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From: Angus Harris <angus@harrismail.id.au>
To: Mark Brown <mark.brown@planning.nsw.gov.au>
Date: 01/10/2010 16:58
Subject: Online Submission from Angus Harris {object)

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

Myself and my family strongly object to the proposed modification request.
My reasons are as follows:

The current approved proposal is too dense. It already greatly execeeds what would be approved by councH for a
site of that size, please refer to the dwelling count approved for the adjacent Brick Pit site. The proposal is to
increase this even more. This is not acceptable given the existing density of the local area and distance of the site
from major transport infrastructure.

The helght of the Dwellings is already toc heigh. Increasing the overal height on the raised site near the public area

will overshadow the public park even more.
My home outlooks directly towards the site and the increased height will impact my outlock and value of my

property.

The additional traffic is unacceptable for the local area. The additional dwellings will increase traffic but also couse
more onflow of residents parking onto surrounding streets. There is already Himited parking in Mobbs Lane. This will
lead to limited parking access to Fred Spurway Reserve for sporting events as the parking will afready be taken by

residents.

MName: Angus Harris
Address:

23/2 Freeman Place
Carlingford

NSW 2118

IP Address: 1p-122-152-148-234.asianetcom.net - 122.152.148.234

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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28" September 2010 REGEIVED

HSW GOVERNMENT
i Pianning

01007 204

METROPOLITAN PROJECTS

Regarding the application of Meriton Apartments Pty Ltd to modify concept plan (MP

05_0086).
Application No: MP 05_0086 MOD 2

By facsitnile: 9228 6455

Dear Sir/Madam

My wife and I have lived in the area for 41 years. Qver the past 10 years, we have noticed an
increase in density of housing and traffic. We were quite concerned to hear that Meriton
would be building such a large Apartment complex in Mobbs Lane, especially without any
plans by council of how this increase in population would be catered for In terms of additional
infrastructure to cope with such changes. After reading the proposal to increase the number
of apartments from 650 dwellings to 800, we have become quite alarmed.

We wish to state our objection to the proposed modification to the original
concept plan. We believe that it would be detrimental to the area and have outlined below

the reasons for our cbjection:

the area already has a high housing density. The increase mentioned in the proposed
modification would make living far too dense and overcrowded.

the traffic situation is already quite heavy and adding more units will only increase this
further. There has been no additional infrastructure proposed to cope with the additiona!
parking congestion and traffic that will surely ensue on Mobbs Lane itself as well as
surrounding backstreets, such as Edenlee St and Valley Rd.

the apartment blocks will be far too high. They would seem unsightly next to the one and
twa-storey homes in the surrounding area.

this additional height would also cause overshadowing of bushland and homes

of most concern, Is that the new plans and diagrams to reflect the proposed changes are
not readily accessible. Residents should have full access to the plans so that the full

impact on our neighbourhood can be properly reviewed.

We hope that you take into consideration the objections stated above when making your
deciston. '

Yours sincerely
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1 0CT 2010
Scanning Room

Major Projects Assessment
Dept. of Planning
G.P.0O.Box 39 Sydney N.S.W

13 Mulyan Ave.
Carlingford 2118
30 the Sept 2010

Reference:- Meriton Apartments Pty Ltd. — 61 Mobbs Lane (Former Channel

7 Site) Application No. 10- 0107
Dear Sir/Madam,

| hereby strongly object to the following :-

1. The concept plan approved by the Minister for Planning for the 650 number of

dwellings on the site.

2. The new unit mix to increase the number of dwellings from 650 to 800.

3. The project application for the construction of 28 townhouses ranging in height

between 2 to 3 storeys.

| object to the three proposals on the grounds that they represent a gross over

development of the site and locality. The proposals, if approved, would lead to traffic
congestion of huge proportions in Mobbs Lane and surrounding streets particularly

as the adjacent Brick Pit site is also an example of over development.

I further object on the grounds that as a resident living in a street leading into Mobbs
Lane | would be adversely affected by this proposed over development, unjustly so.

Copy;- Councillor Lorraine Wearne
Parramatta City Council
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Request by Meriton Apartments Pty Ltd to modify the Approved Concept Plan (MP ,M,
05_0086) and amend the State Significant Site listing — 61 Mobbs Lane, Epping (former ‘ h o i ‘
Channel 7 site) 0
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Application No. MP 05 0086 MOD 2

Prepared by Sarah Adam of 26/2 Freeman Place Carlingford 2118

. Tobject to the modification request issued by Meriton Apsrtments Pty Ltd for the reasons
i stated below; [P A

i l C;{ (‘, 5 43 -M.L.j-i"mﬂ»;,

The proposal is not appropriately situated to take advantage of existing public
transport.

