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David Gibson - Barangaroo Development

- From: Doﬁglas Blake <dblake@ricedaubney.com.au§

To: - ™david.gibson@planning.nsw.gov.au™ <david.gibson@planning.nsw.gov.au>
Date: 24/09/2010 3:04 PM
Subject: Barangaroo Development

Dear Mr Gibson,

I am fortunate enough to have read the Hill Thalis letter of objection dated 8 September 2010 relating to the
Barangaroo Development. | understand that many have had their say on the development and that at this
stage for one to wade in on the argument, could in fact be considered one day too far away.

The calibre of project may not reside in my domain though the process being revealed is | fear but a greater
reflection of the ineptness of many approving bodies within the Sydney metropolitan area. | have much to say
but very few words except that | can not but see and understand the rightness in what this letter states.
understand that it has an agenda; everyone has an agenda, but the one fact or apparént objective that .
underpins this letter is the committed effort to maintain a reasoned voice on behalf of the public. To maintain
and create a great public space, a place for the people, a place that has been created with an sublime
intuitive vision. .

| hope that they, the authors, are unaware that they are giving this voice and would believe that they seek only
to provide for good urban planning and the subsequent architecture that inevitably follows. | do not wish to
make this statement long and know that so many words can be said in argument or support. What saddens
me though is that there feels an inevitability that business will win out and like the much maligned freeway that
passes across our quay, this development will in times too come be fraught with discussion and debate of lost
opportunities and provide governmental opposition fodder for future attacks and on and on one could go, but
no need to bother for it will be but our past and someone else’s future.

For the greatness of our city this letter of theirs could become marked as a pivotal point in this cities planning
history, for one who stood with it and stated publicly in defence that maybe they are right, a knowing and great
understanding would be had.

| know nothing of you Mr Gibson, nor you of me. | hope that you do in fact read this and only ask that a

-moment of your time in quite reﬂectlon somewhere on this magnificent foreshore of ours enables you to cast

your mind as to what could be. For the people.

Douglas Blake

RICE DAUBNEY '
ANALYSING CREATING AND IMPLEMENTING ARCHITECTURE
nominated architect: john daubney 3070 {nsw) | 1715 {qid}

110 walker street
north sydney 2060
{+612 9956 2666 | f +612 9959 3015

dblake@ricedaubney.com.au
www.ricedaubney.com.au

please consider our environment before printing this email
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David Gibson - THE FUTURE OF SYDNEY AND THE IMPORTANCE OF
BARANGAROO

From: Frdstrated Sydneysider <frustrated_sydneysider@hotmail.com>
To: <info@barangarco.com>, <information@planning.nsw.gov.au>,
<premier@nsw.gov.au>, <council@cityofsydney.nsw.gov.au>

Date: 24/09/2010 11:24 PM

Subject: THE FUTURE OF SYDNEY AND THE IMPORTANCE OF BARANGAROO

Good day,
I am a frustrated Sydneysider!

I live and work in Sydney.
I was born in Sydney, grew up in Sydney and am currently workang in Sydney. I have a great and unending

love and appreciation for this city and its great and fascinating history. A lifetime can be spent discovering its
abundance of fantastic natural and man made landmarks, where, no matter how many times you bear
witness to them, you can never cease to be amazed and awestruck by their power and beauty. '

The Sydney I have grown to love so much is the Sydney of yesteryear. The city that was driven, hungry,
inspired, willing, ready and able to take on the bold and daring steps necessary to make a statement to the
rest of the world, to assert our self confidence, to show the world what Sydney was capable of, express our
power, our ingenuity, our drive, our energy, our spirit, our willingness to innovate, take charge and lead the
world, our bid to assert ourselves firmly as Australia’s premier and only truly global city!. If you haven't
already guessed, what I am referring to is the construction of the Sydney Opera House and the Harbour
Bridge. The Sydney Opera House is perhaps the most iconic, beautiful, striking, innovate and important
building to ever come out of the 20™ Century. No matter how many times you look at it, no matter how long
you stare at it, the jaw dropping amazement, and inevitable sense of pride that comes over you is never
ending and eternal. Similarly the Harbour Bridge, the world’s largest and most recognized steel arched bridge
in the world is a testament to our engineering prowess, as is a stunning world renowned internationally
recognised icon not just for Sydney but for all of Australia. Add in the harbour, our sublime climate and great
culture and you have a recipe for one of the best cities anywhere in the world. ‘

