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14 October 2000 Youir Ref: ME10_0118 and WP_0119
Oue Ref: 33/ 07

The Acting Tearn Leader, Strategic fissessient Co Dapartiment of Planning

Departeaent of Planning o o Received

GPOBox39 o

Attention: Ms Anna Johnston c C 1 Seanning Moo

: Daa: Aswia,

R Bxhibition of Favironmerntial Assessrients and State Significant Bite study for
" Edmondson Park - MP10_ 0118 and MP10-011% o

- We act for Mr David Hedkenberg being the ownes of Tand at Zouch Road, ingleburn.
The subject land enmediately adjolns the subject 16 the south. We made a submission
‘4o the Department of Planning a number of years 650 0 include the subject land 28

. part of the South West Growth Centre (refer to attached submission}, The subject

' and and the adjoining property were the only properties not fncinded within the

plarming and It would appear that the only ‘veason for not inchuding these fands was
__Ztha‘c”tﬁer\e werein private ownership. T o '

Ot submission to the Department of Planning was clearly based on the premise that

these properties should have heen included given that the semainifig area was o be

- development for urban TIposes as residential Jots. The subject Tots dre soall rural

L residential Jobs and have no urban pdtenﬁai'-urli@sfiﬁﬂude& within the Release Axea.

" Indeed otk submission stated that the sitbject lands could be used for water quality

- purposes and that if these jands weze utilised for this purpose itwould free up other

fands identified for water quality defention systems. ‘Qur’ clients  also - made

" representation 10 Campbellswn City Courci, ‘and whilst-Couricil was sympathetc

o the matier, the.ownets; nameiy-ﬁamphe;k@m{%y Cotiricil and Landeom did not
- wish o include these lands within az appropriate trban release ates ouiome,

© Quz submission was riot accepted by the Department of Planning. The subject

- applications ‘now proposg water quality ‘basinis on valuable land that could be

. developed for residential purposes and the sifation is that ovr client’s Jand fs now
L iocaﬁed.ﬁelows’_z;:;hd'etenﬁon-syétems.,- e T T e '
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Te ghould be nioted that the subject properties e currently vacant, end there would
be o imnediate mpact on purchasing these lands for water Guality systeras. As it

now stinds, our clients are significantly impacted by the proposed development n

‘perms of the watér quality systens sdjoining their lands and the clear fact that there

' our concerns and hopefully agree to a mutually aprecable position that is suitable to.

s no upban poteniial for thése properties as & dlear result of the subject applications.

Tt is our opinion that hiad these lands bean indiuded, and then the water quality
systems wonld have been placed on these lands amd would have resulied ina betier

avban oulcome, As if Temains our clients are: sevérely impacied by fhe subject
developmenis. '

As such we formally lédge an objection to the proposal based on the above issues
raised. _ :

We waﬁl‘d hovsever, feéﬁ_est’ fhat a meeting be arranged o that we can fully detail

all parties,

" We look forward 15 a favourabie response and p!eaésé d6 not hesitate to corace me

should you require further darification on this matter.

" Sincerely youss,
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