
























Varia%on DCP– Version 1 2021  

Request to vary the 
Development Control Plan  
Corowa Shire Development Control Plan 2013 
Urana Shire Development Control Plan 2011  

Federa%on Council  
100 Edward Street   
Corowa NSW 2646  

 Phone: 02 60338999  Email: council@federa%oncouncil.nsw.gov.au  

 
This request is to accompany a development applica%on lodged with Council where the development does not meet the development 
control(s) contained with the Corowa Shire Development Control Plan 2013 (CDCP 2013), and a varia%on to such control(s) is sought.  

Council will consider varia%ons to the development controls set out in the DCP where a proposed development can otherwise demonstrate 
that it achieves the applicable planning objec%ves. Council will consider varia%ons to the DCP provisions as set out below:  

a. Where a proposal does not comply with a par%cular development control, applicants may propose an alterna%ve solu%on. In some 
circumstances, varia%ons can produce improved and innova%ve solu%ons for par%cular site. b. A wriUen varia%on request must: 

1. Iden%fy the development control that is to be varied and detail the extent of varia%on proposed; 
2. Iden%fy the general and/or specific objec%ves of that control and how the varia%on complies with the objec%ves; 
3. Jus%fy why the specific provisions of the policy do not make appropriate provisions with regard to the subject applica%on; and 

4. Demonstrate why compliance with the provisions of this DCP is unreasonable or unnecessary in the par%cular circumstances 
of the case. 

Note: Varia%ons to a development control(s) will only be considered where the specific development objec%ve can be met.  
Link to DCP: h6ps://www.federa>oncouncil.nsw.gov.au/Building-Planning/Zoning-Policies/Development-Control-Plans  

Date: 12.02.2025 Content Manager Number:  

DA No:  

APPLICANT DETAILS  
Applicant/s Name  - Luke & Ashley Coles 

Address –  

Development Description & DA number: PAN-486735 

VARIATION  
Description of variation, stating why it is considered onerous or unreasonable to comply  
List specific standards: eg Vary Minimum Lot Width– Chapter 2 -2.17 “Subdivision Standards Minimum Lot Widths  
We feel as though we are unable to comply with the rear setback of 15m due to the posi%oning of our home within our block, we feel as 
though a rear setback of 10.78 is very reasonable and don’t feel as though this will have any nega%ve  impacts at all.  

 

EXTENT  
 Provide details of the extent of variation  
i.e. what is the non-compliance? Is it minor or extensive? Percentage of variation between your proposal and the development control 

We are asking for the allowance of a 10.780m rear setback opposed to 15m rear setback due to the posi%oning of our exis%ng home 
within our block. We understand that this may be considered an extensive varia%on, however strongly feel this is very reasonable. 

  
  
  
  
 
 
 

 
  
  
  



Varia%on DCP– Version 1 2021  

STATEMENT OF IMPACTS  
1. Likely effect on adjoining owners (eg views to and from the lands, overshadowing, privacy, noise, drainage etc)  

We feel as though this will not impact any of our adjoining neighbours, we’ve had conversations with them regarding our 
proposed plans and intentions within the property and have not had any negative feedback, this should also be reflective 
from our recent advertising period and having no objections to the proposed plans. 
 

2. Compatibility with streetscape?  

The proposed plans follow the original building height and roofline. 
 

3. How are the objectives/principles of the DCP satisfied by allowing this variation?  

We believe that a rear setback of 10.780m is more than sufficient, we don’t feel that this will have any negative impact 
whatsoever and feel as though our proposed plans are well within reason. 
 

4. Any other considerations?  

 N/A 

  

  

  

JUSTIFICATION  
Please provide justification/reasoning as to why the development control(s) does not make specific 
provision in relation to your proposal or does not enable you to achieve the outcome you are seeking?  
We feel as though when putting together our architectural plans we very much thought of the space we were working with 
and carefully considered the locations for the proposed area. Due to the location of the current house and the positioning 
within our block we are limited as to the location of our proposed extension. We purchased our home due to its age and 
character however many older homes unfortunately don’t come with many of the comforts we see in homes today.  Hence 
the proposed plan to add an open plan living/dining/kitchen inside and an alfresco to follow. This is a space that will be 
greatly utilised by our family and will be such a loss if we cannot proceed. We hope that you take into consideration that we 
have had many setbacks during our process with constraints within our block and have moved and compromised on many 
other aspects. This unfortunately is something we can not move. We appreciate the consideration and hope for a positive 
outcome. 
 

