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15 November 2013

Katie Walshe

P O Box 650, Artarmon 1570

Dear Minister Hazzard and PAC Madam Chair,

c.c. Natasha Harras, Planning NSW
Galdys Berejiklian, MP

RE: MP10_0198- Channel 9 site- Preferred Project Report.

I am writing to express my objection to Channel g's Preferred Project Report (PPR)
As a resident of the local community I am a stakeholder in the redevelopment of
Channel 9's Willoughby site and am greatly concerned about the scale, height and
residential density proposed. I am strongly in favour of the alternative proposal
submitted by Willoughby Council.

At a Community Meeting held on May 7,2013, over 200 people agreed that a
residential redevelopment of the site was an appropriate use for this property but that
the 600 apartments and up to 18 storey high buildings was a gross over-
development. The meeting went on to unanimously endorse Willoughby Council's
alternative proposal for 300 apartments and a maximum building height of eight
stories as being acceptable to the community. After discussion it was agreed that
the WCC proposal would be backed, not as an "ambit proposal", as Channel 9's
appears to be, but as the maximum the community was prepared to accept.

Now, at 450 apartments and twelve stories high, we see that the PPR is still 50%
more dense and 50% higher than WCC's alternative plan and still a gross over-
development of the site which is in a single dwelling neighbourhood and distant from
a mass transit hub. The development will also put more strain on already either fully
or overloaded roads, public transport, council facilities, schools and parking in the
area.

At the outset of this project Channel 9 stated to the community at their consultation
sessions that they wished to leave a legacy for the community that would be
appreciated long after they had left the site. As the process went fon¡vard it became
obvious that Channel 9's outreach to the community was that in name only. Their
contact and co-operation with Council was minimal in their apparent drive to
maximise their return on the property. Now, with over 300 responses to the Public
Exhibition in addition to a petition that garnered over 2,300 signatures, all calling for
a reduction in height and density, we are faced with still having to take action to
maintain our call for an appropriate, medium density development which would be
seen as complementary to the surrounding built environment.



On the 28th Octob er 2013, arising from the community's continuing concern over the
scale of the PPR, a further Community Protest Meeting was held at Artarmon with
over 200 of the community attending including our State MP, the Mayor of
Willoughby, the Director of Planning, several Willoughby Councillors and
representatives from several Willoughby City Progress Associations. After the
meeting heard details of the PPR and the protocol for the PAC determination from
the Director of Planning, the Mayor and Ms Berejiklian both spoke strongly in support
of WCC's alternative proposal. A Q&A session followed and the meeting ended with
the unanimous adoption of a resolution which I strongly support:

This public meeting of over 200 residents, Artarmon, Gastlecrag, Naremburn,
Middle Harbour-Willoughby and Willoughby South Progress Associations, the
Willoughby Area Action Group and elected local and state representatives:

1. Requests that the Planning Assessment Commission (PAC) reject the
Preferred Project Concept Application (PPR) submitted by Nine Network
Australia on 4 October 2013 (the Proposal)

2. Reaffirms our objection to the density and scale of the Proposal in that
the likely number of dwellings and the height of buildings is excessive,
does not relate to the scale and density of surrounding development
and will have an unacceptable adverse impact of the amenity and
character of the local area;

3. lnforms the Planning Assessment Commission that the Willoughby
community supports the alternative concept proposal submitted by
Willoughby City Gouncil including a maximum of 300 dwellings and a

maximum building height of I storeys;

4. Requests that the Commission, in any terms of approval, includes the
Statement of Commitments and development outcomes based on the
submission by Willoughby City Council.

Minister, I urge you in your report to the PAC to recommend adoption of the
Willoughby Council alternative development proposal and, Madam Chair, that the
PAC in its consideration of Channel 9's proposal, reduce the number of dwellings to
300 and the maximum building height to eight storeys.

Yours sincerely,

Katie Walshe



November 13,2A13

Jane Williams
49 Sydney Street
Willoughby,2068

Dear Mr Haddad and PAC Madam Chair,

c.c. Minister Hazzard
Gladys Berejiklian, MP

RE: MP10_0198- Channel9 site- Preferred Project Report.

I am writing to express my objection to Channel 9's Preferred Project Report (PPR)
As a resident of the local community I am a stakeholder in the redevelopment of
Channel I's Willoughby site and am greatly concerned about the scale, height and
residential density proposed, I am strongly in favour of the alternative proposal
submitted by Willoughby Council.

At a Community Meeting held on May 7,2013, over 200 people agreed that
residential redevelopment of the site was an appropriate use but that the proposed

600 apartments and up to 1B storey high buildings was a gross over-development.
The meeting went on to unanimously endorse Willoughby Council's afternative
proposalfor 300 apartments and a maximum building height of eíght stories as

acceptable to the comrnunity. After discussíon it was agreed that the WCC proposal

would be backed, not as an "ambít proposal", as Channel 9's appears to be, but as
the maximum the community was prepared to accept.

Now, at 450 apartments and twelve stories high, we see that the PPR is still 50o/o

more dense and 50% higher than WCC's alternative plan. This remains a gross

over-development of the site which is in a single dwelling neighbourhood and distant
from a mass transit hub. The development will put more strain on already either fully

or over-loaded roads, public transport, council facilities, schools and parking in the
area.

At the outset of this project, at their consultation sessions, Channel 9 stated that they
wished to leave a legacy for the community to appreciate long after they had left the

site, As the process went fonruard it became obvious that Channel 9's outreach to
the community was that in name only. Their contact and co-operation with Council

was minimal in their apparent drive to maximÍse their return on the propedy. Now,

with over 300 responses to the Public Exhibition in addition to a petition that
garnered over 2,300 signatures, all calling for a reduction in height and density, we

are faced with still having to take action to maintain our callfor an appropriate,



medium density development which would be seen as complementary to the
surrounding built environment.

On the 28th October 2A13, arising from the community's continuing concern over the
scale of the PPR, a further Community Protest Meeting was held at Artarmon with

over 200 of the community attending including our State MP, the Mayor of
Willoughby, the WCC Director of Planning, severalWilloughby Councillors and

representatives from severalWilloughby City Progress Associations. After the

meeting heard details of the PPR and the protocol for the PAC determination from
the Director of Planning, the Mayor and Ms Berejiklian both spoke strongly in support
of WCC's alternative proposal. A Q&A session followed and the meeting ended with

the unanimous adoption of a resolution which I strongly support:

This public meeting of over 200 residents, Artarmon, Castlecrag, Naremburn,
Middle Harbour-Willoughby and Willoughby South Progress Associations, the
Willoughby Area Action Group and elected local and state representatives:

1. Requests that the Planning Assessment Commission {PAC} reject the
Preferred Project Concept Application (PPR) submitted by Nine Network
Australia on 4 October 2013 (the Proposal)

2, Reaffirms our objection to the density and scale of the Proposal in that
the likely number of dwellings and the height of buildings is excessive,
does not relate to the scale and density of surrounding development
and will have an unacceptable adverse impact of the amenity and
character of the local area;

3. lnforms the Planning Assessment Commission that the Willoughby
community supports the alternative concept proposal submitted by
Willoughby City Council including a maximum of 300 dwellings and a
maximum building height of I storeys;

4. Requests that the Gommission, in any terms of approval, includes the
Statement of Commitments and development outcomes based on the
submission by Willoughby City Council.

Mr Haddad, I urge you in your report to the PAC to recommend adoption of the

Willoughby Council alternative development proposal. Madam Chair, I ask the PAC

in its consideration of Channel 9's proposal, to reduce the number of dwellings to

300 and the maximum building height to eight storeys.

Yours sincerely

t'r'1'/,/
\,. .(,-.'¿ / / / ¿', /./¿ J

? JaneWilliams



Date: 18th November 2013

Name: Toni Richards

Address: 27 Sydney St Willoughby 2068

Dear Minister Hazzard and PAC Madam Chair,

c.c. Natasha Harras, Planning NSW
Galdys Berejiklian, MP

RE: MP10_0198- Channel 9 site- Preferred Project Report.

I am writing to express my objection to Channel g's Preferred Project Report (PPR).
As a resident of the local community I am a stakeholder in the redevelopment of
Channel 9's Willoughby site and am greatly concerned about the scale, height and
residential density proposed. I am strongly in favour of the alternative proposal
submitted by Willoughby Council.

At a Community Meeting held on May 7,2013, over 200 people agreed that a
residential redevelopment of the site was an appropriate use for this property but that
the 600 apartments and up to 18 storey high buildings was a gross over-
development. The meeting went on to unanimously endorse Willoughby Council's
alternative proposal for 300 apartments and a maximum building height of eight
stories as being acceptable to the community. After discussion it was agreed that
the WCC proposalwould be backed, not as an "ambit proposal", as Channel g's

appears to be, but as the maximum the community was prepared to accept.

Now, at 450 apartments and twelve stories high, we see that the PPR is still 50%
more dense and 50% higher than WCC's alternative plan and still a gross over-
development of the site which is in a single dwelling neighbourhood and distant from
a mass transit hub. The development will also put more strain on already either fully
or overloaded roads, public transport, council facilities, schools and parking in the
area.

At the outset of this project Channel I stated to the community at their consultation
sessions that they wished to leave a legacy for the community that would be
apprecíated long after they had left the site. As the process went fonruard it became
obvious that Channel g's outreach to the community was that in name only. Their
contact and co-operation with Council was minimal in their apparent drive to
maximise their return on the property. Now, with over 300 responses to the Public
Exhibition in addition to a petition that garnered over 2,300 signatures, all calling for
a reduction in height and density, we are faced with still having to take action to
maintain our call for an appropriate, medium density development which would be
seen as complementary to the surrounding built environment.



On the 28th Octob er 2013, arising from the community's continuing concern over the
scale of the PPR, a further Community Protest Meeting was held at Artarmon with
over 200 of the community attending including our State MP, the Mayor of
Willoughby, the Director of Planning, several Willoughby Councillors and

representatives from several Willoughby City Progress Associations. After the
meeting heard details of the PPR and the protocol for the PAC determination from
the Director of Planning, the Mayor and Ms Berejiklian both spoke strongly in support
of WCC's alternative proposal. A Q&A session followed and the meeting ended with
the unanimous adoption of a resolution which I strongly support:

This public meeting of over 200 residents, Artarmon, Gastlecrag, Naremburn,
Middle Harbour-Willoughby and Willoughby South Progress Associations, the
Willoughby Area Action Group and elected local and state representatives:

1. Requests that the Planning Assessment Commission (PAC) reject the
Preferred Project Concept Application (PPR) submitted by Nine Network
Australia on 4 October 2013 (the Proposal)

2. Reaffirms our objection to the density and scale of the Proposal in that
the likely number of dwellings and the height of buildings is excessive,
does not relate to the scale and density of surrounding development
and will have an unacceptable adverse impact of the amenity and
character of the local area;

3. Informs the Planning Assessment Commission that the Willoughby
community supports the alternative concept proposal submitted by
Willoughby City Council including a maximum of 300 dwellings and a
maximum building height of 8 storeys;

4. Requests that the Commission, in any terms of approval, includes the
Statement of Commitments and development outcomes based on the
submission by Willoughby Gity Council.

Minister, I urge you in your report to the PAC to recommend adoption of the
Willoughby Council alternative development proposal and, Madam Chair, that the
PAC in its consideration of Channel 9's proposal, reduce the number of dwellings to
300 and the maximum building height to eight storeys.

Yours sincerely,

'Toni Ncñar[s JQ



Date: 15 November 2013

Name: David Mckay

Address: 4 Cameron Ave Artarmon 2064

Dear Mr Haddad and PAC Madam Chair,

c.c. Minister Hazzard
Gladys Berejiklian, MP

RE: MP10_0198- Ghannel 9 site- Preferred Proiect Report.

As a resident of the local community and, thereby, a stakeholder in what happens to

the Channel 9 site I want to express my objection to the Preferred Project Report
(PPR) mentioned above. My concern is the inappropriate redidential density of the
proposal. Far more preferable would be one in the nature of and with the limitations

of that proposed by Willoughby Council.

At a Community Meeting held on May 7,2013, over 200 people agreed that
residential redevelopment of the site was an appropriate use but that the proposed

600 apartments and up to 18-storey buildings was not. The meeting went on to

unanimously endorse Willoughby Council's alternative proposal for 300 apartments

and a maximum building height of eight stories as acceptable to the community.

However, the current PPR still exceeds the Council proposal by fifty percent in

density and building height. Still, despite community objection, we are faced with
gross over-development within a single dwelling neighbourhood somewhat distant
from a mass transit hub. lt would significant additional strain on nearby roads, public

transport, council facilities, schools and local parking.

Even though Channel 9 initially stated a policy of community involvement its

comittment to this and to contact with Council was minimal. Responses to the Public

Exhibition and to a petition that garnered over 2,300 signatures opposed to the

development has, it seems, taken effect but not to the desired extent; the community
was left needing to take action to maintain our call for an appropriate medium density
development. This lead to a meeting of over 200 residents on the 28 October 2013,
attended by our State MP, the Mayor of Willoughby, the WCC Director of Planning,

severalWilloughby Councillors and representatives from several Willoughby City

Progress Associations. During the meeting the Mayor and Ms Berejiklian both spoke

strongly in support of WCC's alternative proposal the meeting adopted a four-point

unamous resolution, with which you will now be familiar, to be put to the Planning

Assessment Commission.

While I support the resolution in principal I hasten to emphasise my belief that
Council's proposal should be regarded as conceptual only and not a footprint for site



development based as it is largely on that set by Channel 9. A proposal

incorporating 300 dwellings and eight-storey building heights might require a

complete re{hink in site planning. For optimum development the layout might have
to change.

Mr Haddad, I urge you in your report to the PAC to recommend adoption of the
Willoughby Council's development limitations and ask you, Madam Chair, to
influence the developer towards that end.

Yours sincerely,

David McKay



Date: 4th November 2013

Name: Michael and Fiona Robson

Address: 27B Walter street Willoughby NSW 2068

Dear Mr Haddad and PAC Madam Chairman: Gabrielle Kibble

c.c Minister Hazzard
Gladys Berejiklian, MP

RE: MPl0_0198- Channel 9 site- Preferred Project Report.

I am writing to express my objection to Channel 9's Preferred Project Report (PPR)
As a resident of the local community I am a stakeholder in the redevelopment of
Channel 9's Willoughby site and am greatly concerned about the scale, height and
residential density proposed. I am strongly in favour of the alternative proposal
submitted by Willoughby Council.

At a Community Meeting held on May 7,2013, over 200 people agreed that
residential redevelopment of the site was an appropriate use but that the proposed

600 apartments and up to 18 storey high buildings was a gross over-development.
The meeting went on to unanimously endorse Willoughby Council's alternative
proposal for 300 apartments and a maximum building height of eight stories as
acceptable to the community. After discussion it was agreed that the WCC proposal
would be backed, not as an "ambit proposal", as Channel 9's appears to be, but as
the maximum the community was prepared to accept.

Now, at 450 apartments and twelve stories high, we see that the PPR is still 50%
more dense and 50% higher than WCC's alternative plan. This remains a gross
over-development of the site which is in a single dwelling neighbourhood and distant
from a mass transit hub. The development will put more strain on already either fully
or over-loaded roads, public transport, council facilities, schools and parking in the
area.

At the outset of this project, at their consultation sessions, Channel 9 stated that they
wished to leave a legacy for the community to appreciate long after they had left the
site. As the process went fonruard it became obvious that Channel g's outreach to
the community was that in name only. Their contact and co-operation with Council
was minimal in their apparent drive to maximise their return on the property. Now,
with over 300 responses to the Public Exhibition in addition to a petition that
garnered over 2,300 signatures, all calling for a reduction in height and density, we
are faced with still having to take action to maintain our call for an appropriate,
medium density development which would be seen as complementary to the
surrounding built environment.



On the 28th October 2013, arising from the community's continuing concern over the
scale of the PPR, a further Community Protest Meeting was held at Artarmon with

over 200 of the community attending including our State MP, the Mayor of
Willoughby, the WCC Director of Planning, several Willoughby Councillors and
representátives from several Willoughby City Progress Associations. After the
meeting heard details of the PPR and the protocol for the PAC determination from
the Director of Planning, the Mayor and Ms Berejiklian both spoke strongly in support
of WCC's alternative proposal. A Q&A session followed and the meeting ended with
the unanimous adoption of a resolution which I strongly support:

This public meeting of over 200 residents, Artarmon, Castlecrag, Naremburn,
Middle Harbour-Willoughby and Willoughby South Progress Associations, the
Willoughby Area Action Group and elected local and state representatives:

1. Requests that the Planning Assessment Commission (PAC) reject the
Preferred Project Concept Application (PPR) submitted by Nine Network
Australia on 4 October 2013 (the Proposal)

2. Reaffirms our objection to the density and scale of the Proposal in that
the likely number of dwellings and the height of buildings is excessive,
does not relate to the scale and density of surrounding development
and will have an unacceptable adverse impact of the amenity and
character of the local area;

3. lnforms the Planning Assessment Gommission that the Willoughby
community supports the alternative concept proposal submitted by
Willoughby Gity Council including a maximum of 300 dwellings and a
maximum building height of I storeys;

4. Requests that the Gommission, in any terms of approval, includes the
Statement of Commitments and development outcomes based on the
submission by Willoughby Gity Council.

Mr Haddad, I urge you in your report to the PAC to recommend adoption of the
Willoughby Council alternative development proposal. Madam Chair, I ask the PAC

in its consideration of Channel 9's proposal, to reduce the number of dwellings to
300 and the maximum building height to eight storeys.

Yours sincerely,

Michael and Fiona Robson



Date: I November

Name: Jonathan Brown

Address: 66 Artarmon Road, Artarmon, 2064

Dear Mr Haddad and PAC Madam Chair,

c.c. Minister Hazzard
Gladys Berejiklian, MP

RE: MPl0_0198- Ghannel 9 site- Preferred Project Report.

I am writing to express my objection to Channel 9's Preferred Project Report (PPR)
As a resident of the local community I am a stakeholder in the redevelopment of
Channel 9's Willoughby site and am greatly concerned about the scale, height and
residential density proposed. I am strongly in favour of the alternative proposal

submitted by Willoughby Council.

At a Community Meeting held on May 7,2013, over 200 people agreed that
residential redevelopment of the site was an appropriate use but that the proposed

600 apartments and up to 18 storey high buildings was a gross over-development.
The meeting went on to unanimously endorse Willoughby Council's alternative
proposal for 300 apartments and a maximum building height of eight stories as
acceptable to the community. After discussion it was agreed that the WCC proposal
would be backed, not as an "ambit proposal", as Channel 9's appears to be, but as
the maximum the community was prepared to accept.