Sydney: A city in declme

The sad truth is that the Sydney of today is quite different, The Sydney of today is marked by a chronic lack
of confidence, an unwillingness to be daring, bold and inspiring, a crippling NIMBY (Not-in-my-backyard) anti-
development mentality, a completely unjustified and restrictive building height limit covering the entirety of

- the CBD, courtesy of the City of Sydney council, and a general air of stagnation, tiredness and above all ugly

complacency. Sydney has had it so good for so long that we assume that, even if we do nothing, we will
continue to remain Australia’s premier city, its emerald city of dreams, its only global city, its gateway etc.
Well, just like all great powers, stagnation and complacency has always and WILL always cause great powers

* to fall, their past glories con5|gned to the history books. Do we really want this to happen to our great city of

Sydney'

" There are many contributing factors to Sydney’s stagnation and decline. Namely these factors include; a lack

of efficient infrastructure, crippling bureaucracy, inefficient & ineffective government, rampant NIMBYism and
an anti-development mentality. All aspects are important and must be explored. In this article however I wish
to explore in detail the issue of rampant NIMBYism, Sydney’s anti-development mentality and, most
importantly, Sydney’s restrictive-by-world-standards height restrictions imposed over the CBD,

Sydney as a global alpha + world city competing with the likes of Hong Kong, New York, London & Paris, -
needs to demonstrate its competitiveness, its boldness, its daring, its innovation and, importantly, its
undeniable sense of self-confidence in order to atiract the international investment, global enterprise,
students, workers, residents and tourists that allow Sydney to thrive. Bold & inspiring architecture and
fantastic public places are an absolute necessity and prerequisite to attracting tourists, businesses, residents,
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workers and tourists alike. Putting aside for now technical factors attracting investment such as energy rates,
building floor plates, infrastructure etc, if we think about it, if we took away the harbour, the Harbour Bridge,
the Opera House, our sublime climate, our beaches and so on, how many regional headquarters of
international multinational companies would simply shut shop and move to places like Melbourne to run their
business? How many tourists, international students, migrants, or residents for that matter would have
decided to live in Melbourne, Perth of Brisbane rather than Sydney? Honestly, minus our bells and whistles
Sydney is truly a listless affair falling far behind Melbourne in terms of the quality of the inner CBD itself. The
Harbour Bridge, the Opera House, and other unique and exciting structures (at least for the time) such as
Sydney Tower, Governor Phillip Tower, Chifley Square, Aurora Place, help make. up for some of the CBD's
other shortcomings and provides us with fantastic focal points that help define the character of our city and is
the image we sell to the worid.

Barangaroo - Gateway to our city or another missed opportunity?

Sydney needs another iconic building. As awe-inspiring and majestic as our existing icons are, we must
refrain from falling victim to our own complacency and move forward with vigor in developing new projects
that continue to be bigger and bolder. The development proposal at Barangaroo South is one such
opportunity to make a statement! The indicative designs of the hotel are impressive, the design innovative,
imaginative and unlike any other building I have seen. This landmark building will undoubtedly serve as
Sydney's next focal point and tourist attraction. It will also reinforce our leading environmental capabilities
and our commitment to reducing carbon emissions, reforesting areas that were once concrete jungles and
contributing to the health of the harbour and wildlife via the reestablishment of the headland. The benefits to
Sydney would be immense. The only regret: That the project is not even bigger and even bolder.
Despite all of its positives, the entire development is constrained by restrictive height limits and the persistent
background static that is the unfounded and unjustified anti-development mantra of the vocal minority who
oppose the project, who wish to discount the view: of the silent majority who want the very best for Sydney,
and force upon all of Sydney and Australia for that matter their archaic and unjustified view points that often
results in scaled down developments, missed opportunities and a laughing stock being made of our backward
and sheltered city.