" Buses o Eastwood and Epping station are infrequent. For example currently the 521
bus route fromn Mobbs lane to Eastwood Station only provides an houtly service
during morning peak hour and when you come home from work in the evening the
last 521 service is at 6.05pm. The proponents’ Environmental Jmpact Assessment
glosses over this in its assessment of traffic and transport implications.

e There is no parking left at either Eastwood or Epping station in the morning for peak
howr corumutes in to the city. Very few people will be inclined to walk the 2km
distance fo either station from the channel 7 site, which is a 20 to 25 min walk.

e Fastwood is the most frequently serviced statien in the Ryde LGA according to the
City of Ryde Integrated Transport and Land Use Strategy Centre Report for Eastwood
compiled in August 2007. More people getting on trains at Epping and Eastwood will
tave a flow on effect down the train line for commuters from West Ryde to North
Strathfield who already struggle to get seats in the morning.

Traffic impacts to our area will not be minimal
e Itis obvious that this increased number of dwellings will create greater congestion
during peak hour times and outside of peak hour.

‘Planning requirements should not be overturned at the whim of a developer
¢ The request to increase the number of dwellings from 650 to 800 and amend the
dwelling mix, replace the definition of gross floor area and delete the reference to 73
dwellings per hectare is in direct contravention of the original compliance with major
projects SEPP as outlined in Figure 1. If approved this will make a complete mockery
of having such planning requirements in place since they can clearly be overturned at
the whim of the developer.
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Tabls 1: Compliance with Major Projects SEPP {Amendment No. 6}

t Provision Proposal Comiment
1 10(2) Development for the
.| putpose of a dwelling must
| notbe carred out if it would
. i resultin;
¢ | (@) an average density of 73 dwellingsfhectare Complies.
i | more than 73 dwellings per
! hectare on the Channel 7 site,
P jor
(b) thete being more than 650 | 650 dwellings of various Complies.
| dwellings (whether of the types induding terraces,
: same or different types) on muitt unit hausing. and
the Channel 7 site. or residential flat buildings
(c) the total gross floor areas { 79, 500 (excluding 15% flaor Complies however all
j for dwellings within the space for balconies and only | potential balconies at 1.4m
Channel 7 site exceeding 8% far inefficiencies). wall height are included in
80, 000 square metres. 8, 000m? gross floor space
and this factors 20%
inefficiencies,

F@re 1: Extracted from APPENDIX G. Environmental Plarning Instruments Consideration
of the State Environmental Planning Policy (Major Projects) 2005.

‘Neighbourhood shops® should not be included as a permitted use in the Public

Recreation Zone.
e State Environmental Planning Policy (Major Development) 2005 legislation states

that the objectives of the Public Recreation Zone are as follows:

(8) to enable land to be used for open space or recreational purposes,

(b) to provide a range of recreational settings and activities and compatible land uses,
(¢) to protect and enhance the natural environment for recreational purposes,

(d) to provide a range of community uses that serve the needs of the people who live

and work in the surrounding neighbourhood.
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Neighbourhood shops do not provide 3 out of 4 of these objectives and so should not
be granted as a permitted use in the Public Recreation Zone,
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' In conclusion I do not want an extra 150 dwellings built on this site. I object to such a high
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moderation by statc government, To be adding two major developments, namely:

1. The charmel 7 site; and
2. The brick pit development
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In conclusion I do not want an extra 150 dwellings built on this site. 1 object to such a high
onate to the surrounding houses. I object to the lack of understandiegnd
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1. The channel 7 site; and
2. The brick pit development

in such close proximity to each other shows a total disregard for the communities of
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story proportionate to the surounding houses. 1 object to the lack of undexstanding and
moderation by state government. To be adding two major developments, namely:
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2. The brick pit development

in such close proximity to each other shows a total disregard for the communities of
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Submission Re - Modification Regquest, 61 Mobbs Lane, Epping (former Channel 7 site)

Appiication No MP 05_0086 MOD 2

Meriton Apartments Pty Ltd

Parramatta

Dear Sir,

I strongly object to this modification request for the following reasons:

1.

The development controls are already too dense for a residential area like Eppingand ideally
should be reduced to something similar to the old brick pit 2-storey housing on Midson
Road.

Meriton wants to increase the height of lower units to 6 storeys., This will remove the
remove the gradual height transition that was intended so that the development could
blend in with the one and two storey houses (such as my house)in the surrounding area
especially on the western Mohbs Lane side.

The surrounding bushland which my children loved playing in) will be degraded by the
overshadowing of the higher and bulkier buildings.

More traffic will be generated for what is quite a small local road system. It will create
parking problems and the forcing of traffic onto backstreets which are not built for this to
cope with,

There will be an encroached lack of privacy, with taller propoesed properties, on all sides.

The altered development deletes many 3 bedroom dwellings and replaces them with many
more 2 bedroom units. This will reduce the number of children in families and many more
singles brought to the area.

Meriton’s submission cannot be easily assessed as there are no new plans or photos to
adequately inform the community.

To sum up: The density of the development is a problem now without more development of the
original plans. The increase height is a big worry as overshadowing of surrounding bush, which we
have loved for 40 years, is under threat of degradation. Traffic and parking will cause chaos. The
balance of aduits, children and their elders is under threat and the increased numbers of singles a
threat for all. It appears to be a greedy inspiration by Meriton.

Pamela Green, owner 40 Third Avenue, Epping, NSW 2121



