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From: Douglas Bennetts <doug.bennetts@bigpond.com:

To: Mark Brown <mark.brown@planning.nsw.gov.au:>

Date: 16/09/2010 12:12

Subject: Online Submission from Douglas Bennetts of Retired Master Builder (object)

ccC: <assessments@planning.nsw.gov.au>

I wish to lodge my objection to this further modification to the original approval regarding additional 150 dwellings
being erected on Channel? Site in Mobbs Lane

I lodged an objection to the previous development which unfortunately was approved by the State Government
much to my disatisfaction.

My present objection relates to overdevelopment of the site,lack of Public Transport,Mobbs Lane being so narrow
will not be able to cope with the additionl Traffic movements
tack of Public Transport especially with the present development taking place on the Brickworks Site.

There is going to be a serious congestion problem in the movement of traffic entering the intersection of Midson
Road & Mobbs Lane as well as the more serious at the intersection of Marsden Road and Mohbs fane.

At present this intersection is not safe at ali, I have seen quite a number of close accidents with vehicles trying to

negotiate their way through this intersection
I am of the opinion that Traffic Lights should be installed "NOW" forget about waiting for the
present development to be completed (It's going to take a considerable time to complete.??)

With the lack of Schools in the area will lead to further transport movements,
{with Mum's taxi??)

1 feel consideration should be given to the neighbours who live around this development
in regard to privacy

I fidly Support and Congratulate Councillor Esber in his objection to any further development on this site

Thank you for giving me the opportunity to lodge my objection

Name: Douglas Bennetts
Organisation: Retired Master Builder

Address:

120 Aian Walker Village
1 Daimar Place
Carlingford 2118

IP Address: cpe-124-184-234-175.1ns7.cht.bigpond.net.au - 124.184.234.175

Submission for Job: #4153 MP 05_0086 MCD 2 - Modification to Concept Plan & State Significant Site listing
https://majorprojects.onhiive.com/index.pi?action=view_job&id=4153
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Mark Brown - Fwd: RE: 61 Mobbs Lane, Epping, MP05_0086 Mod 2

From: plan_comment

To: Mark Brown

Date: 21/09/2010 09:54

Subject: Fwd: RE: 61 Mobbs Lane, Epping, MPO5_0086 Mod 2

Attachments: RE: 61 Mobbs Lane, Epping, MP05_0086 Mod 2

Statement of support/objection to modification request

As a resident on Mobbs Lane, I object to the modification request; as a commuter on the northern
line I object; as a citizen I also object.

Reasons to support or object to modification request

e  The increase in number of dwellings from 650 to 800 means a minimum of 150 additional
cars on both Edenlee Avenue and Mobbs Lane, Currently neither street can be expected to
cope with additional traffic from the Brick Pit (even if not directly accessed) nor the 650 or
800 proposed dwellings. The impact on the Mobbs Lane road surface will be severe,
especially on the Midson Rd end; it degrades easily as it is very foft which entails regular re-
paving, additional noise and decrease in air quality is a certainty. Any additional dwellings
can only have a negative impact. Currently the intersection of Mobbs Lane/Midson Road is
controlled by traffic lights with a short waiting time. In future we can expect longer waiting
times with the flow of traffic from 61 Mobbs Lane. I assume the developer and local councils
assume that affected road users will change behaviour and adopt other roads (Valley Road or
Marsden Road).

What actions will you take to remedy the additional traffic and that from the
proposed additional 150 dwellings?

*  Mobbs Lane/Marsden Road does not have a controlled intersection making access 1o
Pennant Hills Road extremely difficult especially when turning right. I understand that traffic
lights are to be installed ay this end. This should be done sooner rather than later. Due to the
difficulty of access, some bus routes were cancelled as access on to Marsden Road poses a

potential hazard,

When is this set of traffic lights to be installed?

¢  Asacommuter on the Northern Line who uses Eastwood Station, any increase in dwellings
will have a huge impact on parking. At present most people park on Lakeside Drive and on
side streets with a walk to the station between 5-12 minutes. The two large scale
developments and any proposed additional dwellings can only put more pressure on parking
around Eastwood. Epping is already a basket case! The lack of parking can only result in
conflict with residents on surrounding streets therefore reducing social cohesion. For some,
the only option is to leave home earlier and earlier just to get a parking space! The reason
they are driving is because of the lack of public transport, see below.

What actions will you take to improve transport?
* Any why? Because in some arcas bus access is limited. For instance Bus 521 from
Parramaita makes a stop on mobs Lane at 6:45am, 7:45am and then at 9:31am. Returning

home from the City, the last bus is at 6pm from Eastwood Station, a ludicrous time for
anyone who works a 9-5 (or later) job. Bus numbers would be up if only there were mote
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convenient times for commuters. To change behaviour, we need additional public transport not
development that encourages use of private vehicles, more parking spaces and more
frustration. Driving from Mobbs lane to the station is a necessity not a luxury.

We note in the original submission, the Builder recommended that NO further public
transport be provided as the location of these building sites are within walking distance to the
station. As a resident who has lived here for 4 years, that remains a weak argument. These
units are CLEARLY NOT within walking distance, and to pretend otherwise is foolish. In
fact, these large developments (including Freeman PL and surrounding townhouses) defy
medium density planning — they are smack in the middle of a house area, rather than closer to
a station/public transport. Hence, bus services must be increased to accommodate all these
people living in what is essentially an island of medium density in a sea of house.

What action will you take to improve transport on Mobbs Lane, Edenlee and
surrounding streets?

s  Asacitizen, I am concerned about the over-development of the area. The Brick Pit is a large
development and so is 61 Mobbs Lane, If Meriton has consulted with the community, they’ve
possibly ignored any community concerns as will local councils. As this development
impacts on a number of residents, the onus is on Meriton to engage with the surrounding
residents to keep them informed and supported through the process. Developers need to take
responsibility for local infrastructure and any action to reduce environmental impacts.
‘Transport should be part of the development like any other public utility. A planned
development means planned infrastructure, and that cost needs to be borne by the developer,
with services provided and planned (and budgeted) by local Council. What about the impact
on local schools?

What actions are being taken to build local infrastructure?
e  Six-storey apartments are not the norm in the area and should therefore not commence now.

¢  One child care centre for development with 650-800 dwellings borders on the ludicrous.
Assuming that the development will atiract families, at least ¢ centres should be available to
reduce monopoly. How many children would the centre cater for? Has the developer assessed
the mumber of childcare facilities in the area? The nearest day care centre already has a wait
list of over a year, and parents with children there can’t even get full time care. One day care
centre s clearly not sufficient if this development proceeds as suggested.

