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From:
Sent: Wednesday, 25 November 2009 10:07 AM
To: Jeffrey, David
Cc: Rand, Rick; Ian Dawkins
Subject: Crace -  Community Recreation Irrigated Park

David 
Thank you for the information. We shall utilise this and do some brief sketches. 
Given the timing we'd need to work with you to achieve a reasonably confident agreement that a CRIP concept could 
be undertaken inliue of the current neighbourhood oval required under the Deed of Agreement with ACTPLA. This 
would have to be achieved prior to Christmas so detailed designs could commence immediately in the new year 
together with any EDP/DA amendments. 
Our current program is to commence construction activities on the oval in march 2010 with grassing being undertaken 
in the spring of 2010. With the possible change to concept we could accept works to commence in June /July with 
grassing in the early autumn of 2011 if not slightly earlier. For this the detailed designs would need to commence very 
early in 2010 as noted above. 
Regards 

 

From: Jeffrey, David [mailto:David.Jeffrey@act.gov.au]  
Sent: Friday, 20 November 2009 1:22 PM 
To:  
Cc: Rand, Rick 
Subject: Community Recreation Irrigated Park 

Hi Mitch, 
As briefly discussed today, please find the draft documentation that Sport and Recreation Services (SRS) has put 
together to date in relation to the Community Recreation Irrigated Park (CRIP) concept. Most of the sportsground and 
irrigation design standards would still be applicable for this concept. 

Community Recreation 
Irrigated Park (CRIP) 

In suburbs where there is no District Playing Field, District Park or School Oval, a 
Community Recreation Irrigated Park will be provided. Generally 0.75 to 1.0 hectare, 
this space will provide an irrigated low maintenance play space to support informal 
physical activity and recreation activities. Where possible, will be connected to a non 
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potable water source for irrigation purposes and utilise a drought tolerant grass 
species (e.g. couch). 

As a guide a Community Recreation Irrigated Park would generally include the 
provision of a toilet block, community barbeque and picnic shelter. Other facilities 
that could also be considered include the provision of a children’s playground, 
basketball half court, tennis wall and cricket nets. A variety of low maintenance, 
drought tolerant tree species should also be provided from an aesthetic perspective 
and to provide shade. 

It should be noted that the irrigated grass area does not need to be uniform in its 
shape or design, but it should be large enough to accommodate a range of informal 
recreation pursuits and activities. 

It would great if you could let us know when you need a decision by regarding what type of facility is ultimately to be 
provided as part of the Crace EDP. 
Let me know if you require any further information. 
Kind regards, 
David Jeffrey 
Manager 
Strategic Projects and Planning 
Sport and Recreation Services 
Territory and Municipal Services 
P: (02) 6207 5815 
F: (02) 6207 2071 
M: 0417 499 634 
-----------------------------------------------------------------------
This email, and any attachments, may be confidential and also privileged. If you are 
not the intended recipient, please notify the sender and delete all copies of this 
transmission along with any attachments immediately. You should not copy or use it for 
any purpose, nor disclose its contents to any other person.
-----------------------------------------------------------------------
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From: Jeffrey, David
Sent: Wednesday, 16 December 2009 9:54 AM
To: McPhail, Sean
Cc: Marriage, Sue; Kelley, Rebecca; Rand, Rick
Subject: Crace Playing Field
Attachments: 20091123150601783_0001.pdf

Hi Sean, 

SRS is supportive of the shift to provide a Community Recreation Irrigated Park (CRIP) as part of the CIC Limited 
development at Crace.  I can confirm that SRS has had a couple of meetings with CIC Limited regarding the CRIP 
concept.  The attached plan (better quality copy is attached) was provided to CIC Limited as a very basic starting 
point to commence the redesign process.  It is also worth noting that the Minister for Sport (Andrew Barr) is supportive 
of the CRIP concept. 

Please let me know if you require any further information. 

