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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
Waverley Council is required to maintain a list of Heritage Items and Heritage Conservation Areas that 
are significant to the local area under the Waverley Local Environmental Plan (WLEP) 2012.  

A detailed Heritage Assessment of 34 Flood Street was prepared in May 2023 by Hector Abrahams 
Architects, finding that the Synagogue building towards the Flood Street frontage has heritage 
significance rendering it worthy of local heritage listing in the WLEP (Heritage Items in Schedule 5 and 
on the Heritage Map) and state heritage listing in the NSW State Heritage Register. 

Specifically, the building fronting Flood Street at 34 Flood Street, Bondi meets 6 out of the 7 categories 
of heritage significance from the Burra Charter for listing on the State Register. 

This Planning Proposal seeks to implement this listing, with the following changes: 

 

The building at the rear of the site, currently used ancillary to the Synagogue, and historically a rabbi’s 
home, was not thoroughly investigated as part of the Heritage Assessment, so its heritage significance 
is unknown at this stage. Future investigations will be undertaken to assess its significance, and if found 
to be of significance a separate future Planning Proposal will be prepared seeking to alter the listing 
and inventory sheet for the site. 

INTRODUCTION 
Affected Land and Existing Development 
The site subject of the Proposal is located at 34 Flood Street, Bondi (Lot 1 DP 1094020) and has an area 
of approximately 1,319.03m2. The site has a primary frontage to Flood Street, and a secondary frontage 
to Anglesea Street.  

34 Flood Street contains a building currently used as a Synagogue closer to the Flood Street frontage, 
and a detached structure ancillary to the Synagogue closer to the Anglesea Street frontage. The building 
closer to the Flood Street frontage has been identified to have heritage significance. 

Table 1 – Summary of Proposed Changes to the WLEP2012 

 WLEP2012 Provision Existing Proposed 

Heritage Map 34 Flood Street, Bondi is not shown 
as a Heritage Item on the Heritage 
Map  

34 Flood Street, Bondi is to be shown 
as a local Heritage Item on the 
Heritage Map  

Schedule 5 Part 1 Heritage 
Items 

34 Flood Street, Bondi is not listed in 
Schedule 5 Part 1 as a Heritage Item 

34 Flood Street, Bondi is to be listed in 
Schedule 5 Part 1 as a local Heritage 
Item, with Lot 1 DP 1094020 
referenced and a written description 
of ‘Harry Seidler designed Synagogue 
building, interiors and exteriors’. 
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Figure 1  – Site of the Planning Proposal, 34 Flood Street, Bondi (NearMap, 2023) 

 

 
Figure 2  – Site of the Planning Proposal, 34 Flood Street, Bondi (SixMaps, 2023) 

 

Synagogue building (high significance) 
Ancillary building 
(significance 
undetermined) 
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Figure 4  – Historic photo of Synongogue interior at 34 Flood Street, Bondi (Photo by Max Dupain) 

Site Context 
The site adjoins a building that was most recently used as an educational establishment, currently 
known as the Yeshiva College at 36A Flood Street to the south. A dwelling house at 57 Anglesea Street 
also abuts the site to its south. A multi-storey seniors housing development that shares vehicle access 
with 34 Flood Street to the north at 24-32 Flood Street. 

Current Planning Controls 
The site is currently not subject to any Heritage Item and Heritage Conservation Area listing but is 
adjacent to the Woodstock Heritage Conservation Area. 

 
Figure 3  – Site of the Planning Proposal, 34 Flood Street, Bondi (Google Maps, 2020) 

34 Flood Street 

36A Flood Street 38 Flood Street 

24-32 Flood Street 
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Background to this Planning Proposal 
A proponent-led Planning Proposal seeking to change the land zone of 34 Flood Street, Bondi (PP-2022-
676) was lodged with Waverley Council in 2022. During the assessment of PP-2022-676, the building at 
34 Flood Street was identified by both Council and the community to have potential heritage 
significance. 

A detailed Heritage Assessment of 34 Flood Street was prepared in May 2023 by Hector Abrahams 
Architects, finding that the Synagogue building towards the Flood Street frontage has heritage 
significance rendering it worthy of local heritage listing in the WLEP (Heritage Items in Schedule 5 and 
on the Heritage Map) and state heritage listing in the NSW State Heritage Register. 

The Waverley Local Planning Panel (WLPP) considered the Planning Proposal on 24 May 2023 and 
supported the recommendation to list the subject building subject to minor changes which have since 
been addressed. 

