Submissions by members of the public 
Timothy Shu of Parramatta:
Dear Planning Team,

I object to the doubling in height of the proposed building, as it is
not consistent with the character of the existing proposal.

However i do support this modification in location as it reduces the
visual impact on my building at 140 Church Street as well as
maintaining access to sunlight for the street level for shops on
Church Street.

Regards,
Tim.

Name withheld:
I object the westfield proposal of increasing height, it will form a
FENCE effect and affecting residents nearby, especially we are right
at the back of Westfield.
Also object to the reduction of 50% car space that will result in more
& more cars parking illegally around nearby buildings.
Even now there is already lots of car parking illegally around nearby
buildings.
The situation will be much worsen if 50% of the car space are reduced.
Westfield has the responsibility to look after their customers and
tenants to provide sufficient and INCREASE car spaces to cater for the
increased traffic generation.

Name withheld:
I do not believe that the reduction of additional parking spots (from 562
to 289 spots) is appropriate. An increase in floor space of this scale
should allow additional car spaces, commensurate with the increase,
not reduce it. Lack of parking could mean that drivers would park in
the existing Westfield car parks. However, it is already very
difficult to find parking there, especially during peak hours. For
example on Thursday nights I have seen cars queuing to get into
Westfield, and the line extends to beyond George St. There are four
people living in my apartment in Parramatta, we all believe there
should be more parking in Parramatta, not less.

I have no objections to the other aspects of the submission.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments.

Name withheld:
To whom this may concern,

I object to the application MP 10_0068 MOD 1 for the following
reasons:

*Increasing the building height from 120 to 188 metres above ground
will cast an enormous larger, longer shadow on neighbouring buildings.
Some buildings will lose their morning sunrise completely and be cast
in shadow for the majority of the day.
*Reducing car parking spaces from 562 to 289 whilst simultaneously
applying to increase the commercial floor area by 77000 square metres
will mean less car parking for increased tenancy/visitors/workers.

If commercial floor areas are to be increased, then it should be
required that the number of car parking spaces be increased
commeasurately.

Existing insufficient car spaces for parking are a major problem in
every suburb including Parramatta. It causes

a)drivers to drive around and around the area trying to find parking
OR
b)parking in the shopping centre car park and then having to move
their car every few hours to ensure they don't have to pay car parking
fees
c) unnecessary traffic from cars having to re park or circle around
trying to find parking

This traffic and car parking issue can be resolved by requiring
increased car parking spaces consistent with increased building size
of any type where it will increase
visitors/staff/workers/shoppers/residents.

Kind Regards

Name withheld:
[bookmark: _GoBack]There is always not enough parking in the shopping centre even during the
week. On weekends there is a severe shortage of parking.
The queues to get in and out of the car park creates congestions up to
2 blocks away.

The proposal include increase of 2.2x times of commercial areas with
reduction in car park numbers by almost 50% (from 562 to 289 spaces)
will exacerbate the bad situation to be unbearable.

Anyone with rational mind can see where increase commercial space
would require corresponding increases in car space. This proposal with
increase 2.2 times commercial space with 50% reduction in car space is
plainly defies believe.

Furthermore, I also object to the proposed increase in building
envelope height by more than 50% ( 120 meters vs 188 meters). This
will create enormous shadows to neighbouring building where it will
directly impact the quality of living there.

Therefore I unreservedly object to this proposed request.