Regards, 

David Jeffrey 
Manager 
Strategic Projects and Planning 
Sport and Recreation Services 
Territory and Municipal Services 
P:  (02) 6207 5815 
F:  (02) 6207 2071 
M: 0417 499 634 

From: McPhail, Sean  
Sent: Tuesday, 15 December 2009 3:33 PM 
To: Rand, Rick 
Cc: Gianakis, Steven; Brooker, Ron; Billing, Dale 
Subject: Crace Playing Field 

Rick, 
As discussed in our phone conversation, attached is the plan received detailing the change of direction for the Crace 
neighbourhood playing field.  

ACTPLA is currently considering an amendment to the Crace Stage 1 Estate Development Plan to formalise the 
development of this site. The site has been identified as a neighbourhood playing field in accordance with the Crace 
Precinct Code and the executed Deed of Agreement. I understand that Sport and Recreation do not support the 
development of this site as a neighbourhood playing field due to its small size and the lack of a primary school within 
the suburb of Crace. It is understood that Sport and Recreation prefer the site to be developed as an irrigated 
community recreation park as detailed in the attached plan. 

Can you please provide written confirmation from your branch to confirm support for this change to the Crace 
neighbourhood playing field. Can you also confirm whether the attached plan has been discussed twitch CIC Limited. 
ACTPLA will require written confirmation prior to discussing further with CIC Limited and requesting revisions to the 
plans lodged for the site. 

Additionally, are you able to provide a better quality copy of the attached plan? 

Regards 

Sean McPhail 
Technical Coordinator 
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Estates Assessment Unit 
Development Services Branch 
ACT Planning and Land Authority 

Ph. (02) 62052874  
sean.mcphail@act.gov.au 
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From: Jeffrey, David
Sent: Wednesday, 10 March 2010 10:01 AM
To: Rand, Rick; Ashcroft, Brian
Subject: FW: CRIPS at Crace

TrackingTracking: Recipient Read
Rand, Rick Read: 10/03/2010 10:11 AM
Ashcroft, Brian Read: 10/03/2010 10:59 AM

FYI 

From: Kelley, Rebecca  
Sent: Tuesday, 9 March 2010 11:07 AM 
To: Jeffrey, David 
Subject: FW: CRIPS at Crace 

An answer…..!! 

From: Perram, Phillip  
Sent: Friday, 5 March 2010 6:19 PM 
To: Marriage, Sue 
Cc: Kelley, Rebecca; Corey, Janelle 
Subject: FW: CRIPS at Crace 

Sue 

Further to the CRIP for Crase 

Please see Kelvin's comments below 

Regards 

Phillip 

Phillip Perram 
Executive Director - Territory Services 
Territory and Municipal Services 
Telephone (02) 6207 2333 
Mobile 0435 659 263 

From: Walsh, Kelvin  
Sent: Friday, 5 March 2010 5:14 PM 
To: Perram, Phillip 
Cc: Gianakis, Steven; Murray, Chris; McPhail, Sean; Ponton, Ben; Wilden, Karen 
Subject: CRIPS at Crace 

Phillip, 
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Just to follow up on our conversation yesterday. We met with CIC on 09 Feb 2010 regarding the CRIP at Crace and 
ACTPLA's inability to approve an EDP that did not meet the Territory Plan requirements (ie demonstrate ability to 
deliver a Basic Sports Unit on the site). 

We discussed: 
- our understanding of Govt's move to the CRIPS model and desire to deliver at Crace
- that the Territory Plan, through the Structure Plan, requires the delivery of a Basic Sports Unit
- that due to the requirements in the TP ACTPLA would not be able to approve an EDP that didn't demonstrate ability
to deliver a Basic Sports Unit.
- that ACTPLA, together with Sport and Rec, was happy to review this requirement in the Territory Plan and that the
process would take 12 - 18 months

It was agreed at the meeting that: 
- CIC would lodge a new EDP DA that demonstrated ability to deliver a Basic Sports Unit and may also show and
enable delivery of the CRIP
- that ACTPLA would engage with Sport and Rec with the aim of reviewing the TP so that a Basic Sport Unit may not
be required
- that if the TP is varied, CIC would come back to ACTPLA and seek to amend the EDP to deliver the alternate
scheme presented (ie CRIP and housing)
- in lodging the new EDP DA CIC would also need to demonstrate that Sport and Rec are happy with the proposed
configuration

Status 
- CIC have not lodged the EDP DA in line with what was discussed at the meeting
- ACTPLA will shortly commence discussions with Sport and Rec regarding the TP review process in relation to this
matter.