The building at the rear of the site, currently used as a structure ancillary to the Synagogue, and 
historically a rabbi’s home, was not thoroughly investigated as part of the Heritage Assessment, so its 
heritage significance is unknown at this stage. Future investigations will be undertaken to assess its 
significance, and if found to be of significance a separate future Planning Proposal will be prepared 
seeking to alter the listing and inventory sheet for the site. 

The Heritage Assessment found the building along the Flood Street frontage of 34 Flood Street to meet 
the NSW heritage assessment criteria in the following ways: 

Criterion (a) An item is important in the course, or pattern, of NSW’s cultural or natural history (or the 
cultural or natural history of the local area) 

The building at 34 Flood St is historically significant as it evidences part of a distinct period for synagogue 
construction within NSW (c1957-60). The synagogue is associated with the post-war period of 
synagogue building and demonstrates a distinct phase of enlargement migration of the Jewish faith and 
culture within NSW. The establishment of the Talmudic College is part of the development of a 
distinctive locality of Jewish immigrants within the Waverley Local Government Area and facilitated the 
training of rabbis in Sydney reflecting the growth of the Jewish faith diaspora following World War II. 
Also, the construction of the synagogue is part of a historical pattern demonstrating the arrival of Jewish 
architects to NSW. 

Criterion (b) An item has strong or special association with the life or works of a person, or group of 
persons, of importance in NSW’s cultural or natural history (or the cultural or natural history of the local 
area) 

The original building at 34 Flood Street and its later development is evidence of the ongoing use of the 
place as a religious and civic site. The synagogue and 1979 school building addition reflects the 
broadening of institutions available to the Jewish faith community in NSW and the Waverley LGA; 
responding to migration patterns after World War II. The place maintains ongoing institutional 
associations with similar Jewish faith institutions in Brooklyn (New York) and Israel. As an institution the 
synagogue has an ongoing association with the broader Jewish community, by the training of Rabbis 
who engage with communities that are not congregants of the Orthodox ‘Habad’ philosophy. 

The place is primarily associated with eminent modern architect Harry Seidler as the original design is 
his only religious building, although he did design Jewish sites, and demonstrates an important stage in 
Seidler’s output and career as an early work of Civic architecture. The distinct roof form of the 
synagogue with its repeating thin shell concrete vaults is stylistically associated with principles of 
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Bauhaus design and Modernism with which Seidler is particularly associated. It is an outstanding 
example of the Modernist building forms produced and constructed by Seidler in collaboration with 
structural engineer Peter Owen Miller, of Miller, Milston and Ferris. This association began with c1950 
Meller House (LEP item no. 1995), 37 The Bulwark, Castlecrag, and continued with the Igloo House 
c1951 (Williamson House, SHR item no. 01652) at Mosman. The Synagogue and Talmudical College is 
associated with this collaboration and is an important work which demonstrates their innovative 
achievement. 

Notably, Allen Milston, also of Miller, Milston and Ferris, donated his time to the construction of the 
adjacent school building (the Malka Brender Building) and other synagogue projects in NSW. The Malka 
Brender building was constructed to the to design of Mirvac founder Henry Pollack. Pollack was born 
in Poland to Russian parents and fled in 1939 to Lithuania. At the time of construction, 10% of 
enrolments at the Talmudical College were Russian Jewish migrants. The buildings educational and civic 
functions is evidence of the development of a diverse Jewish faith community in the Waverley LGA, and 
NSW more broadly, and its continued use as a school and place of worship continues to demonstrate 
this historical association. 

The Synagogue and Talmudical College is associated with Abraham Rabinovitch. Rabinovitch, a 
businessman and philanthropist, was instrumental in the Jewish day school movement, which initiated 
the construction of similar Jewish institutions such as the North Bondi Hebrew School and Kindergarten 
(c1942-43) and Moriah College (c1952) in Sydney. Rabinovitch was the founder and chair of Sydney 
Talmudical College (now called Yeshiva College Bondi) who purchased the site on Flood Street in 1955 
and commissioned Seidler to design the original college buildings. The ongoing use of the place for 
educational and worship purposes continue this significant associations. 

The connection to the place with former Prime Minister Malcolm Fraser and prominent politician and 
judge Dr H.V. Evatt’s is acknowledged as significant to the importance of the building but incidental as 
an association. In 1961, Dr Evatt attended opened the Sydney Talmudical College with buildings 
designed by Seidler. 