  

  

Other  
 Please provide any other considerations  

  

  

  

   

  

  

  

Applicant’s Signature: Luke & Ashley Coles  Date:    12.02.2025   

  
 
 
 



Varia%on DCP– Version 1 2021  

Request to vary the 
Development Control Plan  
Corowa Shire Development Control Plan 2013 
Urana Shire Development Control Plan 2011  

Federa%on Council  
100 Edward Street   
Corowa NSW 2646  

 Phone: 02 60338999  Email: council@federa%oncouncil.nsw.gov.au  

 
This request is to accompany a development applica%on lodged with Council where the development does not meet the development 
control(s) contained with the Corowa Shire Development Control Plan 2013 (CDCP 2013), and a varia%on to such control(s) is sought.  

Council will consider varia%ons to the development controls set out in the DCP where a proposed development can otherwise demonstrate 
that it achieves the applicable planning objec%ves. Council will consider varia%ons to the DCP provisions as set out below:  

a. Where a proposal does not comply with a par%cular development control, applicants may propose an alterna%ve solu%on. In some 
circumstances, varia%ons can produce improved and innova%ve solu%ons for par%cular site. b. A wriUen varia%on request must: 

1. Iden%fy the development control that is to be varied and detail the extent of varia%on proposed; 
2. Iden%fy the general and/or specific objec%ves of that control and how the varia%on complies with the objec%ves; 
3. Jus%fy why the specific provisions of the policy do not make appropriate provisions with regard to the subject applica%on; and 

4. Demonstrate why compliance with the provisions of this DCP is unreasonable or unnecessary in the par%cular circumstances 
of the case. 

Note: Varia%ons to a development control(s) will only be considered where the specific development objec%ve can be met.  
Link to DCP: h6ps://www.federa>oncouncil.nsw.gov.au/Building-Planning/Zoning-Policies/Development-Control-Plans  

Date: 12.02.2025 Content Manager Number:  

DA No:  

APPLICANT DETAILS  
Applicant/s Name  - Luke & Ashley Coles 

Address – 72 Sturt Street, Howlong NSW 2643 

Development Description & DA number: PAN-486735 

VARIATION  
Description of variation, stating why it is considered onerous or unreasonable to comply  
List specific standards: eg Vary Minimum Lot Width– Chapter 2 -2.17 “Subdivision Standards Minimum Lot Widths  
We are willing to comply and compromise on the height of the garage, as per the architectural plans we were wan%ng to mimic the pitch 
of the roofline on the exis%ng house/extension which is at a height of 5.785m We however understand that being in close proximity to 
the fence line we are willing to drop the height to 4.098m which will match the shed we have just had approved and are in the process of 
having built. 

 

EXTENT  
 Provide details of the extent of variation  
i.e. what is the non-compliance? Is it minor or extensive? Percentage of variation between your proposal and the development control 

We understand that this is s%ll non-compliant with the acceptable height being 3.9m, however would appreciate the considera%on of the 
slight increase of .198 to s%ll have some similarity within our heights. 

  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
  



Varia%on DCP– Version 1 2021  

STATEMENT OF IMPACTS  
1. Likely effect on adjoining owners (eg views to and from the lands, overshadowing, privacy, noise, drainage etc)  

We don’t see there being any impact on adjoining owners as the variation we are asking for is minimal, this should also be 
reflective from our recent advertising period and having no objections to the previous plans. 
 

2. Compatibility with streetscape?  

We are asking for the height allowance of 4.098m which will exactly match the height of the shed we have just had approval 
for, therefore creating a cohesive roofline within our property. 
 

3. How are the objectives/principles of the DCP satisfied by allowing this variation?  

We believe that the we are asking for a minimal increase in height to allow us to have cohesion with our previously approved 
shed, we have understood that our previously proposed plans may have had an impact on our adjoining owners and have 
willingly decreased the height to comply. 
 

4. Any other considerations?  

 N/A 
 

  

JUSTIFICATION  
Please provide justification/reasoning as to why the development control(s) does not make specific 
provision in relation to your proposal or does not enable you to achieve the outcome you are seeking?  
 The outcome we were hoping for would be to keep the original height as per the architectural plans but after consideration 
understand that this does not comply and would like for a slight height increase to be considered so that we can have some 
similarity with the heights within our property. 
  

  

   

  

  

  

Other  
 Please provide any other considerations  

  

  

  

   

  

  

  

Applicant’s Signature: Luke & Ashley Coles  Date:    12.02.2025   

  
 
 
 
 
 
 