Thanks and regards

Benny Liang
Owner of 3 Mobbs Lane, Carlingford 2118

file://CATEMPAXPgrpwise\dCI880D7SYDNDOM2BRIDPO110013035771922514C...  21/09/2010
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Mark Brown - Fwd: Exhibition of Modification Request to modify the Approved Coneept
Plan and amend the State Significant Site listing -61 Mobbs Lane, Epping (former Channel
7 site)

From: plan_comment

To: Mark Brown

Date: 21/09/2010 09:58

Subject: Fwd: Exhibition of Modification Request to modify the Approved Concept Plan

and amend the State Significant Site listing -61 Mobbs Lane, Epping (former

Channel 7 site)

Attachments: FExhibition of Modification Request to modify the Approved Concept Plan and
amend the State Significant Site listing -61 Mobbs Lane, Epping (former Channel
7 site)

As Secretary of the Alan Walker Village Residents's Committee, 1-15 Dalmar Place Carlingford,
and on behalf of our 200 plus residents | would like to make the following submissions:-

1. We are totally against any increase in the number of units planned for this site.

2. An earlier traffic survey indicated that in the peak periods in excess of 1000 vehicles would be
using Mobbs Lane which is only a two lane road and this would make it exceedingly difficult for
our residents (average age 86) to cross the road to catch the bus unless traffic lights were
installed at either Dalmar Place or Freeman Place.

3. The entry onto Mohbs Lane from the A.V. Jennings {brickpit) site is almost opposite the entry
to the Channel! 7 site constituting a traffic hazard which would only be erased if Mobbs Lane
was significantly widened at this point.

We trust that you will take notice of our submissions before increasing what is even now an
environmentally threatening development.

Judith S. Hawkins

Alan Walker Village

634/1 Dalmar Place,Carlingford. 2118

E-mail address: spencemiddleten@bigpond.com

Tel" (02) 9874 8385

Email scanned by PC Tools - No viruses or spyware found.
{Email Guard: 7.0.0.18, Virus/Spyware Database: 6.15910)
http://www.pctools.com
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Mark Brown - Fwd: Objection to Modification Request to modify the Approved Concept Plan
and amend the State Significant Site listing - 61 Mobbs Lane, Epping (former Chanel 7 site).

From: plan_comment

To: Mark Brown

Date: 22/09/2010 08:56

Subject: Fwd: Objection to Modification Request to modify the Approved Concept Plan and
amend the State Significant Site listing - 61 Mobbs Lane, Epping (former Chanel 7
site).

Attachments: Objection to Modification Request to modify the Approved Concept Plan and amend
the State Significant Site listing - 61 Mobbs Lane, Epping (former Chanel 7 site).

Dear Sir/Madam,

My wife Lisa Young and | would like to register our objection to the modification request to modify the
Approved Concept Plan and amend the State Significant Site listing - 61 Mobbs Lane, Epping {former Chane!

7 site).

We are owners of the property at 82 Midson Road Epping, NSW 2121 and believe that the further addition
of 150 dwellings on a site that is already lacking in infrastructure to handle the already increased load caused
by this new development and that from the Brick Works development. The existing roads for the volume of
traffic caused by these dwellings are severely inadequate, the distance from the new site to the Railway
Station is, as | understand it outside the Council’s and States own recommended guidelines for intensive
housing, and the demand on the existing services simply will have difficulty in coping. All this will create a
negative impact on the Epping residents quality of lifestyle in the area along with potentially also adversely
affecting people’s heaith due to increased stress and noise pollution,

We implore you, please do not make an already bad situation any worse by further increasing the dwelling
intensity at the old Channel 7 site.

Yours faithfully

Mark & Lisa Young
82 Midson Road
Epping

NSW, 2121

Ph 9868 2990
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From: alan jones <asjones@optushome.com.au>

To: Mark Brown <mark.brown@planning.nsw.gov.au:>
Date: 22/09/2010 18:49
Subject: Online Submission from alan jones ()

CC: <assessments@planning.nsw.gov.au>

With the narrow through and access roads and poor local bus service it was ridiculous to approve 650 dwellings on
this site, especially with the BrickPit development just over the road. But to allow increase to 800 dwellings
including 20% more car spaces will be scandalous.

Also Meriton are renowned for being greedy money-grabbing developers. They bought the Channel 7 property with
an over-capacity of dwellings already approved. To then allow them to eke out even more profit by changing the

rules would be totally inequitable.

Please reject their application poste-haste
thank you

A Jones

Name: alan jones

Address:
23 cumberiand st

epping
IP Address: ¢122-106-169-203.carinfd1l.nsw.optusnet.com.au - 122.106.169.202

Submission for Jobh: #4153 MP 05_0086 MOD 2 - Modification to Concept Plan & State Significant Site listing
https://majorprojects.onhiive.com/index.pl?action=view_job&id=4153

Site: #547 Channel 7, Epping
https://majorprojects.onhiive.com/index.pl?action=view_site&id=547

Mark Brown

E: mark.brown@planning.nsw.gov.au

Powered by Internetrix Affinity
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From: Edward Walker <jfwalker@tpg.com.au>
To: Mark Brown <mark.brown@planning.nsw.gov.au>

Date: 22/09/2010 20:59
Subject: Online Submission from Edward Walker (object)
ccC: <assessments@planning.nsw.gov.au>

Re the channel 7 site at Epping, the proposed plans lead to gross overdevelopment of the site, Locla infrastucture,
including roads and public transport will be extremely overstressed If the modified proposal goes ahead. Prior to the
latest amendment, the local infrastucture would merely be overstressd

Name: Edward Walker

Address:

36 Lakeside Road, Eastwood, 2122

IP Address: 60-240-155-2.tpgi.com.au - 60.240.155.2

Submission for Job: #4153 MP 05_0086 MOD 2 - Modification to Concept Plan & State Significant Site listing
https://majorprojects.onhiive.com/index.pl?action=view_job&id=4153

Site: #547 Channel 7, Epping
https://majorprojects.onhiive.com/index.pl?action=view_site&id=547

Mark Brown

E: mark.brown@planning.nsw.gov.au

Powered by Internetrix Affinity
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From: Dianne Balkizas <cbalkizas@gmail.com>

To: Mark Brown <mark.brown@planning.nsw.gov.au>

Date: 22/09/2010 22:27

Subject: Online Submission from Dianne Balkizas of Resident of the local area (chiect)

cC: <assessments@planning.nsw.gov.au:>

There has been no consultation with local residents. I live down the road from this development and T expect to get
residual traffic down my local,narrow, 50km/h, excessively used road that leads to the rail. There is absolutely no
parking along our road and surrounding roads because of the rail - where will 8oo people park their cars to catch
trains? The pedestrian crossings that exist are already heavily and inconsiderately used by people causing traffic
chaos in Eastwood. The developer assumes that dwellers will walk to focal amenities - [ haven't seen any reflection
on natural human habits; where people will use cars because of the rush of their day! The developer has listed the
existing transport facilities and assumes the area will cope with such an influx. Have the State government done
thelr own research or consufted with the local government? The state government are trying to address their
disastrous inaction for many years by taking control away from local government who at least have a close
understanding of the balance of the areas. The local area has conservation areas and inadequate parking facilities
and single lane roads - why don't you consult with the locals before you go for the money grab from developers out
to make a buck! 1 take solace that the State election is close!