Now, at 450 apartments and twelve stories high, we see that the PPR is still 50%
more dense and 50% higher than WCC's alternative plan. This remains a gross

over-development of the site which is in a single dwelling neighbourhood and distant
from a mass transit hub. The development will put more strain on already either fully
or over-loaded roads, public transport, council facilities, schools and parking in the
area.

At the outset of this project, at their consultation sessions, Channel g stated that they
wished to leave a legacy for the community to appreciate long after they had left the
site. As the process went forward it became obvious that Channel 9's outreach to
the community was that in name only. Their contact and co-operation with Council
was minimal in their apparent drive to maximise their return on the property. Now,
with over 300 responses to the Public Exhibition in addition to a petition that
garnered over 2,300 signatures, all calling for a reduction in height and density, we
are faced with still having to take action to maintaín our call for an appropriate,
medium density development which would be seen as complementary to the
surrounding built environment.



On the 28th October 2013, arising from the community's continuing concern over the
scale of the PPR, a further Community Protest Meeting was held at Artarmon with
over 200 of the community attending including our State MP, the Mayor of
Willoughby, the WCC Director of Planníng, several Willoughby Councillors and
representatives from several Willoughby City Progress Associations. After the
meeting heard details of the PPR and the protocol for the PAC determination from
the Director of Planning, the Mayor and Ms Berejiklian both spoke strongly in support
of WCC's alternative proposal. A Q&A session followed and the meeting ended with
the unanimous adoption of a resolution which I strongly support:

This public meeting of over 200 residents, Artarmon, Castlecrag, Naremburn,
Middle Harbour-Willoughby and Willoughby South Progress Associations, the
Willoughby Area Action Group and elected local and state representatives:

1. Requests that the Planning Assessment Gommission (PAC) reject the
Preferred Project Goncept Application (PPR) submitted by Nine Network
Australia on 4 October 2013 (the Proposal)

2. Reaffirms our objection to the density and scale of the Proposal in that
the likely number of dwellings and the height of buildings is excessive,
does not relate to the scale and density of surrounding development
and will have an unacceptable adverse impact of the amenity and
character of the local area;

3. lnforms the Planning Assessment Gommission that the Willoughby
community supports the alternative concept proposal submitted by
Willoughby City Council including a maximum of 300 dwellings and a
maximum building height of 8 storeys;

4. Requests that the Gommission, in any terms of approval, includes the
Statement of Gommitments and development outcomes based on the
submission by Willoughby City Council.

Mr Haddad, I urge you in your report to the PAC to recommend adoption of the
Willoughby Council alternative development proposal. Madam Chair, I ask the PAC
in its consideration of Channel 9's proposal, to reduce the number of dwellings to
300 and the maximum building height to eight storeys.

Yours sincerely,

Jonathan Brown



4th November 2013

Kate Cadwallader

47 Sydney Street, Willoughby 2068

Dear Mr Haddad and PAC Madam Chair,

c.c. Minister Hazzard
Gladys Berejiklian, MP

RE: MP10_0198- Channel 9 site- Preferred Project Report.

I am writing to express my objection to Channel 9's Preferred Project Report (PPR).
As a resident of the local community I am a stakeholder in the redevelopment of
Channel 9's Willoughby site and am greatly concerned about the scale, height and
residential density proposed. I am strongly in favour of the alternative proposal
submitted by Willoughby Council.

At a Community Meeting held on May 7,2013, over 200 people agreed that
residential redevelopment of the site was an appropriate use but that the proposed
600 apartments and up to 18 storey high buildings was a gross over-development.
The meeting went on to unanimously endorse Willoughby Council's alternative
proposal for 300 apartments and a maximum building height of eight stories as
acceptable to the community. After discussion it was agreed that the WCC proposal
would be backed, not as an "ambit proposal", as Channel g's appears to be, but as
the maximum the community was prepared to accept.

Now, at 450 apartments and twelve stories high, we see that the PPR is still 50%
more dense and 50% higher than WCC's alternative plan. This remains a gross
over-development of the site which is in a single dwelling neighbourhood and distant
from a mass transit hub. The development will put more strain on already either fully
or over-loaded roads, public transport, council facilities, schools and parking in the
area.

At the outset of this project, at their consultation sessions, Channel 9 stated that they
wished to leave a legacy for the community to appreciate long after they had left the
site. As the process went fon¡rard it became obvious that Channel g's outreach to
the community was that in name only. Their contact and co-operation with Council
was minimal in their apparent drive to maximise their return on the property. Now,
with over 300 responses to the Public Exhibition in addition to a petition that
garnered over 2,300 signatures, all calling for a reduction in height and density, we
are faced with still having to take action to maintain our call for an appropriate,
medium density development which would be seen as complementary to the
surrounding built environment.



On the 28th October 2013, arising from the community's continuing concern over the
scale of the PPR, a further Community Protest Meeting was held at Artarmon with
over 200 of the community attending including our State MP, the Mayor of
Willoughby, the WCC Director of Planning, several Willoughby Councillors and
representatives from several Willoughby City Progress Associations. After the
meeting heard details of the PPR and the protocol for the PAC determination from
the Director of Planning, the Mayor and Ms Berejiklian both spoke strongly in support
of WCC's alternative proposal. A Q&A session followed and the meeting ended with
the unanimous adoption of a resolution which I strongly support:

This public meeting of over 200 residents, Artarmon, Castlecrag, Naremburn,
Middle Harbour-Willoughby and Willoughby South Progress Associations, the
Willoughby Area Action Group and elected local and state representatives:

1. Requests that the Planning Assessment Commission (PAC) reject the
Preferred Project Concept Application (PPR) submitted by Nine Network
Australia on 4 October 2013 (the Proposal)

2. Reaffirms our objection to the density and scale of the Proposal in that
the likely number of dwellings and the height of buildings is excessive,
does not relate to the scale and density of surrounding development
and will have an unacceptable adverse impact of the amenity and
character of the local area;

3. lnforms the Planning Assessment Commission that the Willoughby
community supports the alternative concept proposal submitted by
Willoughby Gity Council including a maximum of 300 dwellings and a
maximum building height of 8 storeys;

4. Requests that the Commission, in any terms of approval, includes the
Statement of Commitments and development outcomes based on the
submission by Willoughby City Council.'

Mr Haddad, I urge you in your report to the PAC to recommend adoption of the
Willoughby Council alternative development proposal. Madam Chair, I ask the PAC
in its consideration of Channel 9's proposal, to reduce the number of dwellings to
300 and the maximum building height to eight storeys.

Yours sincerely,

Kate Cadwallader



sth November 2013

John Cadwallader

47 Sydney Street, Willoughby 2068

Dear Mr Haddad and PAC Madam Chair,

c.c. Minister Hazzard
Gladys Berejiklian, MP

RE: MP10_0198- Channel g site- Preferred Project Report.

I am writing to express my objection to Channel 9's Preferred Project Report (PPR)
As a resident of the local community I am a stakeholder in the redevelopment of
Channel 9's Willoughby site and am greatly concerned about the scale, height and
residential density proposed. I am strongly in favour of the alternative proposal

submitted by Willoughby Council.

At a Community Meeting held on May 7,2013, over 200 people agreed that
residential redevelopment of the site was an appropriate use but that the proposed

600 apartments and up to l8 storey high buildings was a gross over-development.
The meeting went on to unanimously endorse Willoughby Council's alternative
proposal for 300 apartments and a maximum building height of eight stories as
acceptable to the community. After discussion it was agreed that the WCC proposal

would be backed, not as an "ambit proposal", as Channel I's appears to be, but as
the maximum the community was prepared to accept.

Now, at 450 apartments and twelve stories high, we see that the PPR is still 50%
more dense and 50% higher than WCC's alternative plan. This remains a gross

over-development of the site which is in a single dwelling neighbourhood and distant
from a mass transit hub. The development will put more strain on already either fully
or over-loaded roads, public transport, council facilities, schools and parking in the
area.

At the outset of this project, at their consultation sessions, Channel g stated that they
wished to leave a legacy for the community to appreciate long after they had left the
site. As the process went fonryard it became obvious that Channel 9's outreach to
the community was that in name only. Their contact and co-operation with Council
was minimal in their apparent drive to maximise their return on the property. Now,
with over 300 responses to the Public Exhibition in addition to a petition that
garnered over 2,300 signatures, all calling for a reduction in height and density, we
are faced with still having to take action to maintain our call for an appropriate,
medium density development which would be seen as complementary to the
surrounding built environment.



On the 28th Octob er 2013, arising from the community's continuing concern over the

scale of the PPR, a further Community Protest Meeting was held at Artarmon with

over 200 of the community attending including our State MP, the Mayor of

Willoughby, the WCC Director of Planning, several Willoughby Councillors and

representatives from several Willoughby City Progress Associations. After the
meeting heard details of the PPR and the protocol for the PAC determination from

the Director of Planning, the Mayor and Ms Berejiklian both spoke strongly in support

of WCC's alternative proposal. A Q&A session followed and the meeting ended with

the unanimous adoption of a resolution which I strongly support:

This public meeting of over 200 residents, Artarmon, Castlecrag, Naremburn,
Middle Harbour-Willoughby and Willoughby South Progress Associations, the
Willoughby Area Action Group and elected local and state representatives:

1. Requests that the Planning Assessment Gommission (PAC) reject the
Preferred Project Concept Application (PPR) submitted by Nine Network
Australia on 4 October 2013 (the Proposal)

2. Reaffirms our objection to the density and scale of the Proposal in that
the likely number of dwellings and the height of buildings is excessive,
does not relate to the scale and density of surrounding development
and will have an unacceptable adverse impact of the amenity and
character of the local area;

3. lnforms the Planning Assessment Gommission that the Willoughby
community supports the alternative concept proposal submitted by
Willoughby City Council including a maximum of 300 dwellings and a
maximum building height of 8 storeys;

4. Requests that the Gommission, in any terms of approval, includes the
Statement of Gommitments and development outcomes based on the
submission by Willoughby Gity Gouncil.

Mr Haddad, I urge you in your report to the PAC to recommend adoption of the

Willoughby Council alternative development proposal. Madam Chair, I ask the PAC

in its consideration of Channel 9's proposal, to reduce the number of dwellings to

300 and the maximum building height to eight storeys.

Yours sincerely,

John Cadwallader



Date: 5111113

Name: Margaret O'Donnell

Address: 25 Stafford Road

Artarmon 2064

Dear Mr Haddad and PAC Madam Chair,

c.c Minister Hazzard
Gladys Bereliklian, MP

RE: MPl0_0198- Channel 9 site- Preferred Project Report.

I am writing to express my objection to Channel 9's Preferred Project Report (PPR)
As a resident of the local community I am a stakeholder in the redevelopment of
Channel 9's Willoughby site and am greatly concerned about the scale, height and
residential density proposed. I am strongly in favour of the alternative proposal

submitted by Willoughby Council.

At a Community Meeting held on May 7,2013, over 200 people agreed that
residential redevelopment of the site was an appropriate use but that the proposed

600 apartments and up to 1B storey high buildings was a gross over-development.
The meeting went on to unanimously endorse Willoughby Council's alternative
proposal for 300 apartments and a maximum building height of eight stories as
acceptable to the community. After discussion it was agreed that the WCC proposal

would be backed, not as an "ambit proposal", as Channel 9's appears to be, but as
the maximum the community was prepared to accept.

Now, at 450 apartments and twelve stories high, we see that the PPR is still 50%
more dense and 50% higher than WCC's alternative plan. This remains a gross

over-development of the site which is in a single dwelling neighbourhood and distant
from a mass transit hub. The development will put more strain on already either fully
or over-loaded roads, public transport, council facilities, schools and parking in the
area.

At the outset of this project, at their consultation sessions, Channel g stated that they
wished to leave a legacy for the community to appreciate long after they had left the
site. As the process went forward it became obvious that Channel g's outreach to

the community was that in name only. Their contact and co-operation with Council
was minimal in their apparent drive to maximise their return on the property. Now,

with over 300 responses to the Public Exhibition in addition to a petition that
garnered over 2,300 signatures, all calling for a reduction in height and density, we
are faced with still having to take action to maintain our call for an appropriate,



medium density development which would be seen as complementary to the
surround ing built environment.

On the 28th October 2013, arising from the community's continuing concern over the
scale of the PPR, a further Community Protest Meeting was held at Artarmon with
over 200 of the community attending including our State MP, the Mayor of
Willoughby, the WCC Director of Planning, several Willoughby Councillors and
representatives from several Willoughby City Progress Associations. After the
meeting heard details of the PPR and the protocol for the PAC determination from
the Director of Planning, the Mayor and Ms Berejiklian both spoke strongly in support
of WCC's alternative proposal. A Q&A session followed and the meeting ended with

the unanimous adoption of a resolution which I strongly support:

This public meeting of over 200 residents, Artarmon, Castlecrag, Naremburn,
Middle Harbour-Willoughby and Willoughby South Progress Associations, the
Willoughby Area Action Group and elected local and state representatives:

1. Requests that the Planning Assessment Commission (PAC) reject the
Preferred Project Concept Application (PPR) submitted by Nine Network
Australia on 4 October 2013 (the Proposal)

2. Reaffirms our objection to the density and scale of the Proposal in that
the likely number of dwellings and the height of buildings is excessive,
does not relate to the scale and density of surrounding development
and will have an unacceptable adverse impact of the amenity and
character of the local area;

3. lnforms the Planning Assessment Gommission that the Willoughby
community supports the alternative concept proposal submitted by
Willoughby City Council including a maximum of 300 dwellings and a
maximum building height of I storeys;

4. Requests that the Gommission, in any terms of approval, includes the
Statement of Gommitments and development outcomes based on the
submission by Willoughby City Gouncil.

Mr Haddad, I urge you in your report to the PAC to recommend adoption of the
Willoughby Council alternative development proposal. Madam Chair, I ask the PAC

in its consideration of Channel 9's proposal, to reduce the number of dwellings to

300 and the maximum building height to eight storeys.

Yours sincerely,

Margaret O'Donnell

Name or signature





Date: 4111113

Name: Kevin O'Donnell

Address: 25 Stafford Rd Artarmon NSW 2064

Dear Mr Haddad and PAC Madam Chair,

c.c. Minister Hazzard
Gladys Berejíklian, MP

RE: MPl0_0198- Channel g site- Preferred Project Report.

I am writing to express my objection to Channel 9's Preferred Project Report (PPR).
As a resident of the local community I am a stakeholder in the redevelopment of
Channel 9's Willoughby site and am greatly concerned about the scale, height and
residential density proposed. I am strongly in favour of the alternative proposal

submitted by Willoughby Council.

At a Community Meeting held on May 7,2013, over 200 people agreed that
residential redevelopment of the site was an appropriate use but that the proposed

600 apartments and up to 18 storey high buildings was a gross over-development.
The meeting went on to unanimously endorse Willoughby Council's alternative
proposal for 300 apartments and a maximum building height of eight stories as
acceptable to the community. After discussion it was agreed that the WCC proposal

would be backed, not as an "ambit proposal", as Channel 9's appears to be, but as
the maximum the community was prepared to accept.

Now, at 450 apartments and twelve stories high, we see that the PPR is still 50%
more dense and 50% higher than WCC's alternative plan. This remains a gross

over-development of the site which is in a single dwelling neighbourhood and distant
from a mass transit hub. The development will put more strain on already either fully
or over-loaded roads, public transport, council facilities, schools and parking in the
area.

At the outset of this project, at their consultation sessions, Channel 9 stated that they
wished to leave a legacy for the community to appreciate long after they had left the
site. As the process went fon¡rard it became obvious that Channel g's outreach to
the community was that in name only. Their contact and co-operation with Council
was minimal in their apparent drive to maximise their return on the property. Now,

with over 300 responses to the Public Exhibition in addition to a petition that
garnered over 2,300 signatures, all calling for a reduction in height and density, we
are faced with still having to take action to maintain our call for an appropriate,
medium density development which would be seen as complementary to the
surrounding built environment.



On the 28th Octob er 2013, arising from the community's continuing concern over the
scale of the PPR, a further Community Protest Meeting was held at Artarmon with
over 200 of the community attending including our State MP, the Mayor of
Willoughby, the WCC Director of Planning, several Willoughby Councillors and

representatives from several Willoughby City Progress Associations. After the
meeting heard details of the PPR and the protocol for the PAC determination from
the Director of Planning, the Mayor and Ms Berejiklian both spoke strongly in support
of WCC's alternative proposal. A Q&A session followed and the meeting ended with
the unanimous adoption of a resolution which I strongly support:

This public meeting of over 200 residents, Artarmon, Gastlecrag, Naremburn,
Middle Harbour-Willoughby and Willoughby South Progress Associations, the
Willoughby Area Action Group and elected local and state representatives:

1. Requests that the Planning Assessment Gommission (PAC) reject the
Preferred Project Goncept Application (PPR) submitted by Nine Network
Australia on 4 October 2013 (the Proposal)

2. Reaffirms our objection to the density and scale of the Proposal in that
the likely number of dwellings and the height of buildings is excessive,
does not relate to the scale and density of surrounding development
and will have an unacceptable adverse impact of the amenity and
character of the local area;

3. lnforms the Planning Assessment Gommission that the Willoughby
community supports the alternative concept proposal submitted by
Willoughby City Gouncil including a maximum of 300 dwellings and a
maximum building height of 8 storeys;

4. Requests that the Commission, in any terms of approval, includes the
Statement of Commitments and development outcomes based on the
submission by Willoughby Gity Council.

Mr Haddad, I urge you in your report to the PAC to recommend adoption of the
Willoughby Council alternative development proposal. Madam Chair, I ask the PAC
in its consideration of Channel 9's proposal, to reduce the number of dwellings to
300 and the maximum building height to eight storeys.

Yours sincerely,

Name or signature

Kevin Hugh O'Donnell



From:
To:
GC:
Date:
Subject:

Genevieve Savill <gensavill@gmail.com>
<natasha.harras@plann ing. nsw.gov.au>, <pac@pac. nsw.gov.au>
<willoughby@parliament.nsw.gov.au>, <office@hazzard.minister.nsw.gov.au>
Tuesday, 12 November2013 1:16 pm
Channel 9 Site - Preferred Project Report

RE

Dear Mr Haddad and PAC Madam Chair,

c.c Minister Hazzard
Gladys Berejiklian, MP

MP10_0198- Channel9 site- Preferred Project Report.

I am writing to express my objection to Channel 9's Preferred Project Report (PPR). As a resident of
the local community I am a stakeholder in the redevelopment of Channel 9's Willoughby site and am
greatly concerned about the scale, height and residential density proposed. I am strongly in favour of
the alternative proposal submitted by Willoughby Council.

