
 

 
 
Councillor Robert Furolo 
Mayor of Canterbury 
PO Box 77  
CAMPSIE  NSW   2194 
 
 
Council Agenda for 22 March 2007 – Specific Plans of Management for Sportsgrounds 

 
Re: Waterworth Park 

 
Dear Robert 
 
I draw to your attention concern about the proposed position under this agenda item. I ask that 
you seek the deferral of the policy or specifically exclude Waterworth Park from its ambit.  
 
Essentially, the paper seems to suggest that Council not look at the long-term future of parks 
serving as sportsgrounds, but respond only to specific development applications. I think that 
this would be a generally unfortunate and short-sighted policy. However, I specifically want to 
address the issue in relation to Waterworth Park, where two conflicting proposals have been put 
to Council. We do not think it is appropriate for our proposals to proceed by way of a 
Development Application, and feel that the reactive policy being proposed for Council 
endorsement will militate against a consideration of the wider issues we are raising.  
 
Waterworth Park is not, and should not be seen, as simply a sports ground. It is very large and 
able to accommodate several uses, meeting the needs of a range of residents and visitors. Its 
riparian zone on Wolli Creek has a large number of patches of saltmarsh species, part of a 
declared Endangered Ecological Community. These are under threat and prevented from a 
natural expansion inland by the current uses of the riparian zone. Also in the riparian zone is a 
major outbreak of the weed Salpichroa (Pampas Lily-of-the-Valley), a relatively recent invader 
and one expected to be declared noxious in the near future. This is spread by disturbance, as 
pieces break off and reroot elsewhere. Given its location, it has the potential to spread 
throughout the Cooks River system and needs to be tackled as early as possible. We have also 
raised issues relating to traffic calming, and pedestrian and cyclist access in the area. 
 
The issues above, and the conflicting proposals put to Council, warrant resolution within a 
formal plan of management for Waterworth Park. We have sought third-party funding of 
$185,000 for the work we see to be needed to protect the riparian zone and provide for multiple 
use within it (see below and attachments). I think that it is unlikely that such funding will be 
forthcoming in the absence of an agreed plan of management for the park. 



 

Background 
Members of Wolli Creek Preservation Society met with you on 15 December 2005, at which 
we provided information about the development of a long-distance walk along the Wolli and 
Cooks Valleys.  We noted with some concern that developments had been announced for 
Waterworth Park (radical expansion of touch football fields) that would potentially be 
incompatible with this proposal and other positions that the Society has. In a letter of 3 
February 2006, the Society provided you with an alternative plan, with fewer additional playing 
pitches, and a widened riparian vegetation corridor containing a continuation of the walking 
trail through the Wolli Valley.  
 
In the Council’s City Plan and Budget 2006-7, the City Works capital works program includes: 
“Grading, field and foreshore development works along Wolli Creek within Waterworth Park.” 
In his letter to the Society of 22 May 2006, the Director of City Works, responding to our 
February letter to you, advised that: 
“An allocation of $50,000 has been provided in the Draft 2006/07 Budget to allow for staged development of the 
area.” 
 
Recent Developments 
Following a workshop convened by the Sydney Metro Catchment Management Authority in 
late 2006, a Society proposal for completing the vegetation corridor along Wolli Creek was 
shortlisted for consideration for funding. Working in cooperation with officers from Canterbury 
City Council and Rockdale City Council and with the support of the National Parks and 
Wildlife Service, a brief outline of the proposal was submitted for consideration by the Board 
of the CMA. This is attached for your information. A more detailed outline of costings and 
funding sought was also provided and the section relating to Waterworth Park (Reach 2) is 
attached; a total of $185,000 was sought for this reach.  
 
We understand that the overall proposal was favourably considered by the CMA, and have 
hopes of funding for Turrella Reserve being granted. There was a condition on the proposal in 
relation to Waterworth Park – it was subject to the development by Council of a Plan of 
Management for the park – and as a result could not be said to be ready to proceed. We 
therefore expect funding for this reach to be deferred. Nonetheless, the regional significance of 
the Wolli corridor is such that we are very optimistic that funding will be forthcoming from 
State or Federal grant bodies in future. Part of the $50,000 set aside in the City Works budget 
could be used to fund the development of a Plan of Management. 
 