Name: Dianne Balkizas

Organisation: Resident of the local area

Address:

4 Eastwood Ave EASTWOOD

IP Addrass: c122-106-161-251.carinfd1.nsw.optusnet.com.au - 122.106.161.25%

Submission for Job: #4153 MP 05_0086 MOD 2 - Modification to Concept Plan & State Significant Site listing
https://majorprojects.onhiive.com/index.pl?action=view_job&id=4153

Site: #547 Channel 7, Epping
https://majorprojects.onhilve.com/index.pl?action=view_site&id=547

Mark Brown

E: mark.brown@planning.nsw.gov.au

Powered by Internetrix Affinity
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23 September 2010

Michael Woodland
Director

Metropolitan Projects
Department of Planning
GPO Box 39

Sydney 2001

MP 05_0086 Mod 2 ~ 61 Mobbs Lane, Epping (former Channel 7 site)

Dear Mr Woodland,

I am writing to object to a number of elements of the above development.

Firstly, the number of dwellings has been increased to 800. This is well in excess of the original
approved number of dwellings, People will be unlikely to walk to the railway station so this will
generate many more car trips and parking problems at the railway station. If the Department are
going to approve this increase then the Department must also 100% fund a 3000 space free
commuter car park at Epping railway station which also has terrible parking issues following the
opening of the Chatswood to Epping line which had no extra parking.

Secondly, the traffic study is incomplete. As I previously pointed out to the Department, “rat
runners” will use Valley Rd. The intersections of Mobbs Lane and Valley Rd, and Valley Rd and
Terry Rd should also be included as part of the study so the whole traffic study should be redone.

Thirdly, the new 705 bedroom units will not generate 705 cars used by residents. It will generate
1,410 cars used by residents. All 2 bedroom units in this area generate 2 cars or even 3. People
who can afford to live in this area and pay the sort of money that will be asked for by the
developers always have 1 car per adult. Have a look at the inadequate and dangerous parking in
Eastwood Brick Pit on a Sunday. Plus the 200 visitors car spaces is woefully inadequate. Where
are the alt the visitors going to park, on Mobbs Lane? Accordingly another 700 to 900 car spaces
must be provided near the dwellings. This also means that the traffic handled by local roads and
intersections must also be revised. The resulting accidents of inadequate planning will be the
responsibility of the authority that approved the plans, the Department of Planning.

Finally, 1 object once again to the height of the units on the top of the hill. This hill can be seen
by the entire district, Instead of being a peaceful hill overlooking our district, it will now be 6
storeys of ugly concrete. If you cared about out community and cared about what local residents
said to you, you would have moved all of the tall units to the valley at the bottom of the site, and
had & 3 storey maximum at the top of the hill. Please listen to us and not to the developers who

are just chasing profits and do not care what they leave behind.

I have made no political donations to any party in the past 2 years. I do not want my name and
any personal details to be made available to anyone outside the Department.

Yours sincerely,




| (23/09/2010) Mark Brown - RE 61 Mobbs Lane, Epping, MP05_0086 Md 2 _

From: Wei Zhou <weixzhou@hotmail.com>

To: <plan_comment@planning.nsw.gov.au>, Wei Zhou <weixzhou@hotmail.com>
Date: 23/09/2010 12:46

Subject: RE 61 Mobbs Lane, Epping, MP05_0086 Mod 2

Mr Wei Zhou And Ms Jun Yan
14-16 Freeman Place,
Carlingford, NSW 2118

RE 61 Mobbs Lane, Epping, MP05_0086 Mod 2

Dear Sir or Madam,

As a resident of Mobbs Lane, | object to the modification request to increase the number of units on the

previous Channel 7.
As a commuter on the northern line, | also object the modification request.

The increase in number of dwellings from 650 to 800 means a minimum of 150 additional cars on Edenlee
Avenue, Mobbs Lane and Midson Road. These streets cannot be expected to cope with additional traffic
from the Brick Pit and the new 650 or 800 proposed dwellings. The impact on the Mobbs Lane road
surface will be severe, especially on the Midson Road end; it degrades easily as it is very soft which
entails regular re-paving, additional noise and decrease in air quality is a certainty. Any additional
dwellings can only have a negative impact. Currently the intersection of Mobbs Lane/Midson Road is
controlled by traffic lights with a short waiting time. In future we can expect longer waiting times with the
flow of traffic from 61 Mobbs Lane. | assume the developer and local councils assume that affected road
users will change behaviour and adopt other routes. Without actions to remedy the additional traffic, the
local area can’t cope with the traffic from the additional dwellings.

Mobbs Lane and Marsden Road doesn’'t have a controlled intersection making access to Pennant Hill
Road extremely difficult especially when turning right. | understand that traffic lights are to be installed at
this end. This should be done sooner rather than later. Due to difficulty of access, some bus routes were
cancelled as access on to Marsden Road poses a potential hazard. With more dwellings in this area, it
would make accessing Marsden Road and Pennant Hill Road more dangerous if the traffic light is not
installed.

As a commuter who uses the Epping and Eastwood Stations, any increase in dwellings will have a huge
impact on parking. At present most people park on the streets with a walk to the station 5-12 minutes. The
two large scale developments and any proposed additional dwellings can only put more pressure on
parking around Eastwood and Epping. Epping is already a basket case! The lack of parking can only
result conflict with residents on surrounding streets therefore reducing social cohesion. For some, the only
opinion is to leave home earlier and earlier just to get a parking space! The reason they are driving is
because of lack of public transport.

The bus access in some areas is very limited. For instance Bus 521 from Paramatta makes a stop on
Mobbs Lane at 6:45am, 7:45am and then 9:31am. Returning home from the City, the last bus is at 6pm
from Eastwood Station, a ludicrous time for anyone who works a 9-5 (or later) job. Bus numbers would be
up if only there were more convenient times for commuters. To change behaviour, we need additional
public transport not development that encourages use of private vehicles, more parking spaces and more
frustration. Driving from Mobbs Lane to the station is necessity not a luxury.

We note in the original submission, the Builder recommended that NO further public transport be provided
as the location of these building sites are within walking distance to the station. As a resident who has
lived here for 9 years, that remains a weak argument. These units are CLEARLY NOT WITHIN WALKING



| (23/09/2010) Mark Brown - RE 61 Mobbs Lane, Epping, MP05_0086Mod2

DISTANCE fo the station, and to pretend otherwise is foolish, In fact, these large developments (including
Freeman PL and surrounding fownhouses) defy medium density planning - they are smack in the middle
of a house area, rather than closer to a station/public fransport. Hence bus services must be increases to
accommodate all these people living in what is essentially an island of medium density in a sea of houses.
As a citizen, | am concerned about the over-development of the area. The Brick Pit is a large development
and so is 61 Mobbs Lane. If Meriton has consulted with the community, they've possibly ignored any
community concerns as will local councils. As this development impacts on a number of residents, the
onus is on Meriton to engage with the surrounding residents to keep them informed and supported
through the process. Developers need to take responsibility for local infrastructure and any actions to
reduce environment impacts. Transport should be part of the development like any other public utility. A
planned development means planned infrastructure, and the cost needs to be borne by the developer,
with services provided and planned { and budgeted) by Local Council.