At a Community Meeting held on May 7,2013, over 200 people agreed that residential redevelopment
of the site was an appropriate use but that the proposed 600 apartments and up to 1B storey high
buildings was a gross over-development. The meeting went on to unanimously endorse Willoughby
Council's alternative proposal for 300 apartments and a maximum building height of eight stories as
acceptable to the community. After discussion it was agreed that the WCC proposal would be
backed, not as an "ambit proposal", as Channel 9's appears to be, but as the maximum the
community was prepared to accept.

Now, at 450 apartments and twelve stories high, we see that the PPR is still 50% more dense and
50% higher than WCC's alternative plan. This remains a gross over-development of the site which is
in a single dwelling neighbourhood and distant from a mass transit hub. The development will put
more strain on already either fully or over-loaded roads, public transport, council facilities, schools and
parking in the area.

At the outset of this project, at their consultation sessions, Channel 9 stated that they wished to leave
a legacy for the community to appreciate long after they had left the site. As the process went
forward it became obvious that Channel 9's outreach to the community was that in name only. Their
contact and co-operation with Councilwas minimal in their apparent drive to maximise their return on
the property. Now, with over 300 responses to the Public Exhibition in addition to a petition that
garnered over 2,300 signatures, all calling for a reduction in height and density, we are faced with still
having to take action to maintain our call for an appropriate, medium density development which
would be seen as complementary to the surrounding built environment.

On the 28th October 2013, arising from the community's continuing concern over the scale of the
PPR, a further Community Protest Meeting was held at Artarmon with over 200 of the community
attending including our State MP, the Mayor of Willoughby, the WCC Director of Planning, several
Willoughby Councillors and representatives from several Willoughby City Progress Associations.
After the meeting heard details of the PPR and the protocol for the PAC determination from the
Director of Planning, the Mayor and Ms Berejiklian both spoke strongly in support of WCC's
alternative proposal. A Q&A session followed and the meeting ended with the unanimous adoption of
a resolution which I strongly support:

This public meeting of over 200 residents, Artarmon, Castlecrag, Naremburn, Middle
Harbour-Willoughby and Willoughby South Progress Associations, the Willoughby Area Action Group
and elected local and state representatives:

Requests that the Planning Assessment Commission (PAC) reject the Preferred Project Concept
Application (PPR) submitted by Nine Network Australia on 4 October 2013 (the Proposal)

Reaffirms our objection to the density and scale of the Proposal in that the likely number of dwellings
and the height of buildings is excessive, does not relate to the scale and density of surrounding
development and will have an unacceptable adverse impact of the amenity and character of the local



area;

lnforms the Planning Assessment Commission that the Willoughby community supports the
alternative concept proposal submitted by Willoughby City Council including a maximum of 300
dwellings and a maximum building height of 8 storeys;

Requests that the Commission, in any terms of approval, includes the Statement of Commitments and
development outcomes based on the submission by Willoughby City Council.

Mr Haddad, I urge you in your report to the PAC to recommend adoption of the Willoughby Council
alternative development proposal. Madam Chair, I ask the PAC in its consideration of Channel 9's
proposal, to reduce the number of dwellings to 300 and the maximum building height to eight storeys.

Yours sincerely,

Genevieve Savill

419-ll Olympia Road
Naremburn, NSW 2065



Date:

Name:

Address:

12 November 2013

Plamen Bassarov

4/15 Hampden Rd, ARTARMON 2064

c.c.

Dear Minister Hazzard and PAC Madam Chair,

Natasha Harras, Planning NSW
Galdys Berejiklian, MP

RE: MP10_0198 - Ghannel 9 site- Preferred Project Report.

I am writing to express my objection to Channel 9's Preferred Project Report (PPR).

As a resident of the local community I am a stakeholder in the redevelopment of
Channel 9's Willoughby site and am greatly concerned about the scale, height and
residential density proposed. I am strongly in favour of the alternative proposal

submitted by Willoughby Council.

At a Community Meeting held on May 7,2013, over 200 people agreed that a
residential redevelopment of the site was an appropriate use for this property but that
the 600 apartments and up to 18 storey high buildings was a gross over-
development. The meeting went on to unanimously endorse Willoughby Council's

alternative proposal for 300 apartments and a maximum building height of eight
stories as being acceptable tothe community. After discussion itwas agreed that
the WCC proposal would be backed, not as an "ambit proposal", as Channel 9's
appears to be, but as the maximum the community was prepared to accept,

NoW at 450 apartments and twelve stories high, we see that the PPR is still 50%
more dense and 50% higher than WCC's alternative plan and still a gross over-
development of the site which is in a single dwelling neighbourhood and distant from
a mass transit hub. The development will also put more strain on already either fully
or overloaded roads, public transport, council facilities, schools and parking in the
area.

At the outset of this project Channel 9 stated to the community at their consultation
sessions that they wished to leave a legacy for the community that would be

appreciated long after they had left the site. As the process went fonruard it became
obvious that Channel 9's outreach to the community was that in name only. Their
contact and co-operation with Council was minimal in their apparent drive to
maximise their return on the property. Now, with over 300 responses to the Public
Exhibition in addition to a petition that gamered over 2,300 signatures, all calling for
a reduction in height and density, we are faced with still having to take action to
maintain our call for an appropriate, medium density development which would be

seen as complementary to the surrounding built environment.



On the 28th October 2013, arising from the community's continuing concern overthe
scale of the PPR, a further CommuniÇ Protest Meeting was held atArtarmon with
over 200 of the community attending including our State MP, the Mayor of
Willoughby, the Director of Planning, several Willoughby Councillors and
representatives from several Willoughby City Progress Associations. After the
meeting heard details of the PPR andthe protocol forthe PAC determination from
the Director of Planning, the Mayor and Ms Berejiklian both spoke strongly in support
of WCC's altemative proposal. A Q&A sess¡on followed and the meeting ended with
the unanimous adoption of a resolution which I strongly support:

This public meeting of over 200 residents, Artarmon, Castlecrag, Naremburn,
Middle Harbour-Willoughby and Willoughby South Progress Associations, the
Willoughby Area Action Group and elected local and state representatives:

1. Requests thatthe Planning Assessment Commission (PAC)reject the
Preferred Project Goncept Application (PPR) submitted by Nine Network
Australía on 4 October 2013 (the Proposal)

2. Reaffirms our objection to the density and scale of the Proposal in that
the likely number of dwellings and the height of buildings is excessive,
does not relate to the scale and density of surrounding development
and will have an unacceptable adverse impact of the amenity and
character ofthe local area;

3. lnforms the Planning Assessment Commission that the Willoughby
community supports the alternative concept proposal submitted by
Willoughby City Council including a maximum of 300 dwellings and a
maximum buildíng height of 8 storeys;

4. Requests that the Commission, in any terms of approval, includes the
Statement of Commitments and development outcomes based on the
submission by Willoughby City Gouncil.

Minister, I urge you in your report to the PAC to recommend adoption of the
Willoughby Council alternative development proposal and, Madam Chair, that the
PAC in its consideration of Channel 9's proposal, reduce the number of dwellings to
300 and the maximum building height to eight storeys.

Yours sincerely,

Plamen Bassarov



Tuesday 12 November
Kristina Green
25 Lucknow Street
Willoughby NSW 2068

Dear Minister Hazzard and PAC Madam Chair,

Cc: Natasha Hanas, Planning NSW & Galdys Berejiklian, MP

RE:MP10_0198- Channel 9 site- Preferred Project Report.

I am writing to express my objection to Channel 9's Prefened Prolect Report (PPR). As a
resident of the local community I am a stakeholder in the redevelopment of Channel 9's
Willoughby site and am greatly concerned about the scale, height and residential density
proposed. I am strongly in favour of the altemative proposal submitted byWilloughby
Council.

At a Community Meeting held on May 7,2013, over 200 people agreed that a residential
redevelopment of the site was an appropriate use for this property but that the 600
apartments and up to 18 storey high buildings was a gross over-development. The
meeting went on to unanimously endorse Willoughby Council's alternative proposal for 300
apartments and a maximum building height of eight stories as being acceptable to the
community. Afterdiscussion itwas agreed thattheWCC proposal would bebacked, not
as an "ambit proposal", as Channel 9's appears to be, but as the maximum the community
was prepared to accept.

Now, at 450 apartments and twelve stories high, we see that the PPR is still 50% more
dense and 50% higher than WCC's altemative plan and still a gross over-development of
the site which is in a single dwelling neighbourhood and distant from a mass transit hub.
The development will also put more strain on already either fully or overloaded roads,
public transport, council facilities, schools and parking in the area.

At the outset of this project Channel 9 stated to the community at their consultation
sessions that they wished to leave a legacy for the community that would be appreciated
long after they had left the site. As the process went fon¡,¡ard it became obvious that
Channel 9's outreach to the community was that in name only. Their contact and co-
operation with Council was minimal in their apparent drive to maximise their return on the
property. Now, with over 300 responses to the Public Exhibition in addition to a petition
that garnered over 2,300 signatures, all calling for a reduction in height and density, we are
faced with still having to take action to maintain our call for an appropriate, medium density
development which would be seen as complementary to the sunounding built
environment.

On the 28th October 2013, arising from the community's continuing concern over the scale
of the PPR, afurther Community Protest Meeting was held atArtarmon with over200 of
the community attending including our State MP, the Mayor of Willoughby, the Director of
Planning, several Willoughby Councillors and representatives from several Willoughby City
Progress Associations. After the meeting heard details of the PPR and the protocol for the
PAC determination from the Director of Planning, the Mayor and Ms Bergiklian both spoke
strongly in support of WCC's alternative proposal. A Q&A session followed and the
meeting ended with the unanimous adoption of a resolution which I strongly support:



This public meeting of over 200 residents, Artarmon, Castlecrag, Narembum, Middle
Harbour-Willoughby and Willoughby South Progress Associations, the Willoughby Area
Action Group and elected local and state representatives:

1. Requests that the Planning Assessment Commission (PAC)reject the Preferred Project
Concept Application (PPR) submitted by Nine Network Australia on 4 October 2013
(the Proposal)

2. Reaffirms ourobjection tothe density and scale of the Proposal inthat the likely number
of dwellings and the height of buildings is excessive, does not relate to the scale and
density of surrounding development and will have an unacceptable adverse impact of the
amenity and character of the local area;
3. lnforms the Planning Assessment Commission that the Willoughby community supports
the altemative concept proposal submitted by Willoughby City Council including a
maximum of 300 dwellings and a maximum building height of I storeys;
4. Requests that the Commission, in any terms of approval, includes the Statement of
Commitments and development outcomes based onthe submission byWilloughby City
Council.

Minister, I urge you in your report to the PAC to recommend adoption of the Willoughby
Council alternative development proposal and, Madam Chair, that the PAC in its
consideration of Channel 9's proposal, reduce the number of dwellings to 300 and the
maximum building height to eight storeys.

Yours sincerely,

Kristina Green



From:
To:
cc:
Date:
Subject:

"Eleanor Brasch" <brasch2@aol.com>
<natasha. harras@planning. nsw.gov.au>, <pac@pac. nsw.gov.au>
<office@hazzard.minister.nsw.gov.au>, <willoughby@parliament.nsw.gov.au>
Tuesday, 12 November 2013 B:59 pm
Channel 9 site

Dear Minister Hazzard and PAC Madam Chair,

c.c. Natasha Harras, Planning NSW

Gladys Berejiklian, MP

RE: MP10_0198- Channel 9 site- Preferred Project Report.

I am writing to express my objection to Channel 9's Preferred Project Report (PPR). As a resident of
the local community I am a stakeholder in the redevelopment of Channel 9's Willoughby site and am
greatly concerned about the scale, height and residential density proposed. I am strongly in favour of
the alternative proposal submitted by Willoughby Council.

At a Community Meeting held on May 7,2013, over 200 people agreed that a residential
redevelopment of the site was an appropriate use for this property but that the 600 apartments and up
to 18 storey high buildings was a gross over-development. The meeting went on to unanimously
endorse Willoughby Council's alternative proposal for 300 apartments and a maximum building height
of eight stories as being acceptable to the community. After discussion it was agreed that the WCC
proposal would be backed, not as an "ambit proposal", as Channel 9's appears to be, but as the
maximum the community was prepared to accept.

Now, at 450 apartments and twelve stories high, we see that the PPR is still 50% more dense and
50% higher than WCC's alternative plan and still a gross over-development of the site which is in a
single dwelling neighbourhood and distant from a mass transit hub. The development will also put
more strain on already either fully or overloaded roads, public transport, council facilities, schools and
parking in the area.

At the outset of this project Channel 9 stated to the community at their consultation sessions that they
wished to leave a legacy for the community that would be appreciated long after they had left the site.
As the process went fonruard it became obvious that Channel 9's outreach to the community was that
in name only. Their contact and co-operation with Council was minimal ín their apparent drive to
maximise their return on the property. Now, with over 300 responses to the Public Exhibition in
addition to a petition that garnered over 2,300 signatures, all calling for a reduction in height and
density, we are faced with still having to take action to maintain our call for an appropriate, medium
density development which would be seen as complementary to the surrounding built environment.

On the 28th October 2013, arising from the community's continuing concern over the scale of the
PPR, a further Community Protest Meeting was held at Artarmon with over 200 of the community
attending including our State MP, the Mayor of Willoughby, the Director of Planning, several
Willoughby Councillors and representatives from severalWilloughby City Progress Associations. After
the meeting heard details of the PPR and the protocol for the PAC determination from the Director of
Planning, the Mayor and Ms Berejiklian both spoke strongly in support of WCC's alternative proposal.
A Q&A session followed and the meeting ended with the unanimous adoption of a resolution which I

strongly support:

This public meeting of over 200 residents, Artarmon, Castlecrag, Naremburn, Middle Harbour-
Willoughby and Willoughby South Progress Associations, the Willoughby Area Action Group and
elected local and state representatives:

1. Requests that the Planning Assessment Commission (PAC) reject the Preferred Project Concept
Application (PPR) submitted by Nine Network Australia on 4 October 2013 (the Proposal)



2. Reaffirms our objection to the density and scale of the Proposal in that the likely number of
dwellings and the height of buildings is excessive, does not relate to the scale and density of
surrounding development and will have an unacceptable adverse impact of the amenity and character
of the local area;

3. lnforms the Planning Assessment Commission that the Willoughby community supports the
alternative concept proposal submitted by Willoughby City Council including a maximum of 300
dwellings and a maximum building height of I storeys;

4. Requests that the Commission, in any terms of approval, includes the Statement of Commitments
and development outcomes based on the submission by Willoughby City Council.

Minister, I urge you in your report to the PAC to recommend adoption of the Willoughby Council
alternative development proposal and, Madam Chair, that the PAC in its consideration of Channel 9's
proposal, reduce the number of dwellings to 300 and the maximum building height to eight storeys.

Yours sincerely,

Eleanor Brasch

Name or signature



Date:1211112013

Name:Geoff Taylor

Address:16 Nardoo rd Willoughby NSW 2068

Dear Mínister Hazzard and PAC Madam Chair,

c.c. Natasha Harras, Planning NSW
Galdys Berejiklian, MP

RE: MP10_0198- Channel 9 site- Preferred Project Report.

I am writing to express my objection to Channel 9's Preferred Project Report (PPR). As a resident
of the local community I am a stakeholder in the redevelopment of Channel 9's Willoughby site
and am greatly concerned about the scale, height and residential density proposed. I am strongly
in favour of the alternative proposal submitted by Willoughby Council.

At a Community Meeting held on May 7,2013, over 200 people agreed that a residential
redevelopment of the site was an appropriate use for this property but that the 600 apartments and

up to 1B storey high buildings was a gross over-development. The meeting went on to
unanimously endorse Willoughby Council's alternative proposal for 300 apartments and a
maximum building height of eight stories as being acceptable to the community. After discussion it
was agreed that the WCC proposalwould be backed, not as an "ambit proposal", as Channel g's

appears to be, but as the maximum the community was prepared to accept.

Now, at 450 apartments and twelve stories high, we see that the PPR is still 50% more dense and

50% higher than WCC's alternative plan and still a gross over-development of the site which is in a

single dwelling neighbourhood and distant from a mass transit hub. The development will also put

more strain on already either fully or overloaded roads, public transport, council facilities, schools
and parking in the area.

At the outset of this project Channel 9 stated to the community at their consultation sessions that
they wished to leave a legacy for the community that would be appreciated long after they had left
the site. As the process went fon¡rard it became obvious that Channel 9's outreach to the
community was that in name only. Their contact and co-operation with Council was minimal in

their apparent drive to maximise their return on the property. Now, with over 300 responses to the
Public Exhibition in addition to a petition that garnered over 2,300 signatures, all calling for a
reduction in height and density, we are faced with still having to take action to maintain our call for
an appropriate, medium density development whích would be seen as complementary to the
surrounding built environment.

On the 28th October 2013, arising from the community's continuing concern over the scale of the
PPR, a further Community Protest Meeting was held at Artarmon with over 200 of the community
attending includlng our State MP, the Mayor of Willoughby, the Director of Planning, several
Willoughby Councillors and representatives from several Willoughby City Progress Associations.
After the meeting heard details of the PPR and the protocol for the PAC determination from the
Director of Planning, the Mayor and Ms Berejiklian both spoke strongly in support of WCC's
alternative proposal. A Q&A session followed and the meeting ended with the unanimous
adoption of a resolution which I strongly support:



This public meeting of over 200 residents, Artarmon, Gastlecrag, Naremburn, Middle
Harbour-Willoughby and Willoughby South Progress Associations, the Willoughby Area
Action Group and elected local and state representatives:

1. Requests that the Planning Assessment Gommission (PAC) reject the Preferred
Project Goncept Application (PPR) submitted by Nine Network Australia on 4 October
2013 (the Proposal)

2. Reaffirms our objection to the density and scale of the Proposal in that the likely
number of dwellings and the height of buildings is excessive, does not relate to the
scale and density of surrounding development and will have an unacceptable
adverse impact of the amenity and character of the local area;

3. Informs the Planning Assessment Commission that the Willoughby community
supports the alternative concept proposal submitted by Willoughby City Council
including a maximum of 300 dwellings and a maximum building height of 8 storeys;

4. Requests that the Gommission, in any terms of approval, includes the Statement of
Gommitments and development outcomes based on the submission by Willoughby
City Council.

Minister, I urge you in your report to the PAC to recommend adoption of the Willoughby Council
alternative development proposal and, Madam Chair, that the PAC ín its consideration of Channel
9's proposal, reduce the number of dwellings to 300 and the maximum building height to eight
storeys.