I can be contacted on 9554 3176 or via info@wollicreek.org.au for further information. 
 
 
Yours sincerely 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Peter Stevens 
President



 
 

Name of project Creek and 
length of reach 

LGA Management 
category 

Existing condition Ready to proceed? Community 
input? 

Nature of works and why 
they require priority status 

Lower Wolli Creek 
Restoration 

Two reaches of 
700m + side 
creek 
1.Turrella 
Reserve 
2.Waterworth 
Park 

1. Rockdale 
and 
Canterbury 
2. Canterbury 
 
Contact David 
Bell 
Canterbury 
9789 9422 

focus on 
revegetation 

1. Erosion controls 
(gabions) at weir 
breaking down. 
Footbath over bridge at 
weir passes through 
riparian zone. Narrow, 
weedy riparian zone on 
fill abutting industrial 
estate to S, subject to 
dumping at Henderson 
St access. Mown, flood-
prone area to N, with 
degraded side creek. 
Junction used as kayak 
landing point for 
portage to above weir. 
CMA and Councils 
funding fishway at 
weir. 
2. To N, a narrow strip 
of weedy vegetation 
with park beyond. 
footpath on bank and in 
wide mown swathe 
through zone. Fair 
amounts of Salpichroa 
recently identified 
among existing 
vegetation. Endangered 
saltmarsh species 
among natives present 
in zone. Several spots 
used by fishers. 
To S, saltmarsh and 
mangroves on RailCorp 
land, difficult to access. 

1. Yes; note 
N bank will become 
part of NPWS 
Regional Park 
during 2007; 
informal NPWS 
agreement reached 
2. Not yet: subject 
to park Plan of 
Management to be 
developed over 6-12 
months by CCC 

1 & 2. Yes -
Wolli Creek 
Preservation 
Society (240 
members) is very 
active in the area 
with several bush 
restoration 
projects in hand. 

Revegetation projects along 
these two reaches with 
extended bush regeneration 
for riparian and saltmarsh 
vegetation in corridor. Short 
paths through zone with hard 
stands, signage and controls 
at fishing points and kayak 
landing area. New walking 
trails further inland. 
Improved fencing and 
signage to discourage 
dumping and protect new 
work.  
 
Revegetation and weed 
control in these two reaches 
will close the two longest 
gaps in the E-W riparian 
corridor along the naturally-
banked and regionally 
significatnWolli Creek from 
Bexley North to Tempe 
(5km), protect an 
endangered ecological 
community, and extend 
native vegetation for 
additional avifauna and fish 
habitat. 
 

 



 
Reach 2 Waterworth Park 
 
A. Revegetation of riparian zone, on N side only, in areas identified in attached map: weed control in existing low grade vegetation; 

extension by revegetation of riparian zone over two years; formation of new natural surface bush track outside zone; installation of hard 
stands at creek edge and access provisions for fishers.  

 
Areas A approx 330sq m: 250 weed control (including problem new weed Salpichroa); 80 revegetation. 
 
Areas B approx 11,250 sq m: 8,500 weed control (including problem new weed Salpichroa); 2,750 revegetation. 
 
Areas D approx 9,200 sq m: 3,700 weed control; 5,500 revegetation. 
 
Basis of estimations: weed control at 3 sq m per hour (allowing for Salpichroa), 1/3 by volunteers 2/3 by professionals at $35 per hour. 
Planting at (average) 4 plants (trees, shrubs, groundcovers, vines) per sq m. Plants via MCN @ $2.00.  
 
Co-contribution: volunteer supervision and work of planting; in-kind contribution of rubbish removal and disposal by Council; agreed 
changes to maintenance mowing regimes; provision of watering in early stages of plant establishment. 
 
Totals 
Weed control approx 12,500 sq m at 3 sq m per hour  
= 4,200 hours @ 2/3 prof @ $35 =       $ 98,500 
Revegetation approx 8,300 sq m at 4 plants per sq m @ $2.00   $ 66,500 
           $165,000 
 
B. hard stands for fishers within zone; 2 x $5,000    $ 10,000 
 
C. temporary fencing to deflect users on to new paths, with explanatory 
signage          $ 10,000 
 
Total Reach 2         $185,000 

 
 