Also six-storey apartments are not the norm in the area and should therefore not commence now.

One child care centre for a development with 650 — 800 dwellings borders on the ludicrous. Assuming that
development will attract families, at least two cenires should be available to reduce monopoly. How many
children could the centre cater for? Has the developer assessed the number of childcare facilities in the
area? The nearest day care centre already has a waiting list of over a year, and parents with children there
can't even get fuit time care. My daughter has wait for nearly a year for a place in Midson Road childcare
centre and she can only get three days of a week from start of next year. So one day care centre is clearly
not sufficient if this development proceeds as suggested.

Kind Regards,

Mr Wei Zhou And Ms Jun Yan
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From: Glen Brindle <glen@gutterking.com.au>

To: Mark Brown <mark.brown@planning.nsw.gov.au>
Date: 23/09/2010 13:28

Subject: Online Submission from Glen Brindle (object)

cC: <assessments@planning.nsw.gov.au>

This application by Meriton to increase the number of dwellings on the site at Mobbs Lane is the same tactics that
they used against Parramatta Council and the local Dundas residents in the late 80s when they developed the slums
at the old Dundas Drive-In site in Park Road. They applied for far more dwellings than was practical for the site,
then the numbers were negotiated down to more than they actually wanted. They did the same with the old Malabar
Drive-In site. The local roads and the parking situation around Epping and Eastwood Railway Stations are already
untenable. Maybe Meriton should be made to build parking stations over the railway at Epping and Eastwood as a
contribution. What we really need is a change in government so that we can get back to more sensible policies.

Please don't let overdevelopment of this site proceed.

Glen Brindle 0411789242

Name: Glen Brindle

Address:

42 Harley Crescent Eastwood
IP Address: - 120.156.186.48

Submission for Job: #4153 MP 05_0086 MOD 2 - Modification to Concept Plan & State Significant Site listing
https://majorprojects.onhiive.com/index.pi?action=view_job&id=4153

Site: #547 Channel 7, Epping
https://majorprojects.onhiive.com/index.pl?action=view_site8id=547

Mark Brown

E: mark.brown@pianning.nsw.gov.au

Powered by Internetrix Affinity
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From: Budi Halim <bmhalim@vyahoo.com.au>
To: Mark Brown <mark.brown@planning.nsw.gov.au>

Date: 23/09/2010 22:01
Subject: Online Submission from Budi Halim of Private (object)
cC: <assessments@planning.nsw.gov.au>

I object the modification of Plan for development of former chanel seven site at Mobbs Lane, Epping by Meriton

Reason
1. Traffic will be chaos around Mobbs Lane, Midson Avenue, Marsden Rd, Pennant Hills and Carlingford Rd which

already congested during peak hours

2. No public transport facilities around the area { no bus )
3. No planning of school be built, already so many developments (Austral Brick site) on top of Meriton proposals for

Chanel Seven site
4, Eastwood area is flood prone, there is an increase risk of flooding with new additional development.

The bottom line even 650 already too much, for sure we can not take accept 800 new dwellings

Yours sincerely
Budi Halim

Name: Budi Halim
Organisation: Private
Address:

PO Box 3100

Carlingford Court NSW 2118
IP Address: - 206.73.209.94

Submission for Job: #4153 MP 05_0086 MOD 2 - Medification to Concept Plan & State Significant Site listing
https://majorprojects.onhiive.com/index.pl?action=view_job&id=4153

Site: #547 Channel 7, Epping
https://majorprojects.onhiive.com/index.pl?action=view_site&id=547

Mark Brown

E: mark.brown@planning.nsw.gov.au

Powered by Internetrix Affinity
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From: Indry Halim <ighalim@yahoo.com.au>

To: Mark Brown <mark.brown@planning.nsw.gov.au>
bDate: 23/09/2010 22:05

Subject: Online Submission from Indry Halim of Private {(object)
CC: <assessments@planning.nsw.gov.au>

I object the modification of Plan for development of former chanel seven site at Mobbs Lane, Epping by Meriton

Reason
1. Traffic will be chaos around Mobbs Lane, Midson Avenue, Marsden Rd, Pennant Hills and Carlingford Rd which

already congested during peak hours

2. No public transport facilities around the area ( no bus)

3. No planning of school be built, already so many developments (Austral Brick site) on top of Meriton proposals for
Chanel Seven site

4. Eastwood area is flood prone, there is an increase risk of flooding with new additional development.

The bottom line even 650 already too much, for sure we can not take accept 800 new dwellings

Yours sincerely
Budi Halim

Name: Indry Halim
Organisation: Private
Address:

PO Box 3100

Carlingford Court NSW 2118
IP Address: - 206.73.209.94

Submission for Job: #4153 MP 05_0086 MOD 2 - Modification to Concept Plan & State Significant Site listing
https://majorprojects.onhiive.com/index.pl?action=view_job&id=4153

Site: #547 Channel 7, Epping
https://majorprojects.onhiive.com/index.pl?action=view_site&id=547

Mark Brown

E: mark.brown@planning.nsw.gov.au
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21% Sept 2010
Major Projects Assessment
Department of Planning,

GPO Box 39,
Sydney NSW 2001

Attn: Mark Brown
Ref: MP 05_0086 MOD 2

Dear Mr Brown,

We wish to lodge a submission regarding the modification request to the Approved Concept Plan for 61
Mobbs Lane Epping (former Channel 7 site).

We object most strongly to any increase in the number of dwellings to be placed on this site. In our
opinion, the development is already out of keeping with the residential area surrounding this site which

is al! single and double storey dwellings.

The most serious concern regards traffic, as Mobbs Lane is already quite a dangerous roadway due to
the steep grade. Vehicle access at either end, even if traffic lights are put at Marsden Rd, is going to be
difficult and will increase traffic through neighbouring streets, particularly as people seek alternate
routes to avoid the lights. The increase of multiple hundreds of cars in peak hours, not to mention the
increased cars from the neighbouring brick pit development additionally emptying onto Mobbs Lane,
will create a very unsafe, noisy and polluting environment.

We would urge that the development be returned to what was agreed last year i.e. 650 dwellings. This,
in our opinion, would already be overburdening the road infrastructure but to increase the number to
850 as proposed is clearly excessive. The housing density being put in the brick pit area is much more

sensible,

We also object to the tactics employed by the developers in this matter, whereby the previous
community consultation process, in which the originally proposed number of dwellings was reduced to
650, has now been effectively disregarded presumably when most of the objections have died down.