As an additíonal point I request you to tour Willoughby Primary School and see how cramped the
outdoor playing space has become. The sheer numbers of children in the school has now meant
the introduction of a roster system for play time to allow different years access to the larger astro
turf area on different days to avoid accidents caused by overcrowding.

Yours sincerely,

Name or signature

Geoff Taylor



From:
To:
cc:
Date:
Subject:
Attachments

Dear Ms Kibble and Mr Haddad,

Please find attached our letter of objection regarding the development of
the Channel 9 Site in Willoughby.

The current proposal by Channel 9 is inappropriate for the area and we urge
you to support the proposal as suggested by Willoughby City Council.

Yours sincerely,

Michael & Jane Dawes

42 Tindale Rd

ARTARMON NSW 2064

"Michael Dawes" <mjdawes@ozemail.com.au>
<natasha. harras@planning. nsw.gov.au>, <pac@pac. nsw. gov.au>
<office@hazzard.minister.nsw.gov.au>, <willoughby@parliament.nsw.gov.au>
Tuesday, 12 November 2013 9:45 pm
Channel 9 Site Redevelopment Objection
Channel 9 Site Development Objection.pdf



Michael & Jane Dawes
42 Tindale Rd

Artarmon NSW 2064

12th November 2013

Dear Mr Haddad and Ms Kibble,

c.c. Minister Brad Hazzard
Minister Gladys Berejiklian

RE: MP{0-0198- Channel 9 site- Preferad Proiect RepoÉ

We are writing to express our objection to Channel 9's Preferred Project Report

(PPR). As residents of the local community we are stakeholders in the

redevelopment of channel 9's willoughby site and greatly concerned about the

scale, height and residential density proposed. We are strongly in favour of the

alternative proposal submitted by Willoughby Council-

At a Community Meeting held on May 7,2013, over 200 people agreed that

residential redevelopment of the site was an appropriate use but that the proposed

600 apartments and up to 18 storey high buildings was a gross over-development.

The meeting went on to unanimously endorse Willoughby Council's alternative

proposal for 300 apartments and a maximum building height of eight stories as

acceptable to the community. After discussion it was agreed that the WCC proposal

would be backed, not as an 'ambit proposal", as Channel 9's appears to be, but as

the maximum the community was prepared to accept.

Now, at 450 apartments and twe¡ve stor¡es high, we see that the PPR is still 50o/o

more dense and 50% higherthan wcc's alternative plan. This remains a gross

over-development of the site which is in a single dwelling neighbourhood and distant

from a mass transit hub. The development will put more strain on already either fully

or over-loaded roads, public transport, council facilities, schools and parking in the

atea.

At the outset of this project, at their consultat¡on sessions, Channel I stated that they

wished to leave a legacy for the community to appreciate long after they had left the

site. As the process went forward it became obvious that Channel 9's outreach to

the community was that in name only. Their contact and co-operation with Council

was minimal in their apparent drive to maximise their return on the property. Now,

with over 300 responses to the Public Exhibition in addition to a petition that

garnered over 2,300 signatures, all calling for a reduction in height and density, we

are faced with still having to take action to maintain our call for an appropriate,



medium density development which would be seen as complementary to the

surrounding built environment.

On the 286 October 2013, arisíng from the community's continuing concem over the

scale of the PPR, a further Community Protest Meeting was held at Artarmon with

over 200 of the community attending including our State MP, the Mayor of
Willoughby, the WCC Director of Planning, several Willoughby Couneillors and

representatives from several lÂ/illoughby City Progress Associations. After the

meeting heard details of the PPR and the protocol for the PAC determination from

the Director of Planning, the Mayor and Ms Berejiklian both spoke strongly in support

of WCC's alternative proposal. A Q&A session followed and the meeting ended with

the unanimous adoption of a resolution which I strongly support:

This public meeting of over 200 residents, Artarmon, Castlecrag, Naremburn,
Isiddle Harbour-Willoughby and lffilloughby South Progress Associations, the
Willoughby Area Action Group and elected local and state reprcsentatives:

'!. Requests that the Planning Assessment Commiesion {PAC) reiect the
Preferred Project Goncept Application (PPR) submitted by Nine Network
Australia on 4 October 2013 (the Proposal)

2. Reaffirms our obiection to füe density and scale of the Proposal in that
the likely number of dwellings and the height of buildings is excessive,
does not relate to the scale and density of surrounding development
and will have an unacceptable adverse impact of füe amenity and

character of the local area;

3. lnforms the Planning Assessment Commission tlrat the Willoughby
community supports the altemative concept proposal submitted by
Willoughby Gity Council including a maximum of 300 dwellings and a

maximum building height of I storeys;

4. Requesb that the Commission, in any terms of approval, includes tlre
Statêment of Commitnents and development outcomes based on the
submiEsion by Willoughby City Council.

Mr Haddad, we urge you in your report to the PAC to recommend adoption of the

Willoughby Council alternative development proposal. Ms Kibble, we ask the PAC in

its consideration of Channel 9's proposal, to reduce the number of dwellings to 300

and the maximum building height to eight storeys.

Yours sincerely,

/tr"b.^"-'
Micháel Dawes
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Tuesday, 12 November2013 10:23 pm
RE: MP10 0198- Channel9 site- Preferred Project Report

Date: 12 November 2013
Name:Suzanne Lewis
Address:19 Weedon Road, Artarmon 2064

Dear Minister Hazzard and PAC Madam Chair,
c.c. Natasha Harras, Planning NSW

Galdys
Berejiklian, MP
RE: MP10_0198- Channel 9 site- Preferred
Project Report.
I am writing to

express my objection to Channel 9's Preferred Project Report (PPR). As a resident of the local
community I am a
stakeholder in the redevelopment of Channel 9's Willoughby site and am greatly
concerned about the scale, height and residential density proposed. I am strongly in favour of the
alternative
proposal submitted by Willoughby Council.
At a Community Meeting held on May 7,2013, over 200 people
agreed that a residential redevelopment of the site was an appropriate use for
this property but that the 600 apartments and up to 1B storey high buildings
was a gross over-development. The
meeting went on to unanimously endorse Willoughby Council's alternative
proposal for 300 apartments and a maximum building height of eight stories as
being acceptable to the community. After
discussion it was agreed that the WCC proposal would be backed, not as an
"ambit proposal", as Channel 9's appears to be, but as the maximum the
community was prepared to accept.
Now, at 450 apartments and twelve stories high, we see that
the PPR is still 50% more dense and 50% higher than WCC's alternative plan and
still a gross over-development of the site which is in a single dwelling
neighbourhood and distant from a mass transit hub. The development will also put more strain on
already either fully or overloaded roads, public transport, council facilities,
schools and parking in the area.
At the outset of this project Channel 9 stated to the
community at their consultation sessions that they wished to leave a legacy for
the community that would be appreciated long after they had left the site. As the process went
foruvard it became obvious
that Channel 9's outreach to the community was that in name only. Their contact and co-operation
with Council
was minimal in their apparent drive to maximise their return on the
property. Now, with over 300 responses
to the Public Exhibition in addition to a petition that garnered over 2,300
signatures, all calling for a reduction in height and density, we are faced
with still having to take action to maintain our call for an appropriate,
medium density development which would be seen as complementary to the
surrounding built environment.
On the 28th October 2013, arising from the
community's continuing concern over the scale of the PPR, a further Community
Protest Meeting was held at Artarmon with over 200 of the community attending
including our State MP, the Mayor of Willoughby, the Director of Planning,
several Willoughby Councillors and representatives from several Willoughby City
Progress Associations. After the meeting
heard details of the PPR and the protocol for the PAC determination from the
Director of Planning, the Mayor and Ms Berejiklian both spoke strongly in



support of WCC's alternative proposal. A
Q&A session followed and the meeting ended with the unanímous adoption of a
resolution which I strongly support:
This public meeting
of over 200 residents, Artarmon, Castlecrag, Naremburn, Middle
Harbour-Willoughby and Willoughby South Progress Associations, the Willoughby
Area Action Group and elected local and state representatives:
1. Requests that the Planning Assessment
Commission (PAC) reject the Preferred Project Concept Application (PPR) submitted
by Nine Network Australia on 4 October 2013 (the Proposal)

2. Reaffirms our objection to the density and
scale of the Proposal in that the likely number of dwellings and the height of
buildings is excessive, does not relate to the scale and density of surrounding
development and will have an unacceptable adverse impact of the amenity and
character of the local area;

3. lnforms the Planning Assessment Commission
that the Willoughby community supports the alternative concept proposal
submitted by Willoughby City Council including a maximum of 300 dwellings and a
maximum building height of B storeys;

4. Requests that the Commission, in any terms
of approval, includes the Statement of Commitments and development outcomes
based on the submission by Willoughby City Council.
Minister, I urge you in your report to the PAC to recommend
adoption of the Willoughby Council alternative development proposal and, Madam
Chair, that the PAC in its consideration of Channel 9's proposal, reduce the
number of dwellings to 300 and the maximum building height to eight storeys.
Yours sincerely,

Suzanne Lewis



13 November 2013

Margaret Heppell

10 Pyrl Road

Artarmon NSW 2064

Dear Minister Hazzard and PAC Madam Chair,

c.c. Natasha Harras, Planning NSW
Gladys Berejiklian, MP

RE: MP10_0198- Channel 9 site- Preferred Project Report.

I am writing to express my objection to Channel 9's Preferred Project Report (PPR)
As a resident of the local community I am a stakeholder in the redevelopment of
Channel 9's Willoughby site and am greatly concerned about the scale, height and
residential density proposed. I am strongly in favour of the alternative proposal

submitted by Willoughby Council.

At a Community Meeting held on May 7, 2013, over 200 people agreed that a
residential redevelopment of the site was an appropriate use for this property but that
the 600 apartments and up to 18 storey high buildings was a gross over-
development. The meeting went on to unanimousfy endorse Willoughby Council's
alternative proposal for 300 apartments and a maximum building height of eight
stories as being acceptable to the community. After discussion it was agreed that
the WCC proposalwould be backed, not as an "ambit proposal", as Channel g's

appears to be, but as the maximum the community was prepared to accept.

Now, at 450 apartments and twelve stories high, we see that the PPR is still 50%
more dense and 50% higher than WCC's alternative plan and still a gross over-
development of the site which is in a single dwelling neighbourhood and distant from
a mass transit hub. The development will also put more strain on already either fully
or overloaded roads, public transport, council facilities, schools and parking in the
area.

At the outset of this project Channel 9 stated to the community at their consultation
sessions that they wished to leave a legacy for the community that would be

appreciated long after they had left the site. As the process went fonruard it became
obvious that Channel g's outreach to the community was that in name only. Their
contact and co-operation with Council was minimal in their apparent drive to
maximise their return on the property. Now, with over 300 responses to the Public
Exhibition in addition to a petition that garnered over 2,300 signatures, all calling for



a reduction in height and density, we are faced with still having to take action to
maintain our call for an appropriate, medium density development which would be
seen as complementary to the surrounding built environment.

On the 28th October 2013, arising from the community's continuing concern over the
scale of the PPR, a further Community Protest Meeting was held at Artarmon with
over 200 of the community attending including our State MP, the Mayor of
Willoughby, the Director of Planning, several Willoughby Councillors and
representatives from several Willoughby City Progress Associations. After the
meeting heard details of the PPR and the protocol for the PAC determination from
the Director of Planning, the Mayor and Ms Berejiklian both spoke strongly in support
of WCC's alternative proposal. A Q&A session followed and the meeting ended with
the unanimous adoption of a resolution which I strongly support:

This public meeting of over 200 residents, Artarmon, Gastlecrag, Naremburn,
Middle Harbour-Willoughby and Willoughby South Progress Associations, the
Willoughby Area Action Group and elected local and state representatives:

1. Requests that the Planning Assessment Commission (PAC) reject the
Preferred Project Goncept Application (PPR) submitted by Nine Network
Australia on 4 October 2013 (the Proposal)

2. Reaffirms our objection to the density and scale of the Proposal in that
the likely number of dwellings and the height of buildings is excessiven
does not relate to the scale and density of surrounding development
and will have an unacceptable adverse impact of the amenity and
character of the local area;

3. lnforms the Planning Assessment Commission that the Willoughby
community supports the alternative concept proposal submitted by
Willoughby City Gouncil including a maximum of 300 dwellings and a
maximum building height of I storeys;

4. Requests that the Gommission, in any terms of approval, includes the
Statement of Gommitments and development outcomes based on the
submission by Willoughby City Gouncil.

Minister, I urge you in your report to the PAC to recommend adoption of the
Willoughby Council alternative development proposal and, Madam Chair, that the
PAC in its consideration of Channel 9's proposal, reduce the number of dwellings to
300 and the maximum building height to eight storeys.

Yours sincerely,



13 November,2013

12 Shepherd Rd

ARTARMON NSW 2064:

Dear Minister Hazzard and PAC Madam Chair,

c.c. Natasha Harras, Planning NSW
Gladys Berejiklian, MP

RE: MP10_0198- Channel 9 site- Preferred Project Report.

I am writing to express my objection to Channel 9's Preferred Project Report (PPR)
As a resídent of the local community I am a stakeholder in the redevelopment of
Channel 9's Willoughby site and am greatly concerned about the scale, height and
residential density proposed. I am strongly in favour of the alternative proposal

submitted by Willoughby Council.

At a Community Meeting held on May 7,2013, over 200 people agreed that a
residential redevelopment of the site was an appropriate use for this property but that
the 600 apartments and up to 18 storey high buildings was a gross over-
development. The meeting went on to unanimously endorse Willoughby Council's
alternative proposal for 300 apartments and a maximum building height of eight
stories as being acceptable to the community. After discussion it was agreed that
the WCC proposal would be backed, not as an "ambit proposal", as Channel g's

appears to be, but as the maximum the community was prepared to accept.

Now, at 450 apartments and twelve stories high, we see that the PPR is still 50%
more dense and 50% higher than WCC's alternative plan and still a gross over-
development of the site which is in a single dwelling neighbourhood and distant from
a mass transit hub. The development will also put more strain on already either fully
or overloaded roads, public transport, council facilities, schools and parking in the
area.

At the outset of this project Channel 9 stated to the community at their consultation
sessions that they wished to leave a legacy for the community that would be

appreciated long after they had left the site. As the process went fon¡rard it became
obvious that Channel 9's outreach to the community was that in name only. Their
contact and co-operation with Councilwas minimal in their apparent drive to
maximise their return on the property. Now, with over 300 responses to the Public
Exhibition in addition to a petition that garnered over 2,300 signatures, all calling for
a reduction in height and densitV, we are faced with still having to take action to
maintain our call for an appropriate, medium density development which would be



seen as complementary to the surrounding built environment.

On the 28th October 2013, arising from the community's continuing concern over the
scale of the PPR, a further Community Protest Meeting was held at Artarmon with
over 200 of the community attending including our State MP, the Mayor of
Willoughby, the Director of Planning, several Willoughby Councillors and
representatives from several Willoughby City Progress Associations. After the
meeting heard details of the PPR and the protocol for the PAC determination from
the Director of Planning, the Mayor and Ms Berejiklian both spoke strongly in support
of WCC's alternative proposal. A Q&A session followed and the meeting ended with
the unanimous adoption of a resolution which I strongly support:

This public meeting of over 200 residents, Artarmon, Castlecrag, Naremburn,
Middle Harbour-Willoughby and Willoughby South Progress Associations, the
Willoughby Area Action Group and elected local and state representatives:

1. Requests that the Planning Assessment Commission (PAC) reject the
Preferred Project Goncept Application (PPR) submitted by Nine Network
Australia on 4 October 2013 (the Proposal)

2. Reaffirms our objection to the density and scale of the Proposal in that
the likely number of dwellings and the height of buildings is excessive,
does not relate to the scale and density of surrounding development
and will have an unacceptable adverse impact of the amenity and
character of the local area;

3. lnforms the Planning Assessment Gommission that the Willoughby
community supports the alternative concept proposal submitted by
Willoughby City Gouncil including a maximum of 300 dwellings and a
maximum building height of I storeys;

4. Requests that the Commission, in any terms of approval, includes the
Statement of Commitments and development outcomes based on the
submission by Willoughby Gity Council.

Minister, I urge you in your report to the PAC to recommend adoption of the
Willoughby Council alternative development proposal and, Madam Chair, that the
PAC in its consideration of Channel 9's proposal, reduce the number of dwellings to
300 and the maximum building height to eight storeys.

Yours sincerely,



November 13 2013

Sarah Griffin
25 Edward Street
Willoughby NSV/ 2068

Dear Mr Haddad

RE: MP10-0198-Channel9 site - Preferred Project Report

I am writing to express my objection to Channel 9's Preferred Project Report (PPR).

As a resident of Willoughby I find the proposed scale, height and density of the
project grossly disproportional to the surrounding area. I am certainly in favour of
appropriate development within Willoughby and support the alternative proposal
submitted by Willoughby Council.

I participated in Channel 9's ocommunity consultation' and found the process without
any independence at all. The questions asked of the participants were loaded and
designed to elicit a response favourable to Channel 9. The participants in the sessions

I attended overwhelmingly objected to the proposed gross over-development of the
site. Therefore any representation made by Channel 9 that the project was endorsed
in any way by the local community should be viewed with the utmost skepticism.

Although Channel t has moderately reduced the density of the development, the
proposed two 12 story towers would be an eyesore, will place an unsustainable
burden on local infrastructure and is not in keeping with the local surroundings.
Willoughby Councils proposal for 300 dwellings and a maximum height of 8 stories
is appropriate for the area and contributes to fulfilling the need for housing.

I urge you to reconlmend adoption of the Willoughby Council alternative
development proposal.

Regards

Sarah Griffin

Sarah Griffin
Director of Corporate Affairs ANZ



13 November 2OI3

Mr Sam Haddad

Department of Planning and lnfrastructure

GPO Box 3927

SYDNEY NSW2OOO

Dear Mr Haddad

c.c. Natasha Harras, Planning NSW

Galdys Berejiklian, MP

RE: MP10 0198- Channel 9 s Preferred Proiect Reoort

I am writing to express my objection to Channel 9's Preferred Project Report (PPR). As a resident of
the local communíty I am a stakeholder in the redevelopment of Channel 9's Willoughby site and am

greatly concerned about the scale, height and residential density proposed. I am strongly in favour

of the alternative proposal submitted by Willoughby Council.

At a Community Meeting held on May 7,2013, over 200 people agreed that a residential

redevelopment of the site was an appropriate use for this property but that the 600 apartments and

up to 18 storey high buildings was a gross over-development. The meeting went on to unanimously

endorse Willoughby Council's alternative proposal for 300 apartments and a maximum building
height of eight stories as being acceptable to the community. After discussion it was agreed that the
WCC proposal would be backed, not as an "ambit proposal", as Channel 9's appears to be, but as the
maximum the community was prepared to accept.