Happy to discuss further if anything requires clarification. 

Kind regards 
Kelvin. 

Kelvin Walsh 
Director Planning Services 
ACT Planning and Land Authority 
telephone 02 6207 1950 
e-mail kelvin.walsh@act.gov.au

 Please respect the environment and think about the impact of printing this email.
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From: Jeffrey, David
Sent: Tuesday, 16 March 2010 12:59 PM
To: Kelley, Rebecca; Marriage, Sue
Subject: FW: Crace - Community  Park 
Attachments: FW: CRIPS at Crace

TrackingTracking: Recipient Read
Kelley, Rebecca Read: 16/03/2010 2:48 PM
Marriage, Sue

Hi Sue/Bec, 
I need to respond to Jacqui Lavis (GHD) regarding this, can we please discuss when you have a chance. I have also 
attached Kelvin Walsh's email regarding Crace. 
Cheers 
DJ 

From:  
Sent: Friday, 12 March 2010 1:01 PM 
To: Jeffrey, David 
Cc: Marriage, Sue 
Subject: Crace - Community Park  

Hi David,  

Thanks for meeting with me regarding the Crace Park .  

The next step for CIC will be to submit a new development appliaction for the area of the site that comprises the 
parkland and the new residenital blocks  

We would like to have Sport and Rexcreation support for the park concept before lodgement 

Our understanding of the current issues to be addressed are as follows  

The Territory Plan 2008  

Territory Plan – Definitions  

Playing field means the use of land which is unrestricted to public access and which is used for the conduct of 
sports, athletics and games and includes facilities with such land for the enjoyment or convenience of the public such 
as kiosks, car parks, changing facilities, pavilions and the like.  

Gungahlin – Suburb of Crace Structure Plan  

A structure plan has been produced for the suburb of Crace. There is a specific policy in relation to playing fields:  

Provide playing fields (neighbourhood oval consisting of a Basic Sports Unit)  

There is no definition provided for “Basic Sports Unit”.  

Crace Concept Plan  

A concept plan has been produced for the suburb of Crace. The structure plan ‘playing field’ policy has been adapted 
into the concept plan:  

Sch 2 2.2(a)(ii)
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6.5 Open Space Provision  

The Crace Concept Plan contains a hierarchy of open spaces totalling about 48Ha serving different purposes. The 
spaces are to be provided/ located generally in accordance with Important Planning Requirements and the Concept 
Plan.  

A neighbourhood playing field (basic sports unit) is also to be provided within the suburb and form part of the open 
space network. The location of the playing fields is shown in the Important Planning Requirement plan.  

Design Standard for Urban Infrastructure 

These design standards are used by professionals involved in the planning, design and construction of Urban 
Infrastructure in the ACT.  

DS 24 Sportsground Design 

This design standard specifies requirements for sportsground within the ACT. The document provides the following 
relevant definitions:  

24.3.1 Playing Field  

The term playing field refers to the total area provided at any site or complex for organised sport. Playing fields 
usually comprise an irrigated playing surface and surrounds that may or may not be irrigated. Their size allows 
several options for field layout.  

Sports field  

The term sports field refers to the marked out area for one sport. A sportsfield can accommodate one game of Rugby, 
Soccer, Hockey, Australia Rules or Cricket depending on the marking.  

Neighbourhood Oval  

The term neighbourhood oval refers to playing field sporting facilities generally located adjacent to both a suburban 
primary school and the local shopping centre. Together the three land uses generate a focus of activity for the 
neighbourhood. Usage is predominantly, but not necessarily, by juniors for training and competition and by the 
primary school. Informal used by local residents is also significant.  