We have no objection to a development with reasonable housing density, as in the Midson Rd brickpit
site, but this Application to increase the number of dwellings to 850 has gone way overboard.

We do not want our names available on the Department’s website, thankyou.

Yours sincerely,
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From: "Michael Adams" <michaela@AISA.COM.AU>
To: <plan_comment@planning.nsw.gov.au>
Date: 24/09/2010 09:54

Subject: 61 Mobbs Lane, Epping, MP05_0086 Mod 2

61 Mobbs Lane, Epping, MP05_0086 Mod 2

Statement of support / objection to medification request

As a resident off Mobbs Lane, | object to the modification request; as a
commuter on the northern line | object; as a citizen | also object.

Reasons fo support or object to modification request

* The increase in number of dwellings from 850 to 800 means a

minimum of 150 additional cars on both Edenlee Avenue and Mobbs Lane,

Currently neither street can be expected to cope with additional traffic
from the Brick Pif (even if not directly accessed) nor the 650 or 800
proposed dwellings. The impact on the Mobbs Lane road surface will be
severe, especially on the Midson Rd end; it degrades easily as it is

very soft which entails regular re-paving, additional noise and decrease
in air quality is a certainty. Any additional dwellings can only have a
negative impact. Currently the intersection of Mobbs Lane/Midson Road is
controlled by traffic lights with a short waiting time. In future we can
expect longer waiting times with the flow of traffic from 61 Mobbs Lane.
| assume the developer and local councils assume that affected road
users will change behaviour and adopt other routes (Valley Road or
Marsden Road).

What actions will you take to remedy the additional traffic and that
from the proposed additional 150 dwellings?

* Mobbs i.ane / Marsden Road does not have a controlled
intersection making access to Pennant Hills Road extremely difficult
especially when turning right. | understand that traffic lights are to

be installed at this end. This should be done sooner rather than later.
Due to the difficulty of access, some bus routes were cancelled as
access on to Marsden Road poses a potential hazard.

When is this set of traffic lights to be installed?

* As a commuter on the Northern Line who uses Eastwood Station,
any increase in dwellings will have a huge impact on parking. At present
most people park on Lakeside Drive and on side streets with a walk to
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the station between 5-12 minutes. The two large scale developments and
any proposed additional dwellings can only put more pressure on parking
around Eastwood. Epping is already a basket case! The lack of parking
can only result in conflict with residents on surrounding streets

therefore reducing social cohesion. For some, the only option is to

leave home earlier and earlier just to get a parking space! The reason
they are driving is because of the lack of public transport, see below,

What actions will you take to improve transport?

* And why? Because in some areas bus access is limited. For

instance Bus 521 from Parramatta makes a stop on Mobbs Lane at 6.45am,
7.45am and then at 9.31am. Refurning home from the City, the last bus is
at 6pm from Eastwood Stataion, a ludricrous time for anyone who works a
9-5 (or later) job. Bus numbers would be up if only there were more
convenient times for commuters. To change behaviour, we need

additional public transport not development that encourages use of

private vehicles, more parking spaces and more frustration. Driving from
Mobbs Lane to the station is a necessity not a luxury.

We note in the original submission, the Builder recommended that NO
further public transport be provided as the location of these building
sites are within walking distance to the station. As a resident who has
lived here for 9 years, that remains a weak argument. These units are
CLEARLY NOT within walking distance, and to pretend otherwise is
foolish. In fact, these large developments (including Freeman Pl and
surrounding townhouses} defy medium density planning - they are smack in
the middle of a house area, rather than closer fo a station/public
transport. Hence, bus services must be increased to accommodate all
these people fiving in what is essentially an island of medium density
in a sea of houses.

What actions will you take to improve transport on Mobbs Lane, Edenlee
and surrounding streets?

* As a citizen, | am concerned about the over-development of the
area, The Brick Pit is a large development and so is 61 Mobbs Lane. If
Meriton has consulted with the community, they've possibly ignored any
community concerns as will local councils. As this development impacts
on a number of residents, the onus is on Meriton to engage with the
surrounding residents to keep them informed and supported through the
process. Developers need to take responsibility for local infrastructure
and any actions fo reduce environmental impacts. Transport should be
part of the development like any other public utility. A planned
development means planned infrastructure, and that cost needs to be
borne by the developer, with services provided and planned (and
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budgeted) by Local Council. What about the impact on local schools?

What actions are being taken to build local infrastructure?

* Six-storey apartments are not the norm in the area and should
therefore not commence now.

* One child care centre for a development with 650 - 800
dwellings borders on the [udicrous. Assuming that the development will
attract families, at least 2 centres should be available to reduce
monopoly. How many chiidren would the centre cater for? Has the
developer assessed the number of childcare facilities in the area? The
nearest day care centre already has a wait list of over a year, and
parents with children there can't even get full time care. One day care
centre is clearly not sufficient if this development proceeds as
suggested.

What is actually going to happen?

* It's my opinion that the approval process is out of the

control of the Council and out of residents’ hands. What can | do?

Nothing except write a message like the above. The VERY LEAST that can
be done is to increase public transport. Read the Sydney Morning Heraid
today, it's clear that is what is stifling residents. Lack of

transport. More & more people being shoved into a smaller area but no
fransport increase. Since it's precluded the approval will go through
anyway, At least increase bus services on Mobbs Lane.

Michael Adams
Credit Analyst, JP {(NSW)

Advance Investment Securities Australia Pty Lid

1/458 Wattle Street, Ultimo NSW 2007

PO BOX 12, Broadway NSW 2007

Main Office No: (02) 9215 4104

Main Fax No: {02) 9215 4199

e-mail: michaela@aisa.com.au <blocked::mailto:michaela@aisa.com.au>
Website: hitp://www.aisa.com.au

<blocked: blocked::blocked::http.//www.aisa.com.au/>

ElectronicData Transmission Disclaimer
<http:/fiwww.aisa.com.au/Default. aspx?PagelD=49&ParentiD=49&Level=1>



010) Mark Brown - Statement of support/ob

From: "Yawen Li" <yawenli@tpg.com.au>

To: <plan_comment@planning.nsw.gov.au>

Date: 24/09/2010 10:51

Subject: Statement of support/object to modification request 61 Mobbs Lane, Epping, MP05_0086
Mod 2

From: Xin Liu &Yawen Li, 32/14-16 Freeman Place,Carlingford, NSW 2118

About: 61 Mobbs Lane, Epping, MP05_0086 Mod 2

Statement of support / objection to madification request

As a resident off Mobbs Lane, we object to the modification request.