Now, at 450 apartments and twelve stories high, we see that the PPR is still 50% more dense and

50% higher than WCC's alternative plan and still a gross over-development of the site which is in a

single dwelling neighbourhood and distant from a mass transit hub. The development will also put

more strain on already either fully or overloaded roads, public transport, council facilities, schools

and parking in the area.

At the outset of this project Channel 9 stated to the community at their consultation sessions that
they wished to leave a legacy for the community that would be appreciated long after they had left
the site. As the process went forward it became obvious that Channel 9's outreach to the
community was that in name only. Their contact and co-operation with Council was minimal in their
apparent drive to maximise their return on the property. Now, with over 300 responses to the



Public Exhibition in addition to a petition that garnered over 2,300 signatures, all calling for a

reduction in height and density, we are faced with still having to take action to maintain our call for
an appropriate, medium density development which would be seen as complementary to the
surrounding built environment.

On the 28th October 2O!3, arising from the community's continuing concern over the scale of the
PPR, a further Community Protest Meeting was held at Artarmon with over 200 of the community

attending including our State MP, the Mayor of Willoughby, the Director of Planning, several

Willoughby Councillors and representatives from several Willoughby City Progress Associations.

After the meeting heard details of the PPR and the protocol for the PAC determination from the
Director of Planning, the Mayor and Ms Berejiklian both spoke strongly in support of WCC's

alternative proposal. A q&A session followed and the meeting ended with the unanimous adoption

of a resolution which I strongly support:

This public meeting of over 200 residents, Artarmon, Castlecrag, Naremburn, Middle Harbour-

Willoughby and Willoughby South Progress Associations, the Willoughby Area Action Group and

elected local and state representatives:

L. Requests that the Planning Assessment Commission (PAC) reject the Preferred Project

Concept Application (PPR) submitted by Nine Network Australia on 4 October 2013 (the

Proposal)

2. Reaffirms our objection to the density and scale of the Proposal in that the likely number of
dwellings and the height of buildings is excessive, does not relate to the scale and density of
surrounding development and will have an unacceptable adverse impact of the amenity and

character of the local area;

3. lnforms the Planning Assessment Commission that the Willoughby community supports the
alternative concept proposal submitted by Willoughby City Council including a maximum of
300 dwellings and a maximum building height of 8 storeys;

4. Requests that the Commission, in any terms of approval, includes the Statement of
Commitments and development outcomes based on the submission by Willoughby City

Council.

Minister, I urge you in your report to the PAC to recommend adoption of the Willoughby Council

alternative development proposal and, Madam Chair, that the PAC in its consideration of Channel

9's proposal, reduce the number of dwellings to 300 and the maximum building height to eight

storeys.

Yours sincerely,

David Borean

(Resident - 15 Lucknow Street Willoughby 2068)



November 13,2013

MilesWilliams
49 Sydney Street
Willoughby, 2068

Dear Mr Haddad and PAC Madam Chair,

c.c. Minister Hazzard
Gladys Berejiklian, MP

RE: MP10_0198- Channel 9 site- Preferred Project Report.

I am writing to express my objection to Channel 9's Preferred Project Report (PPR).
As a resident of the local community I am a stakeholder in the redevelopment of
Channel I's Willoughby site and am greatly concerned about the scale, height and
residential density proposed. I am strongly in favour of the alternative proposal
submitted by Willoughby Council.

At a Community Meeting held on May 7, 2013, over 200 people agreed that
residential redevelopment of the site was an appropriale use but that the proposed

ô00 apartments and up to 18 storey high buildings was a gross over-development.
The meeting went on to unanimously endorse Willoughby Council's alternative
proposal for 300 apartments and a maximum building height of eighl stories as
acceptable to the community. After discussion it was agreed that the WCC proposal
would be backed, not as an "ambit proposal", as Channel 9's appears to be, but as
the maximum the community was prepared to accept.

Now, at 450 apartments and twelve stories high, we see that the PPR is still 50%
more dense and 50% higher than WCC's alternative plan. This remains a gross
over-development of the site which is in a single dwelling neighbourhood and distant
from a mass transit hub. The development will put more strain on already either fully
or over-loaded roads, public transport, council facilities, schools and parking in the
area.

At the outset of this project, at their consultation sessions, Channel I stated that they
wished to leave a legacy for the community to appreciate long after they had left the
site. As the process went fonn¡ard it became obvious that Channel g's outreach to
the community was that in name only. Their contact and co-operatíon with Council
was minimal in theír apparent drive to maximise their return on the propeily. Now,
with over 300 responses to the Public Exhibition in addition to a petition that
garnered over 2,300 signatures, all calling for a reduction in height and density, we
are faced with still having to take action to maintain our call for an appropriate,



medium density development which would be seen as complementary to the
surrounding built environment.

On the 28th October 2013, arising from the community's continuing concern over the
scale of the PPR, a further Community Protest Meeting was held at Artarmon with
over 200 of the community attending including our State MP, the Mayor of
Willoughby, the WCC Director of Planning, severalWilloughby Gouncillors and
representatives from several Willoughby City Progress Associations. After the
meetíng heard details of the PPR and the protocol for the PAC determination from
the Director of Planning, the Mayor and Ms Berejiklian both spoke strongly in support
of WCC's alternative proposal. A Q&A session followed and the meeting ended with
the unanimous adoption of a resolution which I strongly support:

This public meeting of over 200 residents, Artarmon, Castlecrag, Naremburn,
Middle Harbour-Willoughby and Willoughby South Progress Associations, the
Willoughby Area Action Group and elected local and state representatives:

1. Requests that the Planning Assessment Commission (PAC) reject the
Preferred Project Concept Application (PPR) submitted by Nine Network
Australia on 4 October 2013 (the Proposal)

2. Reaffirms our objection to the density and scale of the Proposal in that
the likely number of dwellings and the height of buitdings is excessive,
does not relate to the scale and density of surrounding development
and will have an unacceptable adverse impact of the amenity and
character of the local area;

3. lnforms the Planning Assessment Commission that the Willoughby
community supports the alternative concept proposal submitted by
Willoughby City Council including a maximum of 300 dwellings and a
maximum building height of I storeys;

4. Requests that the Commission, in any terms of approval, includes the
Statement of Commitments and development outcomes based on the
submission by Willoughby City Council.

Mr Haddad, I urge you in your report io the PAC to recommend adoption of the
Willoughby Council alternative development proposal. Madam Ghair, I ask the PAC
in its consideration of Channel 9's proposal, to reduce the number of dwellings to
300 and the maximum building height to eight storeys.

Yours sincerely

'Tu2ø-k/¿-á**
l¡i6s W¡U¡ams



Date: 12 November2013

Name: Jennifer Brown

Address: 48 Artarmon Road Artarmon NSW 2064

Dear Minister Hazzard and PAC Madam Chair,

c.c. Natasha Harras, Planning NSW
Galdys Berejiklian, MP

RE: MP10_0198- Channel 9 site- Preferred Project Report.

I am writing to express my objection to Channel I's Preferred Project Report (PPR).

As a resident of the local community I am a stakeholder in the redevelopment of
Channel 9's Willoughby site and am greatly concerned about the scale, height and

residential density proposed. I am strongly in favour of the alternative proposal

submitted by Willoughby Council.

At a Community Meeting held on May 7,2013, over 200 people agreed that a
residential redevelopment of the site was an appropriate use for this property but that
the 600 apartments and up to 18 storey high buildings was a gross over-

development. The meeting went on to unanimously endorse Willoughby Council's

alternative proposal for 300 apartments and a maximum building height of eight

stories as being acceptable to the community. After discussion it was agreed that
the WCC proposalwould be backed, not as an "ambit proposal", as Channel 9's

appears to be, but as the maximum the community was prepared to accept.

Now, at 450 apartments and twelve stories high, we see that the PPR is still 50%

more dense and 50% higher than WCC's alternative plan and still a gross over-

development of the site which is in a single dwelling neighbourhood and distant from

a mass transit hub. The development will also put more strain on already either fully
or overloaded roads, public transport, council facilities, schools and parking in the

area.

At the outset of this project Channel 9 stated to the community at their consultation

sessions that they wished to leave a legacy for the community that would be

appreciated long after they had left the site. As the process went forward it became

obvious that Channel 9's outreach to the community was that in name only. Their
contact and co-operation with Council was minimal in their apparent drive to

maximise their return on the property. Now, with over 300 responses to the Public

Exhibition in addition to a petition that garnered over 2,300 signatures, all calling for

a reduction in height and density, we are faced with still having to take action to

maintain our call for an appropriate, medium density development which would be

seen as complementary to the surrounding built environment.



On the 28th October 2013, arising from the community's continuing concern over the
scale of the PPR, a further Community Protest Meeting was held at Artarmon with

over 200 of the community attending including our State MP, the Mayor of
Willoughby, the Director of Planning, several Willoughby Councillors and

representatives from several Willoughby City Progress Associations. After the
meeting heard details of the PPR and the protocol for the PAC determination from
the Director of Planning, the Mayor and Ms Berejiklian both spoke strongly in support
of WCC's alternative proposal. A Q&A session followed and the meeting ended with
the unanimous adoption of a resolution which I strongly support:

This public meeting of over 200 residents, Artarmon, Castlecrag, Naremburn, Middle
Harbour-Willoughby and Willoughby South Progress Associations, the Willoughby
Area Action Group and elected local and state representatives:

1. Requests that the Planning Assessment Commission (PAC) reject the
Preferred Project Concept Application (PPR) submitted by Nine Network
Australia on 4 October 2013 (the Proposal)

2

3. Reaffirms our objection to the density and scale of the Proposal in that the
likely number of dwellings and the height of buildings is excessive, does not
relate to the scale and density of surrounding development and will have an

unacceptable adverse impact of the amenity and character of the local area;

5. lnforms the Planning Assessment Commission that the Willoughby community
supports the alternative concept proposal submitted by Wílloughby City
Council including a maximum of 300 dwellings and a maximum building height
of I storeys;

6

7. Requests that the Commission, in any terms of approval, includes the
Statement of Commitments and development outcomes based on the
submission by Willoughby City Council.

Minister, I urge you in your report to the PAC to recommend adoption of the
Willoughby Council alternative development proposal and, Madam Chair, that the
PAC in its consideration of Channel 9's proposal, reduce the number of dwellings to
300 and the maximum building height to eight storeys.

Yours sincerely,

4

Jennifer Brown



12 November 2013

Jane Parker

29 Wyalong Street,

Willoughby 2068

Dear Minister Hazzard and PAC Madam Chair,

Natasha Harras, Planning NSW
Galdys Berejiklian, MP

c.c.

RE: MP10_0198- Ghannel 9 site- Preferred Project Report.

I am writing to express my objection to Channel 9's Preferred Project Report (PPR).
As a resident of the local community I am a stakeholder in the redevelopment of
Channel 9's Willoughby site and am greatly concerned about the scale, height and
residential density proposed. I am strongly in favour of the alternative proposal

submitted by Willoughby Council.

At a Community Meeting held on May 7, 2013, over 200 people agreed that a
residential redevelopment of the site was an appropriate use for this property but that
the 600 apartments and up to 18 storey high buildings was a gross over-
development. The meeting went on to unanimously endorse Willoughby Council's
alternative proposal for 300 apartments and a maximum building height of eight
stories as being acceptable to the community. After discussion it was agreed that
the WCC proposal would be backed, not as an "ambit proposal", as Channel g's

appears to be, but as the maximum the community was prepared to accept.

Now, at 450 apartments and twelve stories high, we see that the PPR is still 50%
more dense and 50% higher than WCC's alternative plan and still a gross over-
development of the site which is in a single dwelling neighbourhood and distant from
a mass transit hub. The development will also put more strain on already either fully
or overloaded roads, public transport, council facilities, schools and parking in the
area.

At the outset of this project Channel I stated to the community at their consultation
sessions that they wished to leave a legacy for the community that would be
appreciated long after they had left the site. As the process went fonruard it became
obvious that Channel g's outreach to the community was that in name only. Their
contact and co-operation with Council was minimal in their apparent drive to
maximise their return on the property. Now, with over 300 responses to the Public
Exhibition in addition to a petition that garnered over 2,300 signatures, all calling for
a reduction in height and density, we are faced with still having to take action to
maintain our call for an appropriate, medium density development which would be



seen as complementary to the surrounding built environment.

On the 28th October 2013, arising from the community's continuing concern over the

scale of the PPR, a further Community Protest Meeting was held at Artarmon with

over 200 of the community attending including our State MP, the Mayor of

Willoughby, the Director of Planning, several Willoughby Councillors and

representatives from several Willoughby City Progress Associations. After the

meeting heard details of the PPR and the protocol for the PAC determination from

the Director of Planning, the Mayor and Ms Berejiklian both spoke strongly in support

of WCC's alternative proposal. A Q&A session followed and the meeting ended with

the unanimous adoption of a resolution which I strongly support:

This public meeting of over 200 residents, Artarmon, Gastlecrag, Naremburn,

Middle Harbour-Willoughby and Willoughby South Progress Associations, the
Willoughby Area Action Group and elected local and state representatives:

1. Requests that the Planning Assessment Gommission (PAC) reject the
Preferred Project Goncept Application (PPR) submitted by Nine Network
Australia on 4 October 2013 (the Proposal)

2. Reaffirms our objection to the density and scale of the Proposal in that
the likely number of dwellings and the height of buildings is excessive,
does not relate to the scale and density of surrounding development
and will have an unacceptable adverse impact of the amenity and

character of the local area;

3. lnforms the Planning Assessment Gommission that the Willoughby
community supports the alternative concept proposal submitted by
Willoughby City Gouncil including a maximum of 300 dwellings and a

maximum building height of I storeys;

4. Requests that the Gommission, in any terms of approval, includes the
Statement of Gommitments and development outcomes based on the
submission by Willoughby City Gouncil.

Minister, I urge you in your report to the PAC to recommend adoption of the

Willoughby Council alternative development proposal and, Madam Chair, that the

PAC in its consideration of Channel 9's proposal, reduce the number of dwellings to

300 and the maximum building height to eight storeys.

Yours sincerely,



From:
To:
GG:
Date:
Subject:

Gail Thomas <gailmthomas@hotmail.com>
"natasha.harras@planning.nsw.gov.au" <natasha.harras@planning.nsw.gov.au
"office@hazzard.minister.nsw.gov.au" <office@hazzard.minister.nsw.gov.au.'.
Thursday, 14 November 201311:28 am
Re Channel 9 site re-development

Dear Madam

I wish to support the Willoughby Council submission as an appropriate size for the redevelopment of
this site. As with others in the community, I support reasonable redevelopment of the site, but object
to the proposals by PAC for the number of dwellings and the height of the tower blocks.

The PAC proposals will put unreasonable strain on the local community. I object on the following
grounds:

Traffic: Artarmon Road has one lane in each direction. The junction of Willoughby Road and Artarmon
Road already sees traffic backed up in peak hours. lt is highly likely that Edward Street, Borlaise,
Julian and Penkivil Streets will become "rat runs" as drivers seek to avoid the bottleneck.

I support Willoughby Council's proposals as more compatible with dealing with the increased traffic on

Artarmon Road, ie in the number of dwellings and therefore vehicles using the site and road; the
proposed turning lane from Willoughby Road, and the proposed roundabout in Willoughby Road. I

also ask that consideration be given to pedestrians and that pedestrian refuges or trafftc lights be

installed in Willoughby Road, particularly as school students will be crossing from Willoughby Public
and Willoughby Girls' High (after walking along Edward Street).

Transport: The redevelopment will increase transport problems in the area both for the residents and

the local community. To reach the city bus in Willoughby Road, residents will need to negotiate a

steep hill. As a local resident, I seldom see older people walking up this hill. Local residents wishing to

access the railway at Artarmon currently have to walk the considerable distance as we lack a bus
service running along Artarmon Road to the station. I would support any proposal by the Council on

the provision of a bus service along Artarmon Road, at least in peak hours. This will give access to
transport to older residents, and also possibly reduce the impact of traffic on Artarmon Road.

Schools: Local schools are already under great stress with the iñcreased number of enrolments that
already exist. The redevelopment, even with the Willoughby Council target number of dwellings, will
place additional strain - the PAC proposals, impossible strain. My grandchildren, who live in North
Willoughby, are due to attend Willoughby Public School, the first of them next year. The proposals for
additional rooms in Artarmon Public, Mowbray Road, and the few additional rooms at Chatswood
Public will do very little to help the children in the new homes on the Channel 9 site, or the children
already living in the area and attending Willoughby Public.

Height of the towers: I support Council submissions on the height of the proposed tower buildings, on

the grounds of overshadowing of local homes, and on the visual impact, particularly from the
Artarmon Reserve area as well as surrounding residential streets. The PAC proposals are completely
out of sympathy with the surrounding residential and bushland environment.

ln summary, I support reasonable redevelopment of the site, and ask only that the proposed

redevelopment be scaled to a reasonable size as proposed by Willoughby Council of 300 dwellings
and a maximum of eight storeys.

Regards
GailThomas
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Name:
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Dear Mr Haddad and pAC Madam Chair,

c.c. Minister Hazzard
Gladys Berejiklian, Mp

RE: MP10_0198- Channel g site_ preferred project Report.

I am writing to express my objection to channer g,s prefened project Report (ppR).
As a resident of the rocar community r am a stakehorder in the redåveropment ofchannel 9's wiiloughby site and am greafly concerned about the scare, height andresidential density proposed. l am strongry in favour of the alternative proposar
submitted by Wiiloughby Councit.

At a Community Meeting held on May 7,2013, over 200 people agreed that
residentiar redeveropment of the site was an appropriate use but tñat the proposed
600 apartments and up to 1g storey high buirdings was a gross overdeveropment.
The meeting went on to unanimousry endorse wiiloughby-counci|s arternative
proposal for 300 apartments and a maximum buildinj height of eight stories as
acceptable to the community. After discussion it was agrãed tnatine wcc proposar
would be backed, not as an "ambit proposar", as channer g,s appears to be, but asthe maximum the community was prepared to accept.

Now, at 450 apartments and twelve stories high, we see that the ppR is still 50%
more dense and seo/o higher than wcc's arternative pran. This remains a gross
over-developmenr of the site which is in a single dweiling neighbourhood and distantfrom a mass transit hub. The deveropment wirt put more strain on arready either fuilyor overroaded roads, pubric transport, councir facirities, schoors and parking in thearea.