Whilst I favor Lend Lease’s amended concept plan over its original concept plan, I wish to stress to Lend
Lease, the City of Sydney council, the NSW Government, the Barangaroo Delivery Authority and the people of
Sydney, that to make this a truly world class precinct, worthy of standing up to today’s bold and innovative
developments around the world; it is imperative that design excellence at all levels must be achieved & most
importantly the height of all of these buildings (especially the commercial office buildings) are increased
significantly so that the space is used efficiently, sufficient floor space is created NOW to cater for the growth
of our city into the future; and at least something mildly acceptable (in terms of height) by world standards
can be developed and showcased to the world.

Despite my disappointment, anything is better than one massive concrete slab! Although, those in the NIMBY
camp would have you think otherwise! Desperate to preserve their multi million dollar apartment views of
Balmain, & Pyrmont, worried about the tyrannous shadow that will terrorize their flower patch for 30 minutes
a day, or determined to turn all of Sydney into a dog walking park, these individuals have been relentless in
spreading information riddled with hyperbole, scare tactics and misrepresentations which has resulted in
Barangaroo being scaled down once already. Lend Lease, the NSW Department of Planning, and the
Barangaroo Delivery Authority PLEASE do not bow to the pressure of this vocal minority and scale
down this development even further, do the opposite and demand that it be bigger, bolder,
brasher and more innovative. Push the envelope, reach for the sky, and show the world that Sydney is,
once again confident, self assured, hungry, driven, innovative, and willing to lead the world! Do it for those
who make up the silent majority who want Sydney to prosper and who DO NOT want our city’s significance
on the world stage to be consigned to the history books! Do not pander to or compromise with the vocal

. minority who, had they got their way, would have resulted in something as beautiful, iconic, innovate, daring,

bold and significant as the Opera House never being built! Tell me, who in this day and age wishes that the
Opera House, the Harbour Bridge or Sydney Tower was never built? That's right NO ONE! (except, perhaps,
for a few in the anti-development crowd who just oppose any sort of development!)

In a similar fashion, Barangaroo will face the same ferocious hostility however please, for the sake of Sydney,

- IGNORE ALL OF THIS BACKGROUND NOISE for, in the decades to come, if developed in the right way,

Barangaroo will become another iconic and loved part of Sydney!
And remember, this is the CBD! This is THE PLACE FOR BIG BOLD AND INNOVATE DEVELOPMENT The more

it occurs here, the less it must occur else ware, preserving the environment and the quality of life for those
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people living in the suburbs!

To the anti-development crowd out there, if you don't like development then what are you doing
living close to the CBD of a significant global city!??1?

Height Limits

As an individual who is passionate about the environment, you may be wondering how I can reconcile my

-desire for bold development with ry desire to simulianeously improve the environment. The answer is

simple. By relaxing the terribly restrictive height limits imposed on our city (Maximum height limit of 235
meters to roof, applicable to only a few select areas of the CBD) developers wilt be able to efficiently compile
more office space, more apartments, more hotel rooms and more retail space into a single block of land,
building upwards rather than outwards. Imagine if you will how much land could be reclaimed by nature if
our urban suburban sprawl was stopped in its tracks, and individuals were forced to live in high density high
rise buildings? Imagine how much more space within our CBD could be reclaimed by trees, flowers, parks,
boulevards and other public places if building were taller and development less dense as it were no longer
necessary to expand outwards and build on every last inch of land in order to fit in what you can within an
extremely restrictive height limit. :

The current height limit of approximately 235 meters to roof is by world standards unacceptably restrictive.
What is worse is that this already constrained and restrictive height limit applies only to a small number of
sites in the CBD, with a great majority of areas suffering under limits of around 150 meters or fess. It is with

.great appreciation that height limits in certain areas of our CBD are strictly enforced so as to preserve public
_ access areas such as Hyde Park from being plunged into shadow during the course of an afternoon, however,

there are many other areas of the city (for example, the north eastern part of the CBD containing such areas
such as Hunter Street, Bligh Street, Spring Street, Bent Street efc; the north west side of the CBD containing
building such as Grosvenoer place, Suncorp Tower, Australia Square + the northern end of Kent Street,
Clarence Street etc; all areas of the CBD south of Hyde Park extending down to Central Station -+ Barangarco
South) whereby it is extremely hard to see why building heights have remained as restrictive as they

“currently are now.