Fraser opened the primary school building (Malka Brender Building) at Yeshiva College Bondi in 1980 
while elected Prime Minister. Dr Evatt, paternal uncle of architect Penelope Seidler nee Evatt (married 
to Harry Seidler), acted as Foreign Minister in the Chifley and Curtin governments circa 1940s and 
contributed to the establishment of the United Nations and drafting of the Universal Declaration of 
Human Rights. In 1947, Dr Evatt chaired a special committee on Palestine which engendered the 
partition of Palestine. In 1949 as President of the UN General Assembly Dr Evatt oversaw the historic 
vote which admitted Israel as the 59th member of the United Nations. While these notable figures 
demonstrate the importance of the place as a Jewish institution their associations are merely incidental 
as they were not directly involved with the construction or design of the place. 

Criterion (c) An item is important in demonstrating aesthetic characteristics and/or a high degree of 
creative or technical achievement in NSW (or in local area) 

The place is an important work of eminent architect Harry Seidler who the historian Jennifer Taylor 
regards as “one of the major talents of Australian Architectural History”. It is significant to Seidler’s 
architectural output, firstly as probably his first civic building, incorporating a civic external plaza space. 
Seidler went on to create plaza spaces of great importance in cities of the eastern coast. 

Also, the building is significant for its technical and creative achievement using thin shell concrete. It is 
among the largest and most ambitious thin shell structure built in NSW in the immediate post-war 
period. 
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The distinctive roof form is significant as an architectural sculptural form, along with the curved stair, 
both of which are identified as indicative of the mastery of Harry Seidler by the eminent historian of 
Australian Modernism Philip Goad. 

The shells are a technical innovation, in collaboration with structural engineer Peter Owen Miller 
(Miller, Milston, and Ferris). Particularly, the geometric configuration of the roof form is important in 
demonstrating Seidler’s Bauhaus-inspired Modernist design. It is possible that the vaulted roof system 
was the largest in NSW from the same period. Seidler’s design for the Igloo House (Williamson House) 
earlier in 1951, which is considered an influential example in Australia of innovative domestic design 
and construction, featured a smaller two-vault garage roof. Despite later alteration to finishes, and 
noting a fine complementary addition, the place retains the original form and characteristics of its pure 
spatial and structural concept. 

The place also demonstrates in an early work, the Bauhaus principles for which Seidler is particularly 
identified, being the pupil, assistant and collaborator of Marcel Breuer. In this case the principles are 
clear to see in the abstract planning, and devising of pure space sculpted by structural form. 

Criterion (d) An item has strong or special association with a particular community or cultural group in 
NSW (or local area) for social, cultural or spiritual reasons 

The Synagogue and Talmudical College has been the focus of Jewish communal worship and education 
in Bondi since its construction in 1959. The place has strong and special associations with the Jewish 
faith community in Bondi for its ongoing use as a civic and religious building. The worship, educational 
and civic functions of the building demonstrate the continued use of the place for community in 
association with the Jewish community in Bondi. The place has social significance for its ongoing 
associations and continued use for Jewish educational purposes with the migrant Jewish in Bondi and 
Waverley. 

Criterion (e) An item has potential to yield information that will contribute to an understanding of NSW’s 
cultural or natural history (or the cultural or natural history of the local area) 

It is possible that the vaulted roof system was the largest in NSW from the same period and has the 
potential to yield information regarding its construction and the performance of thin shell concrete 
over time. 

Criterion (f) An item possesses uncommon, rare or endangered aspects of NSW’s cultural or natural 
history (or the cultural or natural history of the local area) 

The building is uncommon for the period due to its large thin shell concrete vaulted roof form. The 
place has rarity value as the only religious building by Seidler and as a surviving intact example of a post-
war Modernist synagogue, which were once common across NSW particularly Eastern Sydney but are 
now smaller in number. 

Criterion (g) An item is important in demonstrating the principal characteristics of a class of NSW’s 
cultural or natural places or environments (or a class of the local area’s cultural or natural places or 
environments) 

The place demonstrates the principal characteristics of its class as a post-war Modernist synagogue 
designed by a migrant architect. It is part of a small but important group of distinctive Modernist-style 
synagogues designed by migrant architects who established practice in NSW. The place is a relatively 
intact and surviving example of a post-war Modernist synagogue which is rare for its class. 

Statement of Significance 
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The Heritage Assessment has provided the following Statement of Significance for 34 Flood Street, 
Bondi: 

The building fronting Flood Street at 34 Flood Street, Bondi is significant as: 

• A seminal work in the development of the civic and sculptural concrete architecture of the pre-
eminent Australian Modern architect Harry Seidler, displaying the application of Bauhaus principles 
for which he is known.  

• The largest and best example of thin concrete shell technology of the 1950s in NSW. 
• One of the most architecturally distinguished religious chambers of the immediate post-war period 

in New South Wales and one of the finest synagogues of the period. 
• A historically important place in the development of Jewish religion in New South Wales in the post- 

war migration period and the first Talmudical school with integral synagogue.  
• Highly representative of the history of post-war migration in New South Wales, behind the 

establishment of a new religious building and educational institution by a migrant community. 
• A place held in high esteem by the Jewish community of Waverley and broader afield. 

PART 1 – OBJECTIVES AND INTENDED OUTCOMES 
This Planning Proposal intends to provide statutory protection to a site of heritage significance (34 Flood 
Street) by amending Schedule 5 of the WLEP 2012 and associated Heritage Map to show the site as a 
local Heritage Item. 

PART 2 – EXPLANATION OF PROVISIONS 
This Planning Proposal seeks to amend the Waverley Local Environmental Plan 2012 as follows: 

• Add 34 Flood Street, Bondi as a Heritage Item on the Heritage Map 
• Add 34 Flood Street, Bondi as a Heritage Item in Schedule 5 Part 1 

A detailed Heritage Assessment of 34 Flood Street was prepared in May 2023 by Hector Abrahams 
Architects, finding that the Synagogue building towards the Flood Street frontage has heritage 
significance rendering it worthy of local heritage listing in the WLEP (Heritage Items in Schedule 5 and 
on the Heritage Map) and state heritage listing in the NSW State Heritage Register. 

The building at the rear of the site, currently used ancillary to the Synagogue, and historically a rabbi’s 
home, was not thoroughly investigated as part of the Heritage Assessment, so its heritage significance 
is unknown at this stage. Future investigations will be undertaken to assess its significance, and if found 
to be of significance a separate future Planning Proposal will be prepared seeking to alter the listing 
and inventory sheet for the site. 

It is important to clarify that the Yeshiva College has operated at both 34 and 36A Flood Street at 
different points in time. Currently the Yeshiva College is only operating at 36A Flood Street, a site that 
is not included in this heritage listing. 

PART 3 – JUSTIFICATION OF STRATEGIC AND SITE-SPECIFIC MERIT 
3.1 Strategic Merit 
The proposal is considered to have strategic merit because it gives effect to the findings of a Heritage 
Assessment prepared by Hector Abrahams Architects, dated May 2023 which was commissioned in 
response to a Council resolution.  
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Section A – Need for the planning proposal (Strategic Merit) 
This section establishes the need for a Planning Proposal in achieving the key outcomes and objectives. 
The set questions address the strategic origins of the proposal and whether amending the WLEP is the 
best mechanism to achieve the aims of the proposal.  

1. Is the planning proposal a result of any strategic study or report? 

Yes, the Planning Proposal is a result a Heritage Assessment prepared by Hector Abrahams Architects, 
dated May 2023.  

2. Is the planning proposal the best means of achieving the objectives or intended outcomes, 
or is there a better way? 

This Planning Proposal is the only means of achieving the objectives and intended outcomes – a local 
heritage listing in the WLEP 2012. 

Section B – Relationship to strategic planning framework  
3. Will the planning proposal give effect to the objectives and actions of the applicable regional 
or district plan or strategy (including any exhibited draft plans or strategies)? 

The Planning Proposal aligns with the objectives and actions of the Region Plan A Metropolis of Three 
Cities and the Eastern City District Plan.  

A Metropolis of Three Cities 
The Planning Proposal has strategic merit and is consistent with the Greater Sydney Region Plan in that 
it will help to implement the following Objective: 

• Environmental heritage is identified, conserved and enhanced (Objective 13) 

Eastern City District Plan 
The Planning Proposal has Strategic Merit and is consistent with the Eastern Sydney District Plan in that 
it will help to implement the following Planning Priority: 

• Creating and renewing great places and local centres, and respecting the District’s heritage 
(Planning Priority E6) 

Guide to preparing Planning Proposals 
The Planning Proposal meets the Strategic Merit Test, the assessment is presented in Table 2. 

Table 1 – Assessment of Proposal against Strategic Merit Test 

Strategic Merit Test 

a) Does the proposal have strategic merit? Is it: 

Consistent with the relevant regional plan 
outside of the Greater Sydney Region, the 
relevant district plan within the Greater Sydney 
Region, or corridor/precinct plans applying to the 
site, including any draft regional, district or 
corridor/precinct plans released for public 
comment; or 

Yes, it is consistent with Objective 13 of the Region Plan A 
Metropolis of Three Cities. It also aligns with Planning 
Priority E6 of the Eastern City District Plan.  

Consistent with a relevant local council strategy 
that has been endorsed by the Department; or 

It is not inconsistent with any local Council strategy that has 
been endorsed by DPE. 
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Responding to a change in circumstances, such 
as the investment in new infrastructure or 
changing demographic trends that have not 
been recognised by existing planning controls. 

 

It responds to the findings of a recent Heritage 
Assessment, commissioned in response to attention 
brought to the site due to a recent Planning Proposal 
seeking to change its zone. 

 

4. Is the planning proposal consistent with a council LSPS that has been endorsed by the 
Planning Secretary or GSC, or another endorsed local strategy or strategic plan? 

Waverley Local Environmental Plan 2012 
The Waverley LEP has fifteen main aims that all Planning Proposals and development should be 
consistent with where applicable. This Planning Proposal is consistent with aim (g) of the Waverley LEP: 
 
“To identify, conserve and enhance the cultural, environmental, natural, aesthetic, social and built 
heritage, and existing scenic and cultural landscapes of Waverley, including the curtilage of Centennial 
Park, for current and future generations.” 

 
Waverley Local Strategic Planning Statement (March 2020) 
Table 3  assessed the Planning Proposal against the relevant Planning Priority and actions.  
 

Table 3 – Assessment of the Proposal against the Local Strategic Planning Statement 

Direction: A city of great places 
Planning Priority 7: Recognise and celebrate Waverley’s unique place in the Australian contemporary 
cultural landscape 
1. Implement the recommendations of the 
Waverley Heritage Review into Council’s LEP and 
DCP, including stronger enforcements for curtilage 
and protecting the context of existing items 

This Proposal is the mechanism for implementing the 
recommendations of a Heritage Assessment by Hector 
Abrahams Architects into Council’s LEP, an assessment 
that is ancillary to the wider Heritage Review. 
 
It is to be noted that the Waverley Heritage Review is 
a “live” and iterative document. 

8. Develop strategies and programs that celebrate 
and share the local heritage and cultural stories of 
the Waverley area 

The statutory listing of the 34 Flood Street as a 
heritage item will celebrate and share the sites local 
heritage and cultural story. 

 
Waverley Community Strategic Plan 2018-2029 
This Planning Proposal aligns with the community vision which is: 

“A welcoming and cohesive community that celebrates and enhances our spectacular coastline, vibrant 
places, and rich cultural heritage”. 

The Planning Proposal also aligns with the strategies presented in Table 5 below: 

Table 4 – Assessment of Proposal against Waverley Community Strategic Plan 

Goal 1.2: Preserve and interpret the unique cultural heritage of Waverley 
Strategies Consistency 
1.2.1 Maintain the unique 
cultural value and heritage 

This Proposal will provide the mechanism that will ensure that local heritage 
is conserved and celebrated. By listing 34 Flood Street as a heritage item in 
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significance of key landmarks the WLEP, the heritage significance of key landmarks in Waverley LGA will be 
protected.  

Goal 5.2: Value and embrace Waverley’s heritage items and places 
Strategies Consistency 
5.2.1 Protect, respect and 
conserve items and places of 
heritage significance within 
Waverley 

 This Proposal will provide the mechanism that will ensure that local heritage 
is conserved and celebrated. By listing 34 Flood Street as a heritage item in 
the WLEP, the heritage significance of key landmarks in Waverley LGA will be 
protected. 

 

5. Is the planning proposal consistent with any other applicable State and regional studies or 
strategies?  

There are no other relevant State or regional studies or strategies. 

6. Is the planning proposal consistent with applicable SEPPs?  

This Planning Proposal is consistent with applicable State Environmental Planning Policies. Table 5  
assessed the Planning Proposal against the State Environmental Planning Policies (SEPPs).  

Table 5 – Assessment of Proposal against the SEPPs 

Title Applicable  Consistent  

Housing SEPP N/A Not inconsistent 

Transport and Infrastructure SEPP N/A Not inconsistent 

Primary Production SEPP N/A Not inconsistent 

Biodiversity and Conservation SEPP N/A Not inconsistent 

Resilience and Hazards SEPP N/A Not inconsistent 

Industry and Employment SEPP N/A Not inconsistent 

Resources and Energy SEPP N/A Not inconsistent 

Planning Systems SEPP N/A Not inconsistent 

Precincts SEPPs: Eastern Harbour City SEPP, Western 
Parkland City SEPP, Central River City SEPP and Regional 
SEPP 

N/A Not inconsistent 

Codes SEPP N/A Not inconsistent 

 

7. Is the planning proposal consistent with applicable Ministerial Directions (section 9.1 
Directions)? 

Ministerial Direction 3.2 Heritage Conservation 

The Ministerial Direction 3.2 applies to this Planning Proposal. The Planning Proposal must contain 
provisions that facilitate the conservation of:  

(a) items, places, buildings, works, relics, moveable objects or precincts of environmental 
heritage significance to an area, in relation to the historical, scientific, cultural, social, 
archaeological, architectural, natural or aesthetic value of the item, area, object or place, 
identified in a study of the environmental heritage of the area, 

(b) Aboriginal objects or Aboriginal places that are protected under the National Parks and 
Wildlife Act 1974, and 
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(c) Aboriginal areas, Aboriginal objects, Aboriginal places or landscapes identified by an 
Aboriginal heritage survey prepared by or on behalf of an Aboriginal Land Council, Aboriginal 
body or public authority and provided to the relevant planning authority, which identifies the 
area, object, place or landscape as being of heritage significance to Aboriginal culture and 
people. 

3.2 Site Specific Merit 
This Planning Proposal is considered to have site-specific merit as it gives regard to and is expected to 
have a positive impact on the natural and built environment, and on the existing uses, approved uses 
and likely future uses of the land affected. 

Guide to preparing Planning Proposals 
The Planning Proposal meets the Site-specific Merit Test, the assessment is presented in Table 6. 

Table 6 – Assessment of Proposal against Site Specific Merit Test 

Site-specific Merit Test 

b) Does the proposal have site-specific merit, having regard to the following: 

The natural environment (including known 
significant environmental values, resources 
or hazards); and 

This Proposal will not have any impacts on the natural 
environment. 

The existing uses, approved uses, and likely 
future uses of land in the vicinity of the 
proposal; and 

This Proposal will not inhibit development within Waverley. The 
Proposal will ensure the effective conservation of important 
heritage values of the LGA, and will allow reasonable 
development that supports and retains the heritage. 

The services and infrastructure that are or 
will be available to meet the demands 
arising from the proposal; and 

Not applicable as this Proposal will not result in the increase of 
infrastructure demand. 

Any proposed financial arrangements for 
infrastructure provision. 

Not applicable as this Proposal will not result in the increase of 
infrastructure demand. 

Section C – Environmental, social and economic impact 
8. Is there any likelihood that critical habitat or threatened species, populations or ecological 
communities, or their habitats, will be adversely affected because of the proposal? 

This Planning Proposal does not propose any physical development and therefore the proposal would 
not have any adverse impacts on threatened species, populations or ecological communities. 

9. Are there any other likely environmental effects of the planning proposal and how are they 
proposed to be managed? 

There are unlikely to be any other environmental effects as a result of the Planning Proposal. 

10. Has the planning proposal adequately addressed any social and economic effects? 

No adverse economic or social impact is anticipated. Local communities value local heritage as it 
contributes to an area’s identity, sense of place and amenity. Local heritage usually relates more closely 
to people’s personal heritage too when compared with national icons.  

While heritage listing can sometimes raise concerns around adverse economic or financial impacts to 
residents, the empirical evidence demonstrates that the protection of local heritage results in net 
positive economic impacts for local communities and councils. Heritage can encourage visitation and 
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tourism by shaping a place that makes for a desirable temporary visit, or permanent home or 
workplace. 

Section D – Infrastructure (Local, State and Commonwealth) 
11. Is there adequate public infrastructure for the planning proposal? 

This consideration is not applicable to the Planning Proposal.  

Section E – State and Commonwealth Interests 
12. What are the views of state and federal public authorities and government agencies 
consulted in order to inform the Gateway determination? 

Not applicable at this stage.  