Reasons to support or object to modification request

The increase in number of dweilings from 650 to 800 means a minimum of 150 additional cars on
both Edenlee Avenue and Mobbs Lane. Currently neither street can be expected to cope with additionat
traffic from the Brick Pit {even if not directly accessed) nor the 650 or 800 proposed dwellings. The impact
on the Mobbs Lane road surface will be severe, especially on the Midson Rd end; it degrades easily as it
is very soft which entails regular re-paving, additional noise and decrease in air quality is a certainty. Any
additionai dwellings can only have a negative impact. Currently the intersection of Mobbs |.ane/Midson
Road is controlled by traffic lights with a shert waiting time. In future we can expect ionger waiting times
with the flow of traffic from 61 Mobbs Lane. | assume the developer and local councils assume that
affected road users will change behavicur and adopt other routes (Valley Road or Marsden Read).

What actions will you take to remedy the additional traffic and that from the proposed additional 150
dweilings?

Mobbs Lane / Marsden Road does not have a controlled intersection making access {0 Pennant
Hills Road extremely difficult especially when turning right. | understand that traffic lights are to be installed
at this end. This should be done sooner rather than later. Due to the difficuity of access, some bus routes
were cancelled as access on to Marsden Road poses a potential hazard.

When is this set of traffic lights to be instalied?

As a commuter on the Northern Line who uses Eastwood Station, any increase in dwellings will
have a huge impact on parking. At present most people park on Lakeside Drive and on side streets with a
walk to the station between 5-12 minutes. The two large scale developments and any proposed additional
dwellings can only put more pressure on parking around Eastwood. Epping is already a basket case! The
lack of parking can oniy result in conflict with residents on surtounding streets therefore reducing social
cohesion. For some, the only option is to leave home earlier and earlier just to get a parking space! The
reason they are driving is because of the lack of public transport, see below.
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What actions will you take to improve transport?

And why? Because in some areas bus access is limited. For instance Bus 521 from Parramatta
makes a stop on Mobbs l.ane at 6 45am, 7.45am and then at 8.31am. Returning home from the City, the
last bus is at 6pm from Easiwood Stataion, a ludricrous time for anyone who warks a 9-5 (or later) job.
Bus numbers would be up if only there were more convenient times for commuters.  To change
behaviour, we need additicnal public transport not development that encourages use of private vehicles,
more parking spaces and more frustration. Driving from Mobbs Lane to the station is a necessity not a
luxury.

We note in the original submission, the Builder recommended that NO further public transport be provided
as the location of these building sites are within walking distance to the station. As a resident who has
lived here for 9 years, that remains a weak argument. These units are CLEARLY NOT within walking
distance, and to pretend otherwise is foolish. In fact, these large developments (including Freeman Pl and
surrounding townhouses) defy medium density planning — they are smack in the middle of a house area,
rather than closer to a station/pubiic transport. Hence, bus services must be increased o accommodate
all these people living in what is essentially an island of medium density in a sea of houses.

What actions will you take to improve transport on Mobbs Lane, Edenlee and surrounding streets?

As a citizen, | am concerned about the over-development of the area. The Brick Pit is a large
deveiopment and so is 61 Mobbs Lane. If Meriton has consuited with the community, they've possibiy
ignored any community concerns as wilt local councils. As this development impacts on a number of
residents, the onus is on Meriton to engage with the surrounding residents to keep them informed and
supported through the process. Developers need to take respeonsibility for local infrastructure and any
actions to reduce environmental impacts. Transport should be part of the development like any other
public utility. A planned development means planned infrastructure, and that cost needs to be borne by the
developer, with services provided and planned {and budgeted) by Local Council. What about the impact
on local schools?

What actions are being taken to build local infrastructure?

Six-storey apartments are not the norm in the area and should therefore not commence now.

One child care centre for a development with 850 — 800 dweliings borders on the ludicrous.
Assuming that the development will attract families, at least 2 centres should be available to reduce
mongcpoly. How many children would the centre cater for? Has the developer assessed the number of
childcare facilities in the area? The nearest day care centre already has a wait list of over a year, and
parents with children there can't even get full time care. Cne day care centre is clearly not sufficient if this
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development proceeds as suggested.

Sincerely yours,

Xin Liu & Yawen Li
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Mark Brown - Online Submission from Damon de Costa (object)

ST

From: Damon de Costa <damon_de_nomad@hotmail.com>

To: Mark Brown <mark.brown@planning.nsw.gov.au>
Date: 24/09/2010 14:53

Subject: Cnline Submission from Damon de Costa (object)
cc: <assessments@planning.nsw.gov.aus>

Termination of Teaching at EPPING Annexe

Hello

I'm a Certificate I, Horticulture student currently studying there. I just learnt of this yesterday.

"Following the end of the year, the Epping Annexe, a section of Ryde TAFE will be no longer teaching. This means
that they are going to let all these wonderful facilities just sit there and go to waste, so that in a few years they can

justify the sale of the land. Students and teachers alike are extremely upset about this turn of events. It is said to
be a cost saving. But if the land is sold the Ryde TAFE will NOT get the money the government will,

I also found this...which you may be aware of...
Elton consuilting, Epping Park final consultation outcomes report, p19 TAFE Epping Annexe, 16, April 2009.

...Concern that Epping Annexe would be acquired as part of this development. This is based on the perception that
the proposed pedestrian route through TAFE was a vehicle route, A vehicle link through TAFE would not be favoured

nor a link to First or Second
Avenues....Sydney Broadcast Property has no intention to purchase the TAFE site, nor does TAFE have the intention

to sell the land.

http://majorprojects.planning.nsw.gov.au/files/37065/Appendix%201%20-%20Consultation%2 00utcomes%
20Report.pdf

I look forward to any comments you can provide regarding this.

Name: Pamon de Costa
Address:

18 Hillcrest Ave
EPPING, 2121

IP Address: 27-32-1-244 static.tpgi.com.au - 27.32.1.244

Submission for Job: #4153 MP 05_0086 MOD 2 - Modification to Concept Plan & State Significant Site listing
https://majorprojects.onhiive.com/index.pl?action=view_job&id=4153

Site: #547 Channel 7, Epping
https://majorprojects.onhiive.com/index.pf?action=view_site&id=547
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Department of Planmng, '

GPOBox39. -

; SYDNEY NSW 2001 : _ :

_ Emasl. an eommem@péemmy hmv gov.ay -
" Fax: '(0_2) 92286455

Attentlon Dsrector Metropolltan Progects ' ' imn-
'MajoerJects Assessment T o ] :
R - . PCUoiazeg T

14" September, 2010

Lo.ca_fio_n:_ - Bl Mobbs Lane, Eppmg (formerChanne§ 7)

AppNo: . . MP05_0086 MOD 2 Deper mant of i’iu‘m ne
, e : Tiapnl !”‘i :
Proponent: Meriton Apartments Pty Ltd receved
Councilarea: ~Parramatta . L s
l Gganning Robm |
| :.PrueSwahs_o_n_ ' :

h 24/4-6 Freem_ah._?!aee o
- CARLINGFORD NSW 2118

1 DbJECt to these pfoposed modn’ncallon requests — because an increase from 650 1o 80O dwe%lmgs '
will 1mpact greatly on traffic flow and par king around the surroundlng area. Mobbs Lane and .
“Midson Road and surrounding streetSJust can't sustain 800 plus more. cars (p%us visitors and .