At the outset of this project, at their consultation sessions, channel g stated that theywished to reave a legacy for the community to appreciate rong after they had reft thesite. As the process went forward it became obvious that channer g,s outreach tothe community was that in name only. Their contact and co-operation with Councilwas minimar in their apparent drive to maximise their retum on the property. Now,with over 300 responses to the pubric Exhibition in addition to a peiition tnat
garnered over 2,300 signatures, all calling for a reduction in neijnt and density, weare faced with stiil having to take action to maintain our cail for ãn appropriate,
medium density deveropment which wourd be seen as comprementary to thesurrounding built environment.



on the 28rh october 2013, arising from the community's continuing concern over the
scale of the ppR, a further community protest Meeling was held ãt Artarmon with
over 200 of the community attending incruding our state Mp, the Mayor of
willoughby, the wcc Director of pranning, severalwilloughby countilrors and
representatives from several willoughby city progress Associations. After the
meeting heard details of the PPR and the protocol for the PAC determination from
the Director of Pranning, the Mayor and Ms Berejikrian both spoke strongly in support
of wcc's alternative proposal. A e&A session followed and the meeting ended with
the unanimous adoption of a resolution which I strongly support:

This public meeting of over 200 residents, Artarmon, casflecrag, Narembum,
Middle Harbour-wiiloughby and wiiloughby south progress Asiociations, the
willoughby Area Action Group and erected rocar and 

"t"t" 
,"pr""entatives:

1. Requests that the pranning Assessment commission (pAC) reject the
Preferred project concept Apprication (ppR) submitted by Nine Network
Australia on 4 October 2O13 (the proposal)

2. Reaffirms our objection to the density and scale of the proposal in that
the likery number of dweilings and the height of buirdings is excessive,
does nol rerate to the scare and density of surrounding ãevelopment
and will have an unacceptabre adverse impact of the amenity and
character of the local area;

3' lnforms the pranning Assessment commission that the wiïoughby
community supports the artemat¡ve concept proposar submitted by
willoughby city councir incruding a maximum of 300 dweilings and a
maximum building height of g storeys;

4. Requests that the commission, in any terms of approvar, incrudes tbe
statement of Gommitments and deveropment outcomes based on the
submission by Wiltoughby C¡ty Councit.

Mr Haddad, I urge you in your report to the pAC to recommend adoption of the
wlloughby council alternative development proposal. Madam cnair, t ask the pAC
in its consideration of channel 9's proposal, to reduce the number of dwellings to
300 and the maximum building height to eight storeys.

Yours sincerely,

ll-rUny
Name-er siffiture
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Dear Mr Haddad and PAC Madam Chair :i 1v 
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c.c. Minister Hazzard
Gladys Berejiklian, MP

RE: MP10_0198- Ghannel 9 site- Preferred Project Report.

I am writing to express my objectîon to Channel g's Preferred Project Report (PPR).
As a resident of the local community I am a stakeholder in the redevelopment of
Channel g's Willoughby site and am greatly concerned about the scàle, height and
residential density proposed. I am strongly in favour of the alternative proposal
submitted by Wilfoughby Council.

At a Community Meeting held on May 7,2t'13, over 200 people agreed ihat
residentiai redevelopment of the site was an appropriate use but that the proposed
600 apartments and up to 18 storey high buildings was a gross over-development.
The meeting went on to unanimously endorse Willoughby Council's alternative
proposalfor 300 apartments and a maximum building height of eight stories as
acceptable to the community. After discussion it was agreed that the WCC proposal
would be backed, not as an .ambit proposal", as Channel 9's appears to be, but as
the maximum the community was prepared to accept.

Now, at 450 apartments and twelve stories high,'we see that the PPR is still 50%
more dense and 50% higher than WCC's alternative plan. This remains a gross
over-development of the site which is in a single dwelling neighbourhood and distant
from a mass transit hub. The development will put more strain on already either fully
or over-loaded roads, public transport, councilfacilities, schools and parking in the
area.

At the outset of this project, at their consultation sessions, Channel g stated that
they wished to leave a legacy for the community to appreciate long after they had
left the site. As the process went forward it became obvious that Channel 9's
outreach to the communi$ was that in name only. Their contact and co-operatíon
with Councilwas minimal in their apparent drive to maximise their return on the
property. Now, with over 300 responses to the Public Exhibition in additìon to a
petítion that garnered over 2,300 signatures, all calling for a reduction in height
and density, we are faced with still having to take action to maintain our callfor an
appropriate, medium densiiy development whÍch would be seen as complementary
to the surrounding built environment.



On the 28t1 October 2013, arising from the community's continuing concern over
the scale of the PPR, a further Community Protest Meeting was held at Artarmon
with over 200 of the community attending including our State MP, the Mayor of
Wlloughby, the WCC Director of Planning, severalWilloughby Councillors and

representatives from severalWilloughby City Progress Associations. After the
meeting heard details of the PPR and the protocolfor the PAC determination from
the Director of Planning, the Mayor and Ms Berejiklian both spoke strongly in support
of WCC's alternative proposal. A Q&A session followed and the meeting ended with
the unanimous adoption of a resolution which I strongly support:

This public meeting of over 200 residents, Artarmon, Gastlecrag, Naremburn,
Middle Harbour-Willoughby and Willoughby South Progress Associations, the
Willoughby Area Action Group and elected local and state representatives:

1. Requests that the Planning Assessment Commission (PAC) reject the
Preferred Project Concept Application (PPR) submitted by Nine Network
Australia on 4 October 2013 (the Proposal)

2. Reaffirms our objection to the density and scale of the Proposal in that
the likely number of dwellings and the height of buildings is excessive,
does not relate to the scale and density of surrounding development
and will have an unacceptable adverse impact of the ameniS and
character of the local area;

3. lnforms the Planning Assessment Corilmission thatthe Willoughby
community supports the alternative concept proposalsubmitted by
Willoughby City Gouncil including a maximum of 300 dwellings and a
maximum building height of I storeys;

4. Requests that the Commission, in any terms of approval, includes the
Statement of Gommitments and development outcomes based on the
submission by llVilloughby City Council.

Mr Haddad, I urge you ín your report to the PAC to recommend adoption of the
\Mlloughby Council alternative development proposal. Madam Chair, I ask the PAC
in its consideration of Channel I's proposal, to reduce the number of dwellings to
300 and the maximum building height to eight storeys,

Yours sincerely,

Name or sisnature W" C UßL{5 fîßkf( c Ll
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Dear Mr Haddad and PAC Madam Chair,

Minister Hazzard
Gladys Berejiklian, MP

RE: MP10_0198- Ghannel 9 site- Preferred Proiect Report.

I am writing to express my objection to Channel9's Preferred Project Report (PPR).

As a resident of the localcommunity I am a stakeholder Ín the redevelopment of
Channel9's Willoughby site and am greatly concerned about the scàle, height and
residentialdensity proposed. I am strongly in favour of the alternative proposal
submitted by Willoughby Council.

At a Community Meeting held on May 7,2013, over 200 people agreed that
residential redevelopment of the site was an appropriate use but that the proposed
600 apartments and up to 18 storey high buildings was a gross overdevelopment.
The meeting went on to unanimously endorse Willoughby Council's alternative
proposal for 300 apartments and a maximum building height of eight stories as
acceptable to the community. Afier discussion it was agreed that the WCC proposal
would be backed, not as an "ambit proposal", as Channel 9's appears to be, but as
the maximum the comrnunity was prepared to accept.

Now, at 450 apartments and twelve stories high,'we see that the PPR is still 50%
more dense and 50% higher than WCC's alternative plan. This remains a gross
over-development of the site which is in a single dwellíng neighbourhood and distant
from a mass transit hub. The development will put more strain on already either fully
or over-loaded roads, public transport, council facilities, schools and parking in the
area.

At the outset of this project, at their consultation sessions, Channel g stated that
they wished to leave a legacy for the community to appreciate long after they had
lefr the site. As the process went forward it became obvious that Channel 9's
outreach to the community was that in name only. Their contact and co-operation
with Councilwas minimal in their apparent drive to maximise theÍr return on the
property. Now, with over 300 responses to the Public Exhibition in addition to a
petition that garnered over 2,300 signatures, all calling for a reduction in height
and densíty, we are faced with still having to take action to maintain our call for an
appropriate, medium density development which would be seen as complementary
to the surrounding built environment.



On the 28th October 2013, arÍsing from the communiiy's continuing concern over
the scale of the PPR, a further Community Protest Meeting was held at Artarmon
with over 200 of the comrnurÍity attending including our State MP, the filayor of
\Mlloughby, the WCC Dirçctor.of Planning, several Wifloughby Councillors and

representatives from severalWilloughby City Progress Associations. After the
meeting heard details of the PPR and the protocol for the PAC determination from
the Director of Planning, the Mayor and Ms Berejiklian both spoke strongly in support
of WCC's alternatÍve proposal. A Q&A session followed.and the meeting ended with
the unanimous adoption of a resolution which I strongly suppof:

This public meeting of over 200 residents, Artarmon, Castlecrag, Naremburn,
Middle Harbour-Willoughby and Wllloughby South Progress Assoclations, the
Willoughby Area Action Group and elected local and state representatives:

l. Requests that the Planning Assessment Commission (PAC) reject the
Freferred Project Concept Application (PPR) submitted by Nine Network
Australia on 4 October 2Q13 {the Proposal)

2. Reafflrms our objection to the densíty and scale of the Proposal in that
the likely number of dwellings and the height of buildings is excessive,
does not relate to the scale and density of surrounding development
and will have an unacceptable adverse impaet of the amenity and
character of the local area;

3. lnforms the Planning Assessment Commission that the VVilloughby
community supports the alternative concept proposal submitted by
Willoughby G¡ty Council including a maximum of 300 dwellings and a
maximum building height of I storeys;

4. Requests that the Gommission, in any terms of approval, includes the
Statement of Commitments and development outcomes based on the
submission by Willoughby Gity Council.

Mr Haddad, I urge you in your report to the PAC to recommend adoption of the
\rVilloughby Councilalternative development proposal. Madam Chair, I ask the PAC

in its consideration of Channel I's proposal, to reduce the number of dwellings to
300 and.the maximum building height to eight storeys.

Yours sincerely,

Name or signature ?etK CïktLt5 fltOß C Ll,



Date: 3 Nov 2013

Name: Colebee tlVright

Address: 25/2Artarmon Rd, Willoughby 2068

Dear Mr Haddad and PAC Madam Chair,

c.c. Minister Hazza'd
Gladys Berejiklian, MP

RE: ttPl0-0198- Channel 9 site- Preferred Proiect Report-

I am writing to express my objection to Channelg's Preferred Proiect Report (PPR).

As a resident of the localcommunity I am a stakeholder in the redevelopment of

Channel I's Wlloughby site and am greatly concerned about the scale, height and

residential density proposed. I am strongly in favour of the alternative proposal

submitted by Willoughby Council.

At a Communi$ Meeting held on May 7,2013, over 200 people agreed that

residential redevelopment of the site was an appropriate use but that the proposed

600 apartments and up to 18 storey high buildings was a gross overdevelopment.

The meeting went on to unanimously endorse Wlloughby Council's altemative

proposalfor 300 apartments and a maximum building height of eþht stories as

acceptable to the community. After discussion it was agreed that the WCC proposal

would be backed, not as an "ambit proposal', as Channel I's appears to be, but as

the maximum the community was prepared to accept.

Now, at 450 apartments and twelve slories high, we see that the PPR is still 50%

more dense and 50% higherthan WCC's alternative plan. This remains a gross

over-development of the site which is in a single dwelling neighbourhood and distant

from a mass transit hub. The devetopmentwill put rnore strain on already either fully

or over-loaded roads, public transport, council facilities, schools and parking in the

efea.

At the outset of this project, at their consultation sessions, Channel 9 stated that they

wished to leave a legacy for the community to appreciate long after they had lefr the

site. As the process went forward it became obvious that Channel 9's outreach to

the community was that in name only. Their contact and co-operation with Council

was minimal in their apparent drive to maximise their return on the property. Now,

with over 300 responses to the Public Exhibition in addition to a petition that

garnered over 2,300 signatures, all calling for a reduction in height and density, we

are faced with still having to take action to rnaintain our callfor an appropriate,

medium density development which would be seen as complementary to the

surrounding built environment.



On the 28fr October 2013, arising from the community's continuing concem over the

scale of the PPR, a further Community Protest Meeting was held atArtarmon with

over 200 of the comrnunity attending including our State MR the Mayor of

Wlloughby, the WCC Director of Planning, several \Mlloughby Councillors and

representatives from several \Mlloughby City ProgressAssociations. After the

meeting heard details of the PPR and the protocolfor the PAC determination from

the Director of Planning, the Mayor and Ms Berejiklian both spoke strongly in support

of WCC's alternative proposal. AQ&Asession followed and the meeting ended with

the unanimous adoption of a resolution which I strongly support:

This public meeting of over 200 residents, Artarmon, Gastlecñig, Narembum,

Middle Harbour-Willoughby and Willoughby South Progress Associations, the
llUilloughby Area Action Group and elected local and state representatives:

1. Reguests tlrat the Planning Assessment Commission (PAGI reiect the

Preferred Project ConceptApplication (PPR) submitted by Nine Network

Australia on 4 October 2013 (the Proposal)

2. Reaffirms our obiection to the density and scale of the Proposal in that
the likely number of dwellings and the height of buildings is excessive,
does not relate to the scale and density of surrounding development
and will have an unacceptable adverse impact of the amenity and

character of the local area;

3" lnforms the Ptanning Asseesment Gommission thatthe Willoughby
community supports the alternative concept proposal submitted by

Willoughby Ctty Council including a maximum of 300 dwellings and a

maximum building height of I storeys;

4. Requests that the Commission, in any terms of approval, includes the

Statement of Commitnents and development outcomes based on the
submission by tlìlilloughby Gity Council.

Mr Haddad, I urge you in your report to the PAC to recommend adoption of the

lMlloughby Councilaltemative development proposal. Madam Chair, I ask the PAC

in its consideration of Channel I's proposal, to reduce the number of dwellings to

300 and the maximum building height to eight storeys.

Totxs sfuuerely,

Co{e6eeNrígfit

ColebeeWright



Date: 3 Nov 2013

Name: Nureeni\Might

Address: 25/2Artarmon Rd, \Mlloughby 2068

Dear Mr Haddad and PAC Madam Chair,

c.c. Minister Hazzard
Gladys Berejiklian, MP

RE: ilP{0-0198- Channel9 site- Preferred Proiect Report.

I am writing to express my objection io Channel 9's Preierred Project Report (PPR).

As a resident of the localcommunity I am a stakeholder in the redevelopment of
Channel 9's Wiltoughby site and am greatly concemed about the scale, height and

residential densþ proposed. I am strongly in favour of the altemative proposal

submitted by Wlloughby Council.

At a Community Meeting held on May 7,2013, over 200 people agreed that

residential redevelopment of the site was an appropriate use but that the proposed

600 apartments and up to 18 storey high buildings was a gross over{evelopment.
The meeting went on to unanimously endorse \Mlloughby Council's altemative
proposalfor 300 apartments and a maximum building height of eight stories as

acceptable to the community. After discussion it was agreed that the WCC proposal

would be backed, not as an'ambit proposAl', as Channel 9's appears to be, but as

the maximum the communi$ was prepared to accept.

Now, at 450 apartments and twelve stories high, we see that the PPR is still 50%

more dense and 50% higher than WCG's alternative plan. This remains a gross

overdevelopment of the site which is in a single dwelling neighbourhood and distant

fom a mass transit hub. The development will put more strain on already either fully

or over-loaded roads, public transport, council facilities, schools and parking in the
area.

At the outset of this project, at their consultation sessions, Channel I stated that they

wished to leave a legacy for the community to appreciate long ater they had lefr the

site. As the process went forward it became obvious that Channel g's outreach to

the communig was that in name only. Their contact and co-operation with Council

was minimal in their apparent drive to maximise their return on the property. Now,

with over 300 responses to the Public Exhibítion in addition to a petition that
garnered over 2,300 signatures, all calling for a reduction in height and densi$, we

are faced with still having to take action to maintain our callfor an appropriate,

medium densi$ development which would be seen as complementary to the

surrounding built environment.



On the 28ü October2013, arising from the community's continuing concem over the

scale of the PPR, a further Community Protest Meeting was held atArtarmon with

over 200 of the community attending including our State MB the Mayor of
\Mlloughby, the WCC Director of Planning, severaltMlloughby Councillors and

representatives from several Wlloughby City ProgressAssociations. After the

meeting heard detaits of the PPR and the protocolforthe PAC determination from

the Director of Planning, the Mayor and Ms Berejiklian both spoke strongly in support

of WCC's alternative proposal. A Q&A session followed and the meeting ended with

the unanimous adoption of a resolution which I strongly support:

This public meeting of over 200 residents, Artarmon, Castlecrag, Naremburn,

Middle Harbour-Willoughby and lltlilloughby South Progress Associations, the
Willoughby Area Action Group and elected local and state representatives:

l. Requests that the Ptanning Assessment Commission (PAC! rejectthe
Preferred Proiect Concept Application (PPR) submitted by Nine Network

Australia on 4 October 20f 3 (the Proposal)

Z, Reaffirms our obiectíon to the density and scale of the Proposal in that
the likely number of dwellings and the height of buildings is excessive,

does not relate to the scale and density of surrounding development

and will have an unacceptable adverse impact of the amenity and

character of the local area;

3, lnforms füe Planning AssessmentCommission thatthe Willoughby

communlty supports the alternative concspt proposal submitted by

Willoughby City Council including a maximum of 300 dwellings and a

maximum building height of I storeys;

4. Requests that the Commission, in any terms of approval, includes the

Statement of Commitnents and development outcomes based on the

submiseion by Willoughby City Council.

Mr Haddad, I urge you in your reportto the PAC to recommend adoption of the

\A/illoughby Council alternative development proposal. Madam Chair, lask the PAC

in its consideration of Channel 9's proposal, to reduc¿ the number of dwellings to

300 and the maximum building height to eight storeys.

Tours síncere$,

ll,{weeníltlrí66t

NureeniWright



Date: 3 Nov 2013

Name: Hilary Wright

Address: 25/2Artarmon Rd, Wlloughby 2068

Dear Mr Haddad and PAC Madam Chair,

c.c. Minister Hazzard
Gladys Berejiklian, MP

RE: liPt0;0t98- Ghannel 9 site- Preferred Project Reporl

I am writing to express rny objection to Channelg's Preferred Project Report (PPR).

As a resident of the localcommunig I am a stakeholder in the redevelopment of

Channel 9's lMlloughby site and am greatly concerned about the scale, height and

residential density proposed. I am strongly in favour of the alternative proposal

subrnitted by Wlloughby Council.