In the center of the CBD workers and residents already experience overshadowing by those tall skyscrapers
such as Chifley Square, Governor Phillip Tower, Aurora etc during the morning and mid morning periods,
experiencing adequate sun during the middle of the day. The construction of buildings reaching or exceeding
the 235 meter height limit in the north west part of the city would not change this. Afternoon sunshine may
be compromised however there are no major public parks or access ways that would significantly suffer under
these conditions. It should be noted that assuming these buildings are the same approximate heights as
those in the eastern CBD then there should not be any further overshadowing of the Botanical Gardens. It
must be noted that the economic expansion and international recognition that such big, bold and inspiring
skyscrapers would bestow upon this city simply cannot be jeopardized because a few people miss out on
some afternoon sunshine (let its also be remembered that the majority of people will not emerge from their
offices until the evening, whereby, especially in the winter months, the slight loss of sunshine is completely
an irrelevant factor given the fact that it gets dark by clock off time).

The southern portion of the CBD (the area surrounding & south of the World Tower complex) similarly should
have no issue exceeding the 235 meter height limit imposed due to the lack of major public access areas.

It is understood and appreciated that Sydney is bound by the blanket CASA height restriction of around 300
meters , and that there is a desire to maintain Sydney tower’s uninterrupted viewing platform (250 meters
above grid). In this case it is still imperative that roof heights of buildings in the future come as close to 250
meters as can be achieved without interrupting these views, however for the sake of boldness, daring, and
inspiration, architectural features such as spires should be encouraged to ‘reach for the sky’ in a similar
fashion to the Q1 building located at Surfers paradise.

It is understood and appreciated that, given any potential relaxation of height restrictions inta the future,
buildings will not automatically be built taller, for this is the product of economics and market forces. However

our overly restrictive height limits are sure to limit architectural boldness and scope of design excellence This
issue must be addressed and rectified., :

The relaxation of height restrictions and the construction of taller buildings will provide Sydney with numerous
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benefits including;

Efficient use of the limited space available within the CBD

1.

2. Reduced requirement for increased density and urban sprawl

3. Enhanced economic capacity via an increase in commercial floor space

4. ' Enhanced capacity to cater for an increasing population via increased residential floor space

5. The ability to build a taller and less dense CBD, allowing public parks, plants, gardens, walk ways etc
to become more prevalent throughout the CBD without compromising our economic capacity.

6. An ability for developers to further explore & express architectural boldness, innovation and design
excellence when constructing buildings, leading to increased aesthetics within the CBD.

Conclusion

In conclusion, the time for anti-development sentiment, rampant NIMBYism, ugly stagnation and
complacency is over. Sydney must enter the 215 Century confident, ready and willing to compete on the
world stage, maintain its relevance, strive to achieve and maintain greatness and relevancy, and, most
importantly, lead a green revolution that can be greatly assisted by building taller buildings, reducmg density,
tackling urban sprawi and demanding design excellence.

The rampant NIMBYism and anti-development sentlment crippling Sydney is so entrenched that it is unlikely
my words will make any difference to the state of play. However, it is my hope that you will heed these words
and do what is right for Sydney!

Kindest regards,

Frustrated Sydneysider
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David Gibson - Barangaroo

From: Jack Davison <jack.davison@gmail.com>
To: <information@planning.nsw.gov.au>
Date: 27/09/2010 8:36 AM

Subject: Barangaroo '

To whom it may concern,

I read in the papef today that the Lend Lease spokesman, David Hutton, has received "huge suppbrt;
we have an enormous amount of feedback, and with our project application we have been criticised
for reducing its height".

In a seemingly vain attempt to go a little way toward correcting his gross misconception (or, as one
suspects, misrepresentation) I attempted to find somewhere on the NSW Planning website to register
this particular citizen's vehement opposition to such a view. For a matter of such significance, it

¢/ seems strange that [ was unable to find, say, a BIG link on the main page.

N

W

Not oniy is encroaching into the harbour a Rubicon which must not be crossed, the utility of the
building (international hotel) will be a flat zero at best, or a negative, due to shading.