' emergency semce vehicies access). - As well as the hundreds of new cars from the new townhouses o
~~on Midson Road {on the old brick. p|t site) that will also increase !ocal traffic. Therearea 1ot of K

o 'eide;ly remdents areund this area because of the Alan Walker Retlrement anlage and such an

I increase m traff;c unfortunately may result in more car acc1dents

' _: Parkmg at the. locat shopp:ng centres of Carl;ngford and Eastwood wni also be lmpacted Wlth the
5greaier number cfvehlcles - R . SRS c S

1 aiso ob_;ect to havmg 6 storey bunEdmgs in the m|ddEe of subu: bta AH the unlts on Freeman Place
s (the only closest unit blocks) are maximum two storeys h|gh New umts at 61 Mobbs Lane sheuld
" -be cons#stent wﬂ_h exlstlng muEts-storey dwe%imgs in the area L : -

o Yo’urs since_r_eiy,"-‘_ o

::.".Prue Swanson i
C 1f-24/4 6 Freeman Place
e Carhngford NSW 2118



BN, & PR Burwood,

6 Marook Street, )
CARLINGFORD. N.SW. 2HES
15" September, 2010,

BDirector of \flctmpohtan Projects.
Department of Planning, :
GPO Box 39, s

' SY.DNEY., NSW. 12(}0_1. :

Diear Sn

“Re: Modmmtwn chutst at 61 Mobbs Lanc, Lppmg (old Chamxd ‘:»evul &nte) - Rei
MP 05 0086 Mod 2 Lo :

- We dcl\nowledau vour letter of JG“ Auumi ’J{}IO in regard 1o the above &p]'}h!,dﬁl()n O
increase. the number of dwellings aiieddv approved for the sife in question. Currently the
number stands at up ‘to 054 dwellings reduced from the original proposal of some 9(}0 -

dwellings, this was in dCLQidd!lLL with the Depa:{mem of* Pidl]]]]l]”b dLLi‘:th inoeo

. September, 2006

This was acu,pu,d bv hc then owners. of the property and it is- undusmﬂd that this was the

way the site was 1o be developed. In June of this year Meriton Apartments purchased the

. site from Sydney Broadeast Property Pty. Ltd. and presumably understood thai the number. .

of dwellings -approved stood at 650, Therefore the purchase would have gone ahead with

these numbers. in, mmd i seems that Merjton now want 1o change thc lules in an.endeavour . .-

to build more dwellings on the s;tc up to 800 wh;ch is a little [ikc h‘moma thg u;im of 2 '

3 --fuoibai] g arme: aﬂe; it Ims aia:ied

Ihc Ecu ge numbm of 650 ahcadv apploved bv yom Dwartment wril ahmdv add huoc siu,ss :

on the. suuoundmg area and our thoughis on this development have not changed nor have

) “our-objections or iginally taised | in.previous Lonespondence abaut ihc, ouomal pmposai 1_(__)

_m,v» pmpomi 1hu are mpa,aied hue -

'makt, 1hebe ob;eulons teiwam to thi

10 our: way of thmkmw th;s huoc dcvelopmem oi a mia] of eome 650 d\fxclhnﬁs o

-"thls site would: already- smnf’camlv cul down the open spac. W lmh was wlduﬂ.'_

e “alound the cuuent str ucimas of: Channel 7.

s In addition to this'the characier of the devclopment is very y mm,h diﬁ“eu,m to 1hc-

.lmcc leafy residential ‘area axound this 'site, The blu}dmg, of up. to, 6 sto:e\s 11&3}"_ SENE

~alveady. app;ovcd wm be det i;mmlal i this area’s character,

e Six (6) storey a 'paumuu b]mks are, toLdI]}, out 01 kcapmu with tin, area dnd would AR

be an cycm:e on ihl& par ticular. %m,

e These numerous buildings would tend io give ihe area the Eool\ oi 'm Qutci suhm Lmn

5 devefnpment 01’ Hong Kong2 and m&s rs nm needed in ilm Iocai a;ea whlch g oI _': PRt i

. garden %ublub natuzc :




Also zmpomnt is increasing the size of the tzndmakmg even further on this location

would give a dense population which is out of keeping with the usual homes in the
Carlingford = Eastwood - I:ppm.q area. This would pmduce a \f(i[y congested

population of both people and vehicles in a small area.
There are too many residential developments, but of lesser height and size, which

have already taken place in the necuhy ngwiahmu}mnds and Um% already pr esent : _

are sufirczem for the area.

Such a huge devciopmmt of ]uoh ise bui!amsb here Is ummcassai y and would jook -

hideous compared with the surrounding homes.

There will be the problem of the movement.of peeple in this area wih atotat o[ 650
dwellings already in the plan. However an increase in dwellings to 800 would add
more stress and mean possiby a :p()pu!ation of some 2500 plus. with most tenants
owning a. motor vehicle or iwo. This will mean a substantial number of extra

'va,hu,les in. lhe ared dddms. io the volumg of uaii‘ ic on. Mobbs. Lam and in Midson -

‘Road.

belonging 1o ws;loss of the tenants, -

The access of cars onto Mobbs Lane even though there are plans !n; only two
entrances 10 Mobbs Lane could impede through traffic especially as there will e
additional movcsmnts of veth les ﬁom the Brickworks site across the other side of
Mabbs Lane. :

The exit. pmn{s of * Mobbs I_dm dl Mldson and Marsden Roads are alre ady
nightmares at peak times and all the additional vehicular waffic will make it many

~times worse. Even with the proposed traffic lights at the Marsden Road intersection

there will be delays adding to drivers™ frustrations. There are accidenis already at

“these points and .the increasing vehicles will make it more likely. that a greater

mmber of accndent‘; m]] happm musu] b\ 1hc mwam::u of d;wuc; trying 2 10 break
into irafiic, : :

'Jt w:IJ add hwhu voh;mes oi t;aiﬁc imo ﬁac ﬂuuoundnw 51“,@5 ml[ 1 an advez:se_

effect to the safety 01 pedestrians,’ many of whom are elderly.