At a Community Meeting held on May 7,2013, over 200 people agreed that

residential redevelopment of the site was an appropriate use but that the proposed

600 apartments and up to 18 stcrey high buildings ïvas a gross over-development.

The meeting went on to unanimously endorse Willoughby Council's alternative

proposalfor 300 apartments and a maximum building height of eight stories as

acceptable to the community. Afier discussion it was agreed that the WCC proposal

would be backed, not as an "ambit proposal', as Channel I's appears to be, but as

the maximum the community was prepared to accept.

Now, at 450 apartments and twelve stories high, we see that the PPR is still 50%

more dense and 50% higher than WCC's alternative plan. This remains a gross

overdevelopment of the site which is in a single dwelling neighbourhood and distant

fiom a mass transit hub. The development will put more strain on already either fully

or overJoaded roads, public transport, councilfacilities, schools and parking in the

afea.

At the outset of this project, at their consultation sessions, Ghannel I stated that they

wished to leave a legacy for the community to appreciate long after they had left the

site. As the process went forward it became obvious that Channel 9's outreach to

the community was that in name only. Their contact and co-operation with Council

was minimal in their apparent drive to maximise their return on the property. Now,

with over 300 responses to the Public Exhibition in addition to a petition that

garnered over 2,300 signatures, all calling for a reduction in height and density, we

are faced with still having to take action to maintain our call for an appropriate,

medium densi$ development which would be seen as complementary to the

sunounding built envi ronment.



On the 28ü October 2013, arising from the community's continuing concern over the

scale of the PPR, a further Community Protest Meeting was held atArtarmon with

over 200 of the community attending including our State MP, the Mayor of

Witloughby, the WCC Director of Planning, severalWlloughby Councillors and

representatives from several tMlloughby Ci$ Progress Associations. Afier the

meeting heard details of the PPR and the protocolforthe PAG determination from

the Director of Planning, the Mayor and Ms Berejiklian both spoke strongly in support

of WCC's alternative proposal. A Q&A session followed and the meeting ended with

the unanimous adoption of a resolution which I strongly support:

This public meeting of over 200 residents, Artarmon, Gastlecreg' Naremburn,

Middle Harbour-Willoughby and Willoughby South Progress Associations, the

Willoughby Area Action Group and elecþd local and state representatives;

1. Requests that the Planning Assessment Gommission (PAC) reiect the

Preferred Proiect ConceptApplication (PPRI submitted by Nine Network

Australia on 4 October 2013 {the Proposal}

Z. Reaffirms our objection to the density and scale of the Proposal in that
the likely number of dwellings and the height of buildings is excessive,

does not relate to the scale and density of surrounding development

and will have an unacceptable adverse impact of the amenity and

character of the local area;

3. lnforms the Planning Assessment Gommiesion that the Willoughby

community supports the alternative concept proposal submitted by

Willoughby City Council including a maximum of 300 dwellings and a

maximum buitding height of I storeys;

4. Requests that the Commission, in any terms of approval, includes the

Statement of Commitments and development outcomes based on the

submission by Willoughby City Council.

Mr Haddad, I urge you in your report to the PAC to recommend adoption of the

\Mlloughby Council altemative development proposal. Madam Chair, I ask the PAC

in its consideration of Channel 9's proposal, to reduce the number of dwellings to

300 and the maximum building height to eight storeys.

lburs síncere$,

s{¡f*ywrígñr

Hilary Wright



2A Stalford Rd,
Artarmon,2064

th November,2013
Mr Sam Haddad.
NSW Planning Director General
Department of Planning and lnfrastructu
GPO Box 3927
Sydney,20O$

I

Dear Mr Haddad,

c.c. Minister Hqz>ard
Gladys Berejiklian, MP

re

RE: MP10_019& Channel9 site- Prefarred Project Report.

I am writing to express my obiection to Channel g's Preferred Proiect Report (PPR). As a
resident of the local community I am a stakeholder in the redevelopment of Channel g's

Willoughby site and am greatly concerned about the scale, height and residential density
proposed. I am strongly in favour of the alternatÍve proposal submitted by Willoughby
Council.

At a Community Meeling held on May 7,2013, over 200 people agreed that residential
redevelopment of the site uras an appropriate use but that the proposed 600 apartments and
up to 18 stotey high buildings was a gross over-development. The meeting went on to
unanimously endorse Willoughby Council's alternative proposal for 300 apartments and a
maximum building height of eight stories as acceptable to the community. After discussion it
was agreed that the WCC proposal would be backed, not as an 'ambit proposal', as
Channel9s appears to be, but as the maxímum lhe community was prepared to accept.

Now, at 450 apartments and twelve stories high, we see that the PPR is still 50% more
dense and 50% higher than WCC's allernative plan. This remains a gross over-development
of the site which is in a single dwelling neighbourhood and distant from a mass transit hub.
The development will put more strain on already either fully or over-loaded roads, public
transport, councilfacilities, schools and parking in the area.

At the outset of this project, at their consultation sessions, Channel g stated that they wíshed
to leave a legacy for the communiþ to appreciate long after they had left the site. As the
process went forward it became obvious that Channel 9's outreach to the communi$ was
that in name only. Their contact and co-operation with Council was minimal in their apparent
drive to maximise their return on the properg. Now, with over 300 responses to lhe Public
Exhibition in addition to a petition that garnered over 2,300 signatures, alt calling for a
reduction in height and density, we are faced with still having to take act¡on to maintain our
call for an appropriate, medium density development which would be seen as
complemenlary to the surrounding built environment.

On the 28th October 2013, arising from the community's continuing concem over the scale of
the PPR, a further Community Protest Meeting was held at Artarmon with over200 of the
community attending including our State MP, the Mayor of Willoughby, the WCC Director of
Planning, severalWilloughby Councillors and representatives from severalWilloughby City
Progress Associations. After the meeting heard details of the PPR and the prolocol for the



PAC determination from the Director of Planning, the Mayor and Ms Berejiklian both spoke
strongly in support of WCC's alternative proposal. A Q&A session followed and lhe meeting
ended wtth the unanimous adoption of a resolution which I strongly support:

This public meeting of over200 residents, Artarmon, Casüecrag, Naremburn, Middle
Harbour-ì/Ui llo ughby and Wl lloughby South Progress Assoclatlons, the ltlli lloughby
Area Action Group and elected local and state representatives:

1. Requests that the Plannlng Assessment Commission (PAC) reject the
Preferred Profect Concept þplicatlon (PPR) submltted by Nine Network
Australia on4 October 2013 (the Proposal)

2. Reafflrms our oblectlon to the denslty and scale of the Proposal ln that the
llkely number of dwellings and the height of bulldlngs is excesslve, does not
relate to lhe scale and density of surrounding development and will have an
unacceptable adverse lmpact of the amenity and character of the local area;

3. lnforms the Plannlng Assessment Commlssion that the llìfilloughby community
supporls lhe alternat¡ve concept proposal submltted by Willoughby City
Councll including a maximum of 300 dwelllngs and a maximum buildlng height
of I storeys;

4. Requests that lhe Commlssion, in any terms of approval, includes the
Slatement of Commitments and development outcomes based on the
submlsslon by Willoughby City Councit.

Mr Haddad, I urge you in your report to the PAC to recommend adoption of the Willoughby
Council alternative development proposal. Madam Chair, I ask the PAC in its consideration
of Channel I's proposal, to reduce the number of dwellings to 300 and the maximum
building height to eight storeys.

Yours sincerely,

I

t

t

#'{^-'L\ o
b

(Mrs) Asha Mazzella



2A Stafford Rd,
Artarmon,2064

dh November,2013
Ms Gabrielle Kibble
Chair PAC
GPO Box 3415
Sydney,200'l

Dear Ms Kibble,

c.c. 3Mffi@.HætrdJ
Gladys Berejiklian, MP

RE: MP10_0198- Ghannel I slte- Preferred Prolect Report.

I am writing to express my objection to Channel I's Preferred Project Report (PPR). As a
resident of the local communþ I am a stakeholder in the redevelopment of Channel gs
Willoughby site and am greatly concerned about the scale, height and residentÌal density
proposed. I am strongly in favour of the alternative proposal submitted by Willoughþy
Council.

At a Community Meeting held on May 7,2013, over 200 people agreed that residential
redevelopment of the site was an appropriate use but that the proposed 600 apartments and
up to 18 storey high buildings wErs a gross over-development. The meeting went on to
unanimously endorse Willoughby Council's alternative proposal for 300 apartments and a
maximum building height of eight stories as acceptable to the community. Afier discussion it
was agreed that the WCC proposal would be backed, not as an 'ambit proposal", as
Channel 9's appears to be, but as the maximum the community was prepared to accept.

Now, at 450 apartments and twelve slories high, we see that the PPR is still 50% more
dense and 50% higher than WCC's altemative plan. This remains a gross over-development
of lhe site which is in a single dwelling neighbourhood and distant lrom a mass transit hub.
The development will put more strain on already either fully or over-loaded roads, public
transport, councilfacilities, schools and parking in the area.

At the oulset of this project, at their consultation sessions, Channel 9 slated that they wished
to leave a legacy for ihe community to appreciate long after they had left the site. As the
process went forward it became obvious that Channel 9's outreach to the community was
that in name only. Their contact and co-operation with Council was minimal in their apparent
drive to maximise their retum on the proper$. Now, wilh over 300 responses to the Public
Exhibition in addition to a petition that garnered over 2,300 signalures, allcalling for a
reduction in height and density, we are faced with still having to take action lo maintain our
callfor an appropriate, medium density development which would þe seen as
complementary to the surrounding built environmenl.

On the 28h October 2013, arising from the community's continuing concern over the scale of
the PPR, a furtherCommunity Protest Meeting was held at Artarmon with over 200 of the
community attending including our Slate MP, the Mayor of Willoughby, the WCC Director of
Planning, severalWilloughby Councillors and representatives frorn severalWilloughby City
Progress Associations. After the meeting heard details of the PPR and the prolocol for the

PAC determination from the Director of Planning, the Mayor and Ms Berejiklian both spoke



strongly in support of WCC's alternalive proposal. A Q&A session followed and the meeting
ended with the unanimous adoption of a resolution whích I strongly support:

This publfc meeting of oner 2ül resldents, Artarmon, Castlecrag, Narcmbum, Mlddle
Harbour-Wllloughby and Willoughby South Progress Associalions, the ìlUllloughby
Area Actlon Group and elected local and state representatives:

1. Requests thatthe Planning Assessment Commlsslon (PAG) rqect the
Preferred Prolect Concept þplication {PPR} submltted by Nine Network
Australia on4 October2013 (the Proposal)

2. Reaffirms our obiectlon to lhe denslty and scale of the Proposal in that the
llkely number of dwellings and the height of bulldlngs is excessive, does not
relate to the scale and density of surrounding development and will have an
unacceplable adverse impact of the amenity and character of the local area;

3. lnforms the Plannlng Assessmant Commission lhat the lVilloughby communþ
supports the altemative concept proposal su bmitted by Wil loughby Clty
Council includlng a maximum of 300 dwelllngs and a maximum buitding height
of I storeys;

4. Requests thatlhe Commission, in anyterms of approval, includes the
Statement ol Commitments and devalopment gutcomes based on the
submission by Wlloughby City Council.

Mr Haddad, I urge you in your report to the PAC to recommend adoption of the Willoughby
Councilalternative development proposal. Madam Chair, I askthe PAC in its consideration
of Channel I's proposal, to reduce the number of dwellings to 300 and the maximum
building height to eight storeys.

Yours sincerely,

a

Él/fr1?e
(Mrs) Asha Mazzella



Date: 3 Nov 2013

Name: Peter Hill

Address: 25/2 Artarmon Rd, Wlloughby 2068

Dear Mr Haddad and PAC Madarn Chair,

c.c. Minister Hazzard
Gladys Berejiklian, MP

RE: llíPf 0-0f 98- Channel g site- Preferred Project Report

I am writing to express my objection to Channel 9's Preferred Project Report (PPR).

As a resident of the local community I am a stakeholder in the redevelopment of

Channel I's \Mlloughby site and am greatly concemed about the scale, height and

residential density proposed. I am strongly in favour of the altemative proposal

submitted by $/illoughby Council.

At a Community Meeting held on May 7,2013, over 200 people agreed that

residential redevelopment of the site was an appropriate use but that the proposed

600 apartments and up to 18 storey high buildings was a gross over-development.

The meeting went on to unanimously endorce !1/illoughby Council's altemative

proposalfor 300 apartments and a maximum building height of eight stories as

acceptable to the community. Afier discussion it was agreed that the WCC proposal

would be backed, not as an 'ambit proposal", as Channel I's appears to be, but as

the maximum the communi$was prepared to accept.

NoW at 450 apartments and twelve stories high, we see that the PPR is still 50%

more dense and 50% higher than WCC's alternative plan. This remains a gross

overdevelopment of the site which is in a single dwelling neighbourhood and distant

from a mass transit hub. The development will put more strain on already either fully

or over-loaded roads, public transport, council facilities, schools and parking in the

area.

At the outset of this project, at their consultation sessions, Channel I stated that they

wished to leave a legacy for the comrnunity to appreciate long after they had lefr the

site. As the process went foruard it became obvious that Channel I's outreach to

the community was that in narne only. Their contact and co-operation with Council

was minimal in their apparent drive to maximise their return on the property. Now,

with over 300 responses to the Public Exhibition in addition to a petition that

garnered over 2,300 signatures, all calling for a reduction in height and density, we

are faced with still having to take action to maintain our call for an appropriate,

medium density development which would be seen as complementary to the

surrounding built environment.



On the 286 October 2013, arising from the community's continuing concern over the

scale of the PPR, a further Communi$ Protest Meeting was held atArtarmon with

over 200 of the community attending including our State MP, the Mayor of

\Mlloughby, the WCC Director of Planning, severalWlloughby Councillors and

representatives from severaltMlloughby City ProgressAssociations. After the

meeting heard details of the PPR and the protocol for the PAC determination from

the Director of Planning, the Mayor and Ms Berejiklian both spoke strongly in support

of WCC's alternative proposal. A Q&A session followed and the meeting ended with

the unanimous adoption of a resolution which I strongly support:

Thie public meeting of over 200 residents, Artarmon, Castlecrag, Naremburn,

liiddle Harbour-Willoughby and Willoughby South Progress Associations, the

ìlyiltoughby Area Action Group and elected local and state representatives:

l. Requests that the Planning Assessment Commission (PAC) reject the

Preferred Project Goncept Application (PPR) submitted by Nine Network

Australia on 4 October 2013 {the Proposal}

2. Reaffirms our obiection to the density and scale of the Proposal in that
the likety number of dwellings and the height of buildings is excessive,

does not relate to the scale and density of surrounding development
and will have an unacceptable adverse impact of the amenity and

character of the local area;

3. lnforms the Planning Assesgment Gommisgion that tlre llllilloughby
community supports the alternative concept proposal submitted by

Willoughby C¡ty Council including a maximum of 300 dwellings and a

maximum building height of I storeys;

4. Requests that the Gommission, in any terms of approval, includes the
Statement of Gommihents and development outcomes based on the

submission by Willoughby City Council.

Mr Haddad, I urge you in your report to the PAC to recommend adoption of the

\Mlloughby Council alternative development proposal. Madam Chair, I ask the PAC

in its consideration of Channel I's proposal, to reduce the number of dwellings to

300 and the maxímum building height to eight storeys.

Totns sírcere(y,

çøær,l{í[l

Peter Hill



14 November2Ol:+^

Shirley Walker

44 Cobar Steet

WLLOUGHBY NSW 2068

x.'-. J,

u

Ðear Minister Hazzard,

c.c. Natasha Hanas, Planning NSW
Gladys Berejiklian, MP

RE: il1P10_0198- Ghannel9 site- Preferred Proiect Report

I am writing to express my objection to Channel9's Prefened Project Report (PPR).
As a resident of the local community I am a stakeholder in the redevelopment of
Channel9's Willoughby site and am greaüy concerned about the scale, height and
residential densþ proposed. I am strongly in fiavour of the altemative proposal
submitted by ìMlloughby Council.

At a Communi$ Meeting held on May 7, 2013, over 200 people agreed that a
residential redevelopment of the site was an appropriate use for this property but that
the 600 apartnents and up to 18 storey high buildings was a gross over-
development. The meeting went on to unanimously endorse Wlloughby Council's
altemative proposal for 300 apartnents and a maximum building height of eight
stories as being acceptable to the community. Afrer discussion it was agreed that
the WCC proposalwould be backed, not as an "ambit proposal", as Channel 9's
appeañì to be, but as the maximum the community was prepared to accept

Now, at450 apartments and twelve storieq t¡igh, we see that the PPR is stillS0%
more dense and 507o higherthan WCC's altemative plan and still a gross over-
development of the site which is in a single dwelling neighbourhood and distant from
a mass transit hub. The development will also put more strain on already either fully
or overloaded roads, public tansport, council f;acilities, schools and parking in the
area.

At the outset of this project Channel 9 stated to the communþ at their consultation
sessions that they wished to leave a legacy for the communþ that would be
appreciated long after they had left ûre site. As the process went forward it became
obvio.us that C.hannel g's outreach to the community was that in neme only. Their
contact and cq-opent¡çrlwith Courmilr¡as minimal in their apparent drive to
maximise their returno*.üdffiU. Nou,, withover 3Q0 responses to the Public
Exhibition in addition to a petitiorùQflEilD€{gd over 2,300gpüues, alt ca[ing for
a reduction in height and density, we aräläsedw¡t¡+stitl"hevir6;ûstakeactir¡*to



l,l

maintain our call for an appropriate, medium density development which would be
seen as complementary to the surrounding built environment.

On the 28h October 2013, arising from the communitt's continuing concern over the
scale of the PPR, a further Ccmmunity Protest Meeting was held at Artarmon with
over 200 of the communi$ attending including our State MP, the Mayor of
Willoughby, the Director of Planning, severaMtilloughby Councillors and
representatives from severalWilloughby City Progress Associations. After the
meeting heard details of the PPR and the protocol for the PAC determination fom
the Director of Planning, the Mayor and Ms Berejiklian both spoke strongly in support
of WCC's altemative proposal. A Q&A session followed and the meeting ended with
the unanimous adoption of a resolution which I strongly support:

This public meeting of over 200 residents, Ártarmon, Castlecrag, Naremburn,
Middle Harbour-lñlilloughby and Willoughby South Progress Associations, the
Willoughby Area Action Group and elected local and state representatives:

1. Requests that the Planning Assessment Commigsion (PAC) reject the
Preferred Project ConceptApplication {PPR} submitted by Nine Network
Australia on 4 October 2013 (the Proposal)

2. Reaffirms our objection to the density and scale of the Proposal in that
the likely number of dwellings and the height of buildings is excessive,
does not relate to the scale and density of surrounding development
and will have an unacceptable adverse impact of the amenity and
character of the local arca;

3. lnforms the Planning Assessment Gommission that the Willoughby
community supports the alternative concept proposalsubmitted by
Willoughby C¡ty Council including a maxfmum of 300 dwellings and a
maximum building height of I storeys;

4. Requests that the Gommission, in any terms of approval, includes the
Statement of Commitments and development outeomes based on the
submisslon by Willoughby City Gouncil.