Sporting clubs have adopted neighbourhood playing fields and pressures of use have resulted in the construction of 
toilet facilities in some cases. In order to accommodate future development, designs should identify a possible future 
toilet block site.  

Training lights may be provided.  

District Playing Fields  

The term district playing field refers to sporting facilities that serve several suburbs and comprise a number of fields 
with at least one pavilion. They are often associated with a high school and have a total area of at least eight 
hectares. District playing fields area heavily used for senior and junior competition and training and commonly they 
become associated with one particular sporting code whereby several games can be played concurrently at the one 
venue, for ease of administration and organisation of voluntary officials.  

These facilities are also heavily used for night time training under lights and appropriate lighting and other safety 
requirements are needed.  

Conclusion  

We have concluded that since “District Playing Fields” are provided in the neighbouring suburb of Palmerston, that a 
“playing field” as per 24.3.1 will satisfy the current requirement of both the Territory Plan and Design Standard for 
Urban Infrastructure  



3

I would be grateful if you could confirm that if CIC resubmit with a plan showing an irrigated playing field area 
that you will endorse this concept as a referral authority, in the conetx of any EDP circulation. I would also be 
grateful if you could confirm whether such plan should show an area capable of being marked out for 
specific sports  

Sch 2 2.2(a)(ii)
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From: Gianakis, Steven
Sent: Friday, 30 April 2010 2:39 PM
To: Jeffrey, David
Cc: Kelley, Rebecca; Ashcroft, Brian
Subject: RE: Crace and playing field - CRIP

All 
Thank you for your advice. I'm seeking a time with Kelvin to discuss ACTPLA's response to GHD's letter. I will advise 
of outcome prior to responding to GHD. 
thanks again. 
Steven  

From: Jeffrey, David  
Sent: Friday, 30 April 2010 11:21 AM 
To: Gianakis, Steven 
Cc: Kelley, Rebecca; Ashcroft, Brian 
Subject: RE: Crace and playing field - CRIP 

Hi Steven, 

Thanks for your email. I would like to provide the following comments for your consideration from a Sport and 
Recreation Services (SRS) perspective: 

 SRS is committed to the development of a pilot Community Recreation Irrigated Park (CRIP) in Crace that
meets the informal sport and physical recreation needs of the local community.

 The proposed model (Attachment 1) does meet the long term expectations of SRS in respect to what a CRIP
should provide. SRS would support the proposed model as a Stage 1 concept should CIC agree to undertake
a range of further improvements (Stage 2) sometime in the future at a time agreed by all parties. In particular.
SRS would suggest that a greater range of facilities need to be accommodated/provided (e.g. toilet block,
shelter, barbeque, tennis wall, basketball half court, cricket nets, etc). The cost of these improvements would
need to be met by the developer (CIC).

 It should be noted that the proposed size of the open space detailed in Attachment 1 (90 x 60 metres) is not
large enough to support any formal sporting activity. This is in accordance with the CRIP concept as this
facility will not be available for groups to formally hire. The cost to maintain this facility will be reduced due to
its smaller size.

 The relevant Design Standards for Urban Infrastructure will need to be applied (DS21 - Irrigation, DS24 -
Sportsground Design).

Please let me know if you require any further information. 
Kind regards, 
David Jeffrey 
Manager 
Strategic Projects and Planning 
Sport and Recreation Services 
Territory and Municipal Services 
P: (02) 6207 5815 
F: (02) 6207 2071 
M: 0417 499 634 

‐‐‐‐‐Original Message‐‐‐‐‐ 
From: Gianakis, Steven 
Sent: Monday, 19 April 2010 1:59 PM 
To: Jeffrey, David 
Subject: Crace and playing field ‐ CRIP 
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Hi David 
FYI ‐ please find attached a letter received on the above. In essence, GHD is arguing that what is proposed in Attachment 1 
meets both TaMS and ACTPLA requirements. Thus no Variation is required and they can lodge an estate development plan 
(subdivision) DA for the revised open space and additional dwellings. We have yet to review, as I have been too busy and Kelvin 
is away.  