Whilst I have none of the qualifications required to make this a better plan myself, one hopes the
Department of Planning has retained some staff who are capable of securing outcomes for the benefit
of the people of this state, rather than simply unlocking land and flinging it at the developer who will
provide the most immediate fiscal return for Treasury, all the time paying only lip service to public
access, utility; aesthetics and the environment.

From what I have read and seen, the only silver lining so far is that it will be facing the abomination
that is already the western side of Darling Harbour. '
- I await a response.

. Davi
C) Jack Davison
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From: "George Lombard" <george@AUSTIMMIGRATION.COM.AU>

To: <david.gibson@planning.nsw.gov.au>
Date: - 27/09/2010 3:03 pm
Subject: Barangaroo submission

Attachments: Barangaroo submission.doc

Dear Mr Gibson,

I was struck by the arrogance of the Lend Lease position as reported in
the Sydney Morning Herald this morning and wanted it to be recorded that
| am not a member of any silent majority as far as Barangaroo is
concerned.

Please let me know if these submissions are in the appropriate format.

Regards,

George Lombard -
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27 September 2010

The Director General

Department of Planning

GPO Box 32

Sydney

NSW 2001

Attention : David Gibson

Email: david.gibson@planning.nsw.gov.au

Dear Sir,

It was with a measure of deep regret that I read this inoming’s Sydney Morning Herald piece
noting that Lend Lease is claiming some sort of silent consensus with respect to the
desecration of the Barangaroo site, see http:/www.smh.com.au/nsw/public-delighted-by-

barangaroo-lend-lease-20100926-1 5sfu.htmi .

As one of the very few members of the public to have used this site recreationally in the past
six months, I wish to make the following observations.

1. The only appropriate use for Barangaroo is as a public breathing space — ie totally
removed from building except incidentally and instead returned to the public as a
park, a substantial green park with spaces for grass and people. It’s extraordinary that
given the number of people now living in urban infill spaces between Glebe and the
City that this is the only remaining harbor frontage available for preservation for
public purposes, and the only space capable of being returned to the community other
than as a developer’s trophy park.

2. Asking Lend Lease to fund a park will do no more than encourage the developers to
use the park as their private space, and through a variety of means, including
managing the flow of pedestrian traffic, strategic siting of facilities, and above all the
massive overview which any user of the park would be immediately and intrusively
aware of, is it to be doubted that the proposed Barangaroo Park as funded by Lend
Lease would be no more than their own trophy park? Any public park should be
protected from such domination. :

3. At the moment any attempt to walk from the ANZAC Bridge to the Harbour Bridge is
an exercise in urban terrorism, you’re forced to confront development which stretches
down to the waterfront with only minimal and desultory concessions to green space
for children, families and their pets. We have recently made this walk twice and 1

GLC MIGRATION

, George Lombard

- gfrr-13 Lackey Street, Summer Hill NSW 2130
PO Box 257, Swmmer Hill, NSW 2xrz0

Ph. #61 :+61 (2) 97990085 Fx. +61 (2) 97472170
george@austimmigration.com.au
www.austimmigration.com.au
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GLC MIGRATION

ﬁ GIORCE LOMBARDCONSITANGY |

think it’s worth noting that taking a dog through Darling Harbour is prohibited so that
if you do want to construct a city which has public spaces and concessions to walkers
then Barangaroo should principally be planned as a public space for people to go
through on their way to the Harbour Bridge and dog owners should be invited to -
participate. We often walk our labrador along this space and marvel at the
opportunity which has been presented by the demise of the old shipping terminal; it’s
a perfect place to promote a healthier lifestyle for inner city dwellers on the
foreshores, in fact possibly a last chance in this millennium. Certainly this is not an -
opportunity to be wasted in the short time before the next NSW election, or the
current batch of planners can expect ridicule normally preserved for that other
recalcitrant millenarian of note, King Canute. However the tide — global warming
notwithstanding — won’t hide the extent of the ignorance involved.

