed a ‘Vision’ to reshape the township. It was claimed 
that this plan was based on community consultation. The results of the ‘consultation’ were 
presented in a confused, disorganized and at times contradictory manner. Despite a large 
groundswell of opposition, Council resolved to proceed, with part of the work completed, though
in a manner typified by negligence and inefficiency, where, for example, curb and guttering 
(bread and butter for a Council, one would think,) required remedial work three times.



More disturbing, though, is the proposal to lift the height restrictions for new buildings from the 
current 7m to allow for high rise development. Camden Council’s ‘Town Centre Vision’ of Dec 
2014 declares (p77) that “the current LEP height... is overly restrictive and may constrain the 
form of development desired in the town centre.” It goes on to recommend that Council 
investigate increasing the height. One may wonder ‘who’ desires this ‘form of development’?

Despite this restriction still being in place, a development of the Milk Depot (a site of historical 
significance itself), standing at the entrance of the town, included a height of some 12m, well out 
of proportion with the current street scape, and well beyond the original ‘human scale’ limit. 
This was vehemently opposed by many locals, but the protests were ignored by Council until the 
intervention of Mr Alan Jones of 2 GB radio. Following Council’s capitulation it was hoped they 
would exercise more care in the future. However, recently a new Development Application has 
been submitted for the same site which, despite a few cosmetic changes, is more or less the same.

Clearly, without appropriate support, both the LEP and the DCP may be watered down to the 
point of irrelevance, or indeed, extinction.

It is my hope that the Greater Sydney Commission will use its influence to support the 
community in their desire to preserve the integrity of the historical Camden Town by

1. Ensuring that the LEP and DCP are not diluted, undermined or deleted, and
2. Ensure that Camden Council undertake due and responsible diligence in allowing any 

proposals to be submitted to a proper community engagement with an historically 
informed professional consultants, and 

3. Support State Heritage Listing for the LGA 

Thank you for this opportunity

David B Nethercote