MÍnister, I urge you in your report to the PAC to recommend adoption of the
\Mlloughby Council alternative development proposal and, Madam Chair, that the
PAC in its consideration of Channel I's proposal, reduce the number of dwellings to
300 and the maximum building height to eight storeys.

Yours sincerely,

y'¿E*á"'
S A WALKER



Date:8/11f2013

Name:Jeanette Holst

Address:13 Fontaine St

Chatswood NSW 2067

Dear Mr Brad Hazzard

RE: ilP10_0198- Channel 9 site- Preferred Prdect Report.

I am writíng to express my objection te Channel 9's Preferred Project Report {PPR}.
As a resident of the local communi$ I am a stakeholder in the redevelopment of
Channel I's Willoughby site and am greaüy concemed about the scale, height and
residential density proposed, I am strongly in favour of the altemative proposal
submitted by Willoughby Council.

At a Community Meeting held on May 7,2013, over 200 people agreed that
residential redevelopment of the site was ân appropriate use but that the proposed
600 apartments and up to 18 storey high buildings was a gross overdevelopment.
The meetíng went on to unanimously endorse Willoughby Council's alternative
proposal for 300 apartments and a maximum building height of eight stories as
acceptable to the community. After discussion it was agreed that the WCC proposal

would be backed, not as an "arnbit proposal", as Channel 9's appears to be, but as
the maximum the community was prepared to accept.

Now, at450 apartments and twelve stories high, we see thatthe PPR is still 507a

more dense and 50olo higher than WCC's altemative plan. This rernains a gross

over-development of the site which is in a single dwelling neighbourhood and distant
Fom a mass transit hub. The development will put more skain on already either fully
or over-loaded roads, public transport, councilfacilities, schools and parkíng in the
ãrea.

At the outset of this project, at their consultation sessions, Channel I stated that they
wished to leave a legacy for the community to appreciate long after they had left the
site. As the process went fonrard it became obvious that Channel 9's ouheach to
the communig was that in name only. Their contact and co-operation with Council
was rninimalin their apparentdrive to maximise their return on the properly. Now,

with over 300 responses to the Public Exhibition in addition to a petition that
gamered over 2,300 signatures, all calling for a reduc'tion in height and density, we



are faced wiih still having to take action to maintain our callfor an appropriate,

rnedium densi$ developmentwhich would be seen as complementary to the
surrounding built environment.

On the 28h October 2A13, arising from the community's continuing concern over the
scale of the PPR, a furfier tommunity Protest Meetíng was held at Artarmon with
over 200 of the community attending including our State MP, the Mayor of
Willoughby, the WCC Director of Planning, severalWlloughby Councillors and
representatives fiom several Willoughby City Progress Associat¡ons. After the
meeting heard details of the PPR and the protocol for the PAC determination from
the Director of Planning, the Mayor and Ms Berejiklian both spoke strongly in support
of WCC's afternative proposal. A Q&A session followed and the meeting ended with
the unanimous adoption of a resolution wtrich I sfongly support:

This public meeting of over 200 realdents, Artarmon, Castlecrag, Narembum,
Middle Harbour-Wittoughby and Willoughby South Progress Associations, the
Willoughby Area Action Group and elected localand state repreaentatives¡

{. Requests that thø Planning Assessment Commission (PAC} reiectthe
Preferred Proiect Concept Application (PPR) submitted by Nine Network
Australia on 4 October 20{3 {the Proposal}

2. Reaffirms our obiection to the density and scale of tha Proposal in that
the likely number of dwellings and the height of buildings fs excessive,
does not relate to the scale and density of surrounding development
and will have an unacceptable advense ¡mpact of the amenity and
character of the local area;

3. lnforms the Planning Assessment Commisslon that the $lloughby
community supports the alternative concept proposal eubmitted by
Wllloughby C¡ty Councll including a maxlmum of 300 dwelllngs and a
maximum building height of I storeys;

4. Requests that the Commisslon, ln any terms of approval, includes the
Statement of Cornmiûnents and development outcomes based on the
submiseion by Willoughby Gity Council.

Mr Haddad, I urge you in your report to the PAC to recommend adoption of the
tMlloughby Council alternative development proposal. Madam Chair, I ask the PAC

in its consideration of Channel 9's proposaf, to reduce the number of dwellings to
300 and the maximum building height to eight storeys.

Yours sincerely,

a. ),üaJC
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Natasha Harras - Objection letter

From:
To:
Date:
Subject:
Attachments:

"Kate.Taylor@Merial. com" <Kate.Taylor@Merial. com>
Publi c H azzar d' s O f fi ce Em ail <O ffi ce @h azzar d.mitister. nsw. gov. au>

11151201310:55 AM
Objection letter
Channel g PPR Template Objection Letter.docx

As a concerned resident and parent please find attached a letter outlining my strong objection
to the proposed development on the channel 9 site.

Yours sincerely,

Kate Taylor

This e-mail and any files transmitted with it are confidential and intended solely for the use of the individual or entity to whom they are addressed

lf you have received th¡s e-ma¡l in error please notify the system manager: postmaster@merial.com Th¡s e-mail and its attachments have been

scãnned for the presence of computer vìruses, however it ìs always advisable to run a virus check on e-mails and attachments before opening

them-



RE

Date

Name

Address

Dear Mr Haddad and PAC Madam Chair,

c.c Minister Hazzard
Gladys Berejiklian, MP

MPlO 0198- Ghannel 9 site'Preferred Project Report.

I am writing to express my objection to Channel I's Preferred Project Report (PPR).

As a resident of the local community I am a stakeholder in the redevelopment of

Channel g's Willoughby site and am greatly concerned about the scale, height and

residential density proposed. I am strongly in favour of the alternative proposal

submitted by WilloughbY Council.

At a Community Meeting held on May 7,2013, over 200 people agreed that

residential redevelopment of the site was an appropriate use but that the proposed

600 apartments and up to 18 storey high buildings was a gross over-development.

The meeting went on to unanimously endorse Willoughby Council's alternative

proposal for 300 apartments and a maximum building height of eight stories as

acceptable to the community. After discussion it was agreed that the WCC proposal

would be backed, not aS an "ambit proposal", as Channel 9's appears to be, but as

the maximum the community was prepared to accept.

Now, at 450 apartments and twelve stories high, we see that the PPR is still 50%

more dense and 50% higher than WCC's alternative plan. This remains a gross

over-development of the site which is in a single dwelling neighbourhood and distant

from a mass transit hub. The development will put more strain on already either fully

or over-loaded roads, public transport, council facilities, schools and parking in the

area.

At the outset of this project, at their consultation sessions, Channel 9 stated that they

wished to leave a legacy for the community to appreciate long after they had left the

site. As the process went fonrvard it became obvious that Channel 9's outreach to

the community was that in name only. Their contact and co-operation with Council

was minimal in their apparent drive to maximise their return on the property. Now,

with over 300 responses to the Public Exhibition in addition to a petition that

garnered over 2,300 signatures, all calling for a reduction in height and density, we

are faced with still having to take action to maintain our call for an appropriate,

medium density development which would be seen as complementary to the

surrounding built environment.



On the 28th Octob er 2013, arising from the community's continuing concern over the

scale of the PPR, a further Community Protest Meeting was held at Artarmon with

over 200 of the community attending including our State MP, the Mayor of

Willoughby, the WCC Director of Planning, several Willoughby Councillors and

representatives from several Willoughby City Progress Associations. After the

meeting heard details of the PPR and the protocol for the PAC determination from

the Director of Planning, the Mayor and Ms Berejiklian both spoke strongly in support

of WCC's alternative proposal. A Q&A session followed and the meeting ended with

the unanimous adoption of a resolution which I strongly support:

This public meeting of over 200 residents, Artarmon, Castlecrag, Naremburn,

Middle Harbour-Willoughby and Willoughby South Progress Associations, the

Willoughby Area Action Group and elected locat and state representatives:

1. Requests that the Planning Assessment Commission (PAC) reject the

Preferred Project Concept Application (PPR) submitted by Nine Network

Australia on 4 October 2013 (the Proposal)

2. Reaffirms our objection to the density and scale of the Proposal in that

the likely number of dwellings and the height of buildings is excessive,

does not relate to the scale and density of surrounding development

and will have an unacceptable adverse impact of the amenity and

character of the local area;

3. lnforms the Planning Assessment Gommission that the Willoughby

community supports the alternative Goncept proposal submitted by

Willoughby City Gouncil including a maximum of 300 dwellings and a

maximum building height of I storeys;

4. Requests that the Commission, in any terms of approval, includes the

Statement of Gommitments and development outcomes based on the

submission by Willoughby City Council.

Mr Haddad, I urge you in your report to the PAC to recommend adoption of the

Willoughby Council alternative development proposal. Madam Chair, I ask the PAC

in its consideration of Channel 9's proposal, to reduce the number of dwellings to

300 and the maximum building height to eight storeys.

Yours sincerely,

Name or signature
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Natasha Harras - Channel g Site - Preferred Project Report

From: Dawn&Andrew<dawnandrew@iinet.net.au>
To: Public Hazzard'sOffice Email <Office@hazzard.minister.nsw.gov.au>

Date: Ill5l20l3 4:58 PM
Subject: Channel 9 Site - Preferred Project Report

4 November,2013

Andrew & Dawn Chitty

1l Sydney Street, Willoughby, NSW, 2068

Dear Mr Haddad and PAC Madam Cha;lr,

RE: MP10 0198- Channel g site- Preferred Project Report.

I am writing to express my objection to Channel 9's Preferred Project Report (PPR).

As a resident of the local community I am a stakeholder in the redevelopment of
Channel 9's'Willoughby site and am greatly concemed about the scale, height and

residential density proposed. I am strongly in favour of the alternative proposal

submitted by Willoughby Council.

At a Community Meeting held on }y'ray 7,2073, over 200 people agreed that residential

redevelopment of the site was an appropriate use but that the proposed 600 apartments

and up tõ 18 storey high buildings was a gross over-development. The meeting went on

to unãnimously endorse Willoughby Council's alternative proposal for 300 apartments

and amaximum building height of eight stories as acceptable to the community. After
discussion it was agreed that the WCC proposal would be backed, not as an "ambit
proposal", as Channel 9's appears to be, but as the maximum the community was

prepared to accept.

Now, at 450 apartments and twelve stories high, we see that the PPR is still 50% more

dense and S\o/ohigher than WCC's alternative plan. This remains a gross over-

development of the site which is in a single dwelling neighbourhood and distant from a

mass transit hub. The development will put more strain on already either fully or over-

loaded roads, public transport, council facilities, schools and parking in the area.

At the outset of this project, at their consultation sessions, Channel 9 stated that they

wished to leave alegacy for the community to appreciate long after they had left the

site. As the process went forward it became obvious that Channel 9's outreach to the

community was that in name only. Their contact and co-operation with Council was

minimal in their apparent drive to maximise their return on the property. Now, with
over 300 responses to the Public Exhibition in addition to a petition that garnered over

2,300 signatures, all calling for a reduction in height and density, we are faced with still
having tó take action to maintain our call for an appropriate, medium density

develõpment which would be seen as complementary to the surrounding built
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environment.

On the 28th Octob er 2073, arising from the community's continuing concern over the

scale of the PPR, a further Community Protest Meeting was held at Artarmon with over

200 of the community attending including our State MP, the Mayor of Willoughby, the

V/CC Director of Planning, several Willoughby Councillors and representatives from

several Willoughby City Þrogress Associations. After the meeting heard details of the

PPR and the protocol for the PAC determination from the Director of Planning, the

Mayor and Ms Berejiklian both spoke strongly in support of WCC's altemative
proposal. A Q&A session followed and the meeting ended with the unanimous

adoption of a resolution which I strongly support:

This public meeting of over 200 residentso Artarmono Castlecrago Naremburno

Middle Harbour-\ililloughby and Willoughby South Progress Associations, the

Willoughby Area Action Group and elected local and state representatives:

<!--[if !supportlists]-->L. <!--[endif]-->Requests that the Planning Assessment

Commiision (PAC) reject the Preferred Project Concept Application (PPR)

submitted by Nine Network Australia on 4 October 2013 (the Proposal)
< ! -- [if ! supportlineBreakNewlinel -->
<!-[endifl..>

<!--[if !supportlists]-->2. <!--fendif]-->Reaffirms our objection to the density and scale

õf tn" f"oposal in that the likely number of dwellings and the height of buildings is

excessive, ãoes not relate to the scale and density of surrounding development and

will have an unacceptable adverse impact on the amenity and character of the

local area;
< l- [if ! supportlineBreakNewline] -->
<!--[endifl->

<!--[if !supportlists]-->3. <!--[endif]-->Informs the Planning Assessment Commission

itrat ttre Willoughby community supports the alternative concept proposal

submitted by \üilloughby City Council including a maximum of 300 dwellings and

a maximum building height of I storeys;
<l- [if ! supportlineBreaki\ewline] -->
<!--[endifl:>

<!--[if !supportlists]-->4. <!--[endif]-->Requests that the Commission, in any terms of
approvalo includes the Statement of Commitments and development outcomes

based on the submission by Willoughby City Council.

Mr Haddad, I urge you in your report to the PAC to recommend adoption of the

V/illoughby Council alternative development proposal. Madam Chair, I ask the PAC in
its consideiation of Channel 9's proposal, to reduce the number of dwellings to 300 and

the maximum building height to eight storeys.

Yours sincerely,

Dawn and Andrew Chitty
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Natasha Harras - objection to Channel 91s Preferred Project Report (PPR)

From: Karen Hammial<khammial@bigpond.net.au>
To: Public Hazzard'sOffice Email <Office@hazzard.minister.nsw.gov.au>

Date: tt/27 /2013 11:34 AM

Subject: objection to Channel 91s Preferred Project Report (PPR)

CC: "rtaffel@hotmail.com" <rtaffel@hotmail.com>

Date: 27 November 2013

Name: Karen Hammial

Address: 16 Smith Road, Artarmon 2064

Dear Minister Hazzard and PAC Madam Chair,

c.c. Natasha Harras, Planning NSW
Galdys Berejiklian, MP

RE: MP10-0198- Ghannel 9 site'Preferred Project Report.

I am writing to express my objection to Channel I's Preferred Project Report (PPR). As a

resident of tfre local community I am a stakeholder in the redevelopment of Channel 9's

Willoughby site and am greatly concerned about the scale, height and residential density

proposed. I am strongly in favour of the alternative proposal submitted by Willoughby

Council.

At a Community Meeting held on May 7,2013, over 200 people agreed that a residential

redevelopment of the site was an appropriate use for this property but that the 600

apartments and up to 18 storey high buildings was a gross over-development. The

meeting went on to unanimously endorse Willoughby Council's alternative proposal for 300

apartménts and a maximum building height of eight stories as being acceptable to the

community. After discussion it was agreed that the WCC proposal would be backed, not

as an "am-bit proposal", as Channel 9's appears to be, but as the maximum the community

was prepared to accePt.

Now, at 450 apartments and twelve stories high, we see that the PPR is still 50% more

dense and 50% higher than WCC's alternative plan and still a gross over-development of
the site which is in a single dwelling neighbourhood and distant from a mass transit hub.

The development will also put more strain on already either fully or overloaded roads,

public transport, council facilities, schools and parking in the area'

At the outset of this project Channel 9 stated to the community at their consultation

sessions that they wished to leave a legacy for the community that would be appreciated

long after they had left the site. As the process went forward it became obvious that

Chãnnel 9's outreach to the community was that in name only. Their contact and co-

operation with Council was minimal in their apparent drive to maximise their return on the

property. Now, with over 300 responses to the Public Exhibition in addition to a petition

ihat garnered over 2,300 signatures, all calling for a reduction in height and density, we are

faceð with still having to take action to maintain our call for an appropriate, medium density
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development which would be seen as complementary to the surrounding built environment.

On the 28th Octob er 2013, arising from the community's qgntln-uing concern over the scale
õf iñé-ppn, ã iurther CominunityÞrotest Meeting waõ held at Artarmon with over 200 of

the community attending including our State MP, the Mayor of Willoughby, the Director of
Planning, several Willoughby Councillors and representatives from several Willoughby City

Progress Associations. After the meeting heard details of the PPR and the protocol for the

PAC determination from the Director of Planning, the Mayor and Ms Berejiklian both spoke

strongly in support of WCC's alternative proposal. A Q&A session followed and the
meeting ended with the unanimous adoption of a resolution which I strongly support:

This public meeting of over 200 residents, Artarmon, Gastlecrag, Naremburn, Middle
Harbour-Willoughby and Willoughby South Progress Associationsn the Willoughby
Area Action Group and elected local and state representatives:

<l--[if !supportlists]->1. <!--[endifl-->Requests that the Planning Assessment
Gommission (PAC) reject the Preferred Project Goncept Application (PPR)

submitted by Nine Network Australia on 4 October 2013 (the Proposal)
< !--[¡f !supportLineBreakNewline]-'>
<!-[endifl-->

<!--[if lsupportlists]-->2. <!--[endifl-->Reaffirms our objection to the density and
scale of the Proposat in that the likely number of dwellings and the height of
buildings is excessive, does not relate to the scale and density of surrounding
development and will have an unacceptable adverse impact of the amenity
and character of the local areai
<!--[¡f !supportLineBreakNewline]-->
<!--[endifl->

<!-[if !supportLists]-->3. < !--[endif]-->lnforms the Planning Assessment
Commission that the Willoughby community supports the alternative concept
proposal submitted by Willoughby City Council including a maximum of 300

dwellings and a maximum building height of 8 storeys;
< !-[¡f !supportlineBreakNewLi ne]">
<!--[endifl->

<!--[if lsupportlists]-->4. <l--[endifl-->Requests that the Commission, in any terms
of approval, includes the Statement of Commitments and development
outcomes based on the submission by Willoughby City Gouncil'

Minister, I urge you in your report to the PAC to recommend adoption of the Willoughby
Council alternative development proposal and, Madam Chair, that the PAC in its

consideration of Channel 9's proposal, reduce the number of dwellings to 300 and the

maximum building height to eight storeys.

Yours sincerely,

Karen Hammial

Name or signature