. To the extent that this is the only space in that stretch which is capable of presentation

as a fully developed park with playgrounds, public gardens, sculpture and striking
outlooks, I cannot believe that you cannot quarantine it from development or that you .
would consider using anything less than the totality of the space available. To that
extent I would submit that the current overseas passenger terminal be returned to
public use and that the creeping cancer of Darling Harbour be terminated at that site.
Passenger ships can successfully use Sydney Cove, a place with immediate transport
connections and access to the city. It’s difficult to justify any sacrifice of this
valuable space to commercial interests or foreign tourists.

. Isit'necessary to consider a walled-off water’s edge? The continuity of a seafront

esplanade should be maintained from the ANZAC Bridge to the Harbour Bridge with
no exceptions. If the corridor could be dedicated to Paul Keating then perhaps his

“aspirations to public immortality could be assuaged successfuily.

. Ifit’s necessary to pay for the site’s decontamination or restoration then one would

have thought that the obvious source of funding should be the businesses and
developments at the southern end of Darling Harbour; personally I would be relaxed
about an underground carpark being established in this area, noting that access to this
end of Darling Harbour is nothing short of tragic, and this might also defray costs as
well as support the range of businesses and residential spaces between the northern
end of Barangaroo and the Harbour Bridge. However nothing justifies intrusion into
the park space, nothing at all.

Thank you for the opportunity to make this submission

" Yours sincerely,

GLC MIGRATION

: George Lombard
3i1-13 Lackey Street, Summer Hill NSW 2130
PO Box 257, Sumimer Hill, NSW 2130

Ph, +61 :+61 (2} 97990085 Ex. +061 (2) 97972170
george@austimmigration.com.au

WWW. austimmigratmn com.at
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From: "George Lombard" <george@AUSTIMMIGRATION.COM.AU>
To: <david.gibson@planning.nsw.gov.au>
Date: 30/09/2010 10:38 am
Subject: Further Barangaroo Submission
Attachments: Barangaroo submission 2.doc
Dear Mr Gibson,
| would be grateful if you would associate this further submission with
my earlier submission.
Regards,

George Lombard

&

RMA 8601056

PO Box 257 Summer Hill NSW 2130

Australia

Ph +61-2-97990085

fax 61-2-97972170

www.austimmigration.com.au
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30 September 2010

The Director General

Department of Planning

GPO Box 39

Sydney

NSW 2001

Attention : David Gibson

Email: david.gibson@planning.nsw.gov.au

Dear Sir,

Further to my earlier Barangaroo submission of 27 September 2010 I would be grateful if you
would add these supplementary thoughts to the consultation process.

I concede that these further submissions have been prompted by the Sydney Morning Herald
piece giving Lord Rogers free rein to comment on the planning process, see
http://www.smh.com.au/nsw/stick-to-the-plan-or-risk-greatness-20100928-15vv2.html and
the public reaction to his views at hitp:/www.smh.com.au/national/letters/we-dont-need-an-

englishman-lording-it-over-us-20100929-15x9q.html .

Having been provoked into further consideration of this matter, and in particular having now

viewed the Barangaroo Delivery Authority website at http://www.barangaroo.com/ | am
appalled that such a large slice of public land is being given up to developers when the
critical need for central Sydney is for parkland.

Pursuing Lord Rogers’ appeal to civic greatness, I assume that he would put London forward
as a city which has had greatness thrust upon it. However I do not recall there being 5 metres
of public park facing the Thames between Harrow and Greenwich. The fact that the London

authorities are only now creating a riverside park — see

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Thames Barrier Park - ought to serve as a significant warning

that what Lord Rogers regards as greatness in London is evidently only aspirational, and
certainly not a standard which we should adopt in Sydney. I shudder to imagine what sort of
“greatness” awaits Canberra if he ever gets involved in the planning process there.

GLC MIGRATION

George Lombard

3/1r-13 Lackey Street, Summer Hill NSW 2130
PO Box 257, Summer Hill, NSW 2130
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To that extent I can confirm my earlier submissions, with the additional concern that the
Barangaroo Delivery Authority should be requested to recommence the public consultation
process now that the public is more adequately informed of the short-sighted theft of this
public land.

I would appreciate your confirmation that the division of the Barangaroo space into three
separate precincts, the so-called “Headland Park”, “Barangaroo Central” and “Barangaroo
South”, in no way inhibits the incorporation of all three precincts in a single foreshore park.