_'.thxouely the plan pmd;c{ed this ‘increase in ‘raffic but there Ih no ma\ ilwt, this .
‘would compensate - for the current mewula; traffic movenents into the m:bung ‘m\, o

when Channel 7 was opmatmg from it and w as mostly not a pr oblem

Public ﬂanspoai along Mobbs Lane. w;ll be. insufficient. for such an mueasa, m_ S
jmhab:iams 1f more ‘uuseb are rostered 1o come along this road u,sxdentf-. will {md i

andisy m,ghtmase with’ more buﬁu; rombling along: Mobhs Lane:

In addﬁmn 10 the mnants xehfclcs rheic \muid be many more nmvemems of those

-Am duelopmmt of ‘the- Channel 7 site toycthe; with the dcvelopmem on thg_ SR :

- Brickworks site malb} will make this aver . wn;:,esu,d arca for people-and traffic,

' .-compietc,ly spm}um the ambience-of - this part of Laséwood/[jpplng The. mo sites ©

o togethercould add some 4000, pcoplc o this: sma]l suburban area, . :
& The additional w,lm,i(,s widl a1<;0 ;mpau on, i‘).:il E\mg di iom] shoppma ar EdS wh re

- parking is already at a premium. . : :
o The Joss.of green areas will niean llmt Ule Tun’ oi f from raing mli not be dbeled

- into the earth and will cr eate drainage problems for the. su;rmmdma areg no maiter .- -

o how, wail this'is plzumed We can vouch for this as since.the | Dalmar siteiwas built . -
{__-011 S0ME years, aco we - we{ more Seepam, ﬂnou;:h own pzopezly duc o ihl‘% lae,k 0[’ o




- absorption even though we are some way down the sfope from there. There has
always been a major flooding problem in Eastwood and any run off from this
development has 1he potemmi 1o add i{) these jmbiem% no matter how well it is
planned, o
¢ Many long gar owm g {rees are to be :cmovad from the site and any replacements in
o{hu areas of the. s:tc will take 30 or 40 vears to reach the stature of those existing

trees and of course this will affect the, absmptlon of the greenhouse gases from the -
many new vehicles in the area which is totaﬁlv agamsi what the G ovunmants 01“ .

Australia are (rying to achieve,
s The original concept plan stated that 1he site is within walking dlsianca. of two
railway stations but at as Epping Station is almost 2 kms and Eastwood Station is 1
km from the site we cannot see too many residenis walking te catch. the train. They

Swould more ltkel\ be mdmed to drive iheu cars close: and (herelore add 1o the -

congest ion of ddy pa; kmv au ound the slatmn cueas

One gaoi_nt that was Jéi'-.ed in the onﬂmai Concepi Plan under “Local Neighbourbood
Character” was that this plan gives ‘“the opportunity to show how higher density can be
compatible with existing neighbourhood character’. We are sure that many other residents
of the area would.j ]mn ‘with us to say-that this area does not wish to be an experimental site

for a congested building development. WHATEVER 18 SAID OR DONF THIS 111( M

CDENSITY ISNOT C OMPATIBI F TO TEH— F}JSTIN(J AREAH!

In sunmary this would be.an u:.msightl_y deveiopmel_lt _i_)u_ili close to the side of Mobbs Lanc

~ and would cause many problems as well as taking away the ambience of the locaf area.

¢ Many residents in_ the surrounding area would. be. most unhappy with this proposal - so
-please do not increase the number.of dwellings on this site as there are already too many

with the existing approved number of 650, We -ask that our views dimvc, are taken into

'-;consqdelalmn W hua consudct ing: 1}115 submmxon

'in addltmn it is m)te,d thd{ Mel uon hcnre aqked fos a ncmhbmuiaood shop 10 bL. 1;}{:Euded

within the dcvdepimnl and we cannot undc;stand 1!1(: necessity for this. There are ahcady a
- variety of storesin a simall: shoppmw complex some 500 to 600 metres along Mobbs Lane in.
“the direction of Marsden Road as well as a (;Lnu ai btore almnst amund thc corner-in iuw_

i 'Road So ih]s seems to bc ove k:l!

:':'.Y(}illb ffasthﬁilly | o s

RN Burwood PR Burwood,
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Mark Brown - Online Submission from Bruce Long of N/A (object)

From: Bruce Long <jlong57@optusnet.com.>
To: Mark Brown <mark.brown@planning.nsw.gov.au>

Date: 25/09/2010 13:34
Subject: Online Submission from Bruce Long of N/A {object)
cC: <assessments@planning.nsw.gov.au>

The approval of the original form of this development was a disgraceful and ignerant act by an arrogant, high-
handed State Government. The actions of the Government in approving the development indicated its complete
disregard for (i) the thoughts and opinions of local residents (who will be most affected by these appalling
decisions), and (i) the planning guidelines and processes of the local Councils.

The approval of a development for 650 residences in the former Channel 7 site will simply overload the local
infrastructure - roads, schools, shops, transport, hospitals, ... etc. The site itself is bordered by single lane, local,
50km/hr speed-limited residential-area roads, with Mobbs Lane being just wide encugh for two cars to pass.
Immediately on the other side of Maobbs Lane from the Channel 7 site is the AV Jennings development at the former
Eastwood Brickpit. This site is approved for 260 residences, making a total of over 900 residences concentrated in a
small area with limited road access. Further, the inclusion of & storey towers at the Channel 7 site is completely out
of character with the local area, which comprises mainly single-storey pre and post war houses.

The application from Meriton to increase the number of residences from 650 to 800 is driven by avaricious desire for

super profits. The application is made without regard for the very significant deleterious effects on the local
community and it should be totally rejected - to do otherwise would add further weight to calls for an independent

investigation of the State Government?s independence and propriety.

Name; Bruce Long
Organisation: N/A

Address:
35 Terry Road Eastwood NSW
IP Address: d114-78-116-82.bla22.nsw.optusnet.com.au - 114.78,116.82

Submission for Job: #4153 MP 05_0086 MOD 2 - Modification to Concept Plan & State Significant Site listing
https://majorprojects.onhiive.com/index,. pl?action=view_job&id=4153

Site: #547 Channel 7, Epping

https://majorprojects.onhiive.com/index.pl?action=view_sitefid=547

Mark Brown

E: mark.brown@planning.nsw.gov.au
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From: GREGORY MOOR <gregorymoor@yahoo.com.au>

To: Mark Brown <mark.brown@planning.nsw.gov.au>

Date: 26/09/2010 15:07

Subject: Online Submission from GREGORY MOOR of RESIDENT {object)
CcC: <assessments@planning.nsw.gov.au>

There are oo many units, too tall and covering teo much of the site. The increased traffic with inadequate public
transport will create congestion and reduce road safety. Turning this green area into 2 high density development is
totally unethical.

Name: GREGORY MOOR

Organisation; RESIDENT

Address:

49 DUNLOP STREET EPPING

IP Address: cpe-124~184-1-22.ins10.cht.bigpond.net.au - 124.184.1.22

Submission for Job: #4153 MP 05_0086 MOD 2 - Modification to Concept Plan & State Significant Site listing
https://majorprojects.onhiive.com/index.pl?action=view_job&id=4153

Site: #547 Channel 7, Epping
hitps://majorprojects.onhiive.com/index.pl?action=view_site&id=547

Mark Brown

E: mark.brown@planning.nsw.gov.au
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