Any comments on the letter or it's logic? 

Steven 
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From: Gianakis, Steven
Sent: Thursday, 6 May 2010 11:44 AM
To: Jeffrey, David
Cc: Kelley, Rebecca; Ashcroft, Brian
Subject: RE: Crace and playing field - CRIP

All 
In response to the letter from GHD and your advice, I wish to advise the following: 

 ACTPLA from a planning policy perspective is now supportive of a CRIP in Crace, in the first instance;
 No Territory Plan variation will be required to incorporate the CRIP into Crace.
 the developer will incorporate the CRIP into the proposed estate development plan development application

(EDP DA) for the remaining unapproved area within Stage 1 of the Crace estate.
 Obviously the outcome is subject to EDP DA.
 Stephan Docherty advised me on 4th May 2010 that it is the developer’s intention to deliver and fund the

CRIP, not merely a “neighbourhood playing field” as indicated in the letter from GHD.
 The developer will need to discuss and seek your (Sport and Recreation Services) agreement to the specific

details and facilities to be accommodated within the proposed CRIP for the EDP DA.
 I understand the developer is seeking a pre-development application meeting with ACTPLA to go through the

EDP. Once I have details, I will forward for your attendance, if possible.

I will provide a copy of ACTPLA's response to GHD, once signed. 
As discussed to permit the CRIP to proceed, you will need to have all necessary agreements in place with other areas 
of TaMS (eg. maintenance) to ensure that there are no delays through the DA process.  
Cheers. 
Steven 

From: Jeffrey, David  
Sent: Friday, 30 April 2010 11:21 AM 
To: Gianakis, Steven 
Cc: Kelley, Rebecca; Ashcroft, Brian 
Subject: RE: Crace and playing field - CRIP 

Hi Steven, 

Thanks for your email. I would like to provide the following comments for your consideration from a Sport and 
Recreation Services (SRS) perspective: 

 SRS is committed to the development of a pilot Community Recreation Irrigated Park (CRIP) in Crace that
meets the informal sport and physical recreation needs of the local community.

 The proposed model (Attachment 1) does meet the long term expectations of SRS in respect to what a CRIP
should provide. SRS would support the proposed model as a Stage 1 concept should CIC agree to undertake
a range of further improvements (Stage 2) sometime in the future at a time agreed by all parties. In particular.
SRS would suggest that a greater range of facilities need to be accommodated/provided (e.g. toilet block,
shelter, barbeque, tennis wall, basketball half court, cricket nets, etc). The cost of these improvements would
need to be met by the developer (CIC).

 It should be noted that the proposed size of the open space detailed in Attachment 1 (90 x 60 metres) is not
large enough to support any formal sporting activity. This is in accordance with the CRIP concept as this
facility will not be available for groups to formally hire. The cost to maintain this facility will be reduced due to
its smaller size.

 The relevant Design Standards for Urban Infrastructure will need to be applied (DS21 - Irrigation, DS24 -
Sportsground Design).

Please let me know if you require any further information. 
Kind regards, 
David Jeffrey 



2

Manager 
Strategic Projects and Planning 
Sport and Recreation Services 
Territory and Municipal Services 
P: (02) 6207 5815 
F: (02) 6207 2071 
M: 0417 499 634 

‐‐‐‐‐Original Message‐‐‐‐‐ 
From: Gianakis, Steven 
Sent: Monday, 19 April 2010 1:59 PM 
To: Jeffrey, David 
Subject: Crace and playing field ‐ CRIP 

Hi David 
FYI ‐ please find attached a letter received on the above. In essence, GHD is arguing that what is proposed in Attachment 1 
meets both TaMS and ACTPLA requirements. Thus no Variation is required and they can lodge an estate development plan 
(subdivision) DA for the revised open space and additional dwellings. We have yet to review, as I have been too busy and Kelvin 
is away.  

Any comments on the letter or it's logic? 

Steven 