The idea that only one of these precincts could be presented as a trophy park invites the
question of why the other spaces could not also have been incorporated. Given that the
spaces involved are still untouched it’s not too late to preserve the entire area, or “suburb” as
Wikipedia prematurely calls it.

Thank you for the opportunity to make this further submission

Yours sincerely,

George Lombard

GLC MIGRATION

George Lontbard

3/1r-13 Lackey Street, Summer Hill NSW 2130
PO Box 257, Summer Hill, NSW 2130

Ph. +61 ++61 (2) 97090085 Fx. +61 (2} 97972170
george@austimmigration.com.au
www.austimmigration.com.au
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: GPO Box 39
'- Sydney NSW 2001

Barangaroo Concept Plan Modiﬁcatlson

-:'Dear Sir/Madam e i
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fhe Gross Floor Area should remaln at the Approved Co -ept_}?lan level. The -~ =

-tesidential tower of 175 metres could the ocated in'a south~west direction.

;_.:The two opposite residential towers listed W TS of 160 and 131 metres 0 have

: __‘xherr hemhts 1educed to pmwde . acceptab’l" ew corridor;

o Youis mncereiy,

.Reg and Ros]yn Hofer
Stamford on Kent
:1.901! 183 Kent Street L

is to happen it will be necessary: forf; e :'3?';'{5 e
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* Electorate office

168 Oxford Street Paddington NSW 2027
s iT.02 0350 5053 FOZ 9331 6083
i E sydney@pariamentnsw.gov.al:
| wwiclovenmoose. com:

MEMBER FOR SYDHNEY

1 October 2010

The Hon Tony Kelly

Minister for Planning

Level 34 Governor Macquarie Tower
1 Farrer Place

Sydney NSW 2000

Dear Minister

Barangaroo Concept Plan Modification MP06_0162 Mod 4

| make this submission as the Member for Sydney. Barangaroo, which is an important public
project involving public land, resources and facilities, is within my electorate and my constituents
have a significant interest in the future of this site. Many constituents have raised concerns with me
about this project.

This important urban renewal project is vital to the inner city, particularly the Central Business
District where it will allow the financial services sector, which underpins Sydney’s global city status,
to expand. It will also provide major new public parks and harbour foreshores, housing, shops and
cultural venues.

However, the proposed Barangaroo Concept Plan Modification is a major departure from the
existing planning framework. While some proposals are improvements and supportable including
an active and continuous waterfront promenade, | share widespread community concern about the
application as a whole and believe it requires substantial amendment.

The additional 60,000 square metres of floor area proposed should be rejected. it will create
a serious shortfall in public transport access, and erode environmental amenity of the site
through wind and overshadowing.

Traffic and Transport

The proposed increase to floor space will require additional public transport, cycling and pedestrian
infrastructure.

Since approval of the last Concept Plan in 2009, plans for the CBD Metro have been withdrawn
and pedestrian links with Wynyard Station lack full funding commitments, despite this proposed
infrastructure being used to justify the 120,000 square metre increase in floor area approved in
2009.

Existing pedestrian links are already close to capacity and will not cope with the current expected
increase in pedestrian activity, let alone further increases if the proposed modified Concept Plan is

approved.

The Barangaroo project is expected to result in 33,000 additional pedestrians using Wynyard
Station, with no associated increase to station capacity. Wynyard Station is already near capacity,
and the bus interchange is at capacity.

LWORDFILESUSSUES S\PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT\EAST DARLING HARBOUR\2010\BARANGAROO CONCEPT PLAN MOD 4 SUBMISSION 4 101001 TNL.DOC
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The Concept Plan should impose Council's DCP controls to limit wind impacts while
retaining public access.

Overshadowing
Solar access is essential to the success of public space.

The large floor plates and proposed heights of the office towers will create significant and
unacceptable overshadowing of the existing foreshore promenade, especially during the busy
winter late morning period.

Under the proposed scheme, Stamford on Kent apartment residents will lose access to essential
sunlight, reducing both amenity and the opportunity to install solar power infrastructure. The loss of
sunlight will result in an increase in residents' energy use through heating and lighting.

Building locations and heights must respect existing homes' need for sunlight.

The hotelftