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Barry O'Farrell

From: Angela & Greg Whyte [gwhyte@bigpond.net.au]
Sent:  Monday, 20 May 2013 3:05 PM

To: <office@premier.nsw.gov.aus>

Subject: Channel 9 development

Dear Premier, As a long time resident of Artarmon, | am concetrned that the community objections
to the size and

height of the proposed development of the Channel 9 site will be ignored. Please support the
Willoughby

council and their new proposal for the development. We need foresight and leadership and expect
that from

our Premier. Yours sincerely, Angela Whyte

21/05/2013
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FAr No: 42728 57120

Dear Minister,

Re: Submission to MP 10_0198 — Concept Plan for Residentiat Development with Ancillary Uses and
Qpen Space.

As a property ownerfresident at Casfle Vale and a vested stakeholder in the redevelopment of the
Channel Nine site at 6 ~ 30 Artarmoen Road, Willughby, | wish to object to the proposal submitied to
your Department under MP 10_0198.

My graunds for objection to the proposed development relate to the inappropriatanass of the stte for
such high density development in terms of its dislocation from public transport nodes such as
Artarmon Station; the existing traffic congestion and limited road network capacly in the area; the
limited capacity of existing community infrastructure, such as schools, to caler for the demand that
would arise from such a davelopment; and the scale and density of the proposed development
relative to the existing development in the area. In this regard, | consider that:

+ the scale and density of the propused development, which proposes up to 600 new units, is
excessive and out of context with the existing and future character of the local areg;

« the height of the proposed development ranging up to 18 storeys, on a site which is elevated
over adjoining siles, is excessive and unjustifiable;

s the impact of the proposed development on the immediate and wider road network which has
limited, if any, spare capacity and which would exacerbate the existing traffic congestion,
particularly at peak hours and on weekends. Moreover, the traffic impact of the proposal has
not been satisfactorily addressed;

» existing local community facilities (particularly schools, which are already operating at
capacity) are unable to cater for the demand arising from an additional 600 units;

s the visual impact of the davelopment which is at odds with the existing buiit form in the local
area and the skyline. -

More specifically, | wish to object to the redevelopment as proposed in the applicant's concept plan on
the following grounds:

» The impact of the proposed development on Castle Vale in terms of overshadowing and loss
of solar access. The applicants have not demonstrated the full extent of the potential
overshadowing or that adequate solar access will be maintained to units or the open space
areas within Castle Vale;

» Theimpact of the propased development, particularly Blocks A and B, in terms of overlooking
of Castle Vale and the potential loss of privacy;

= Concems with regard to the excavation of the site for basement leval car parking and the
impact that such may have on the stability of the rock face between the site and Castia Vale;
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and out of Castle Vale, as the proposed development will exacerbate
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the impact of the proposed development on the traffic movements in
queuing along Artamon

Road onto Willoughby Road, restricting access from Castle Vale;

The lack of clarity
the existing retail
and

of the scale proposed.

I am generally in support of the
relation to the proposal befora you, In

Commission, in their assessment of the
site and require that any future redevelop

»

with regard to proposed ‘non-residentiat’
outlet at Castle Vale, a local

The lack of public benefit or

Reduce the maximum buikdin

uses and the potential impact on
facility at an appropriate neighbourhood scale;

commitments, idgntiﬁed in the Concept Plan, for a development

and for additional housing to meet the nesds of Sydney's
the redevelopment
should be at & scale and

growing
of the site for residential purposes, but |
density that is appropriate to the site and

submission made by Willoughby Council to your Depariment in
this regard, | request that ¥ou, or the Planning Assessment
development, consider an atternative concept design for the
ment of the site address the following:

g height on the site to be more consistent with the existing

height of development at Castle Vale;

Limit the height of Block

Require the provigion of

-

A and Block B to reduce the impact on Castle Vale;

Increase the separation distance between Blocks A and B and the boundary with Castle Vale;
Reduce the number of residential units on the site;
Require the developer of the site to

avelopment on the site;
bus service betwean the site and Artarmon Station to enhhance

a loop

the accesasibility of tha development to public transport and to reduce the demand on car trips

and consequent incraase in
Ensure adequate mitigation

traffic congestion;

measures are in place to sacure the stabilty of the rock face

along the eastem boundary of the sita overlooking Gastle Vale.

I would also request that, if the a
public hearing be hekt to aliow
defining devalopment in our neig

pplication is referrad to the Planning Assessment Commission, that a

for the views of the community to be heard in what is a significant ang

hbourhood,
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