PART 4 – MAPPING 
The Planning Proposal intends to alter the WLEP Heritage Map to show 34 Flood Street, Bondi as a 
Heritage Item.  

Figure 5  – Excerpt from existing Heritage Map (WLEP 2012, Heritage Map - Sheet HER_004A) 
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Figure 6  – Proposed change, showing 34 Flood Street as a Heritage Item 

PART 5 – COMMUNITY CONSULTATION 
Public exhibition is likely to include a display on the Council’s Have Your Say website and written 
notification to landowners. The Gateway Determination will specify the level of public consultation that 
must be undertaken in relation to the Planning Proposal.  

Pursuant to Division 3.4 of the Act, a Planning Proposal must be placed on public exhibition for a 
minimum of 28 days, or as specified in the Gateway Determination for the proposal. The Planning 
Proposal Authority must consider any submissions made concerning the proposed instrument and the 
report of any public hearing (if required). 

PART 6 – PROJECT TIMELINE 
The following indicative project timeline will assist with tracking the progress of the Planning Proposal 
through its various stages of consultation and approval. It is estimated that this amendment to the 
WLEP will be completed by October 2023. 

The detail around the project timeline is expected to be prepared following the referral to DPE for a 
Gateway Determination. 

Table 7 – Indicative Project Timeline 

Tasks Timeframe and/or date 

Consideration by Council June 2023 

Gateway Determination July 2023 

Pre-exhibition July 2023 

Public Exhibition August 2023 
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Consideration of submissions August 2023 

Post-exhibition Review September 2023 

Submission to the Department for finalisation (where applicable) September 2023 

Gazettal of LEP amendment October 2023 
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https://adelaidejmuseum.org/features/beit-shalom-synagogue/
https://adelaidejmuseum.org/features/adelaide-hebrew-congregation/


https://www.bayside.vic.gov.au/sites/default/files/2021-09/Volume%202_0.pdf
http://melbournedaily.blogspot.com/2014/03/kew-synagogue.html


https://www.boroondara.vic.gov.au/media/59831/download?inline




https://vhd.heritagecouncil.vic.gov.au/places/66212


https://vhd.heritagecouncil.vic.gov.au/places/353


https://vhd.heritagecouncil.vic.gov.au/places/747


https://vhd.heritagecouncil.vic.gov.au/places/58
https://vhd.heritagecouncil.vic.gov.au/places/68316




 



 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 

https://sydney-chevra-kadisha.business.site/
https://www.nefesh.org.au/templates/photogallery_cdo/aid/5154717/jewish/New-Building-Images-June-2021.htm


http://nla.gov.au/nla.news-article222887670
http://nla.gov.au/nla.news-article223548112
http://nla.gov.au/nla.news-article223548112


http://nla.gov.au/nla.news-article131103411
https://www.smh.com.au/national/nsw/sydney-synagogue-prevented-from-sacking-rabbi-to-close-on-friday-20170629-gx1c8d.html
http://nla.gov.au/nla.news-article263068389
http://jewsofnsw.info/heritagelists/StrathfieldHeritageAssesment.pdf


https://www.hms.heritage.nsw.gov.au/App/Item/ViewItem?itemId=2451115
https://strathfieldschule.weebly.com/the-synagogue---past-and-present.html


 

 

 

 

 

 



http://nla.gov.au/nla.news-article263155980
http://nla.gov.au/nla.news-article263139279
http://nla.gov.au/nla.news-article261423057
http://nla.gov.au/nla.news-article263139306
http://nla.gov.au/nla.news-article262395125


 

 

 

 

 

 

 



https://images.shulcloud.com/852/81116_large.jpg
https://images.shulcloud.com/852/81116_large.jpg
http://nla.gov.au/nla.news-article263136673
https://www.smh.com.au/national/architect-of-new-ideas-and-much-of-sydney-20080716-gdsmad.html




https://www.maroubrasynagogue.org.au/slide/about/




 

 



 

https://apps.nearmap.com/maps/#/@-33.8917100,151.2595700,18.00z,0d/V/20230316?locationMarker
https://apps.nearmap.com/maps/#/@-33.8917100,151.2595700,18.00z,0d/V/20230316?locationMarker
https://legislation.nsw.gov.au/view/html/inforce/current/epi-2015-0020#sch.5-pt.2
https://legislation.nsw.gov.au/view/html/inforce/current/epi-2015-0020#sch.5-pt.2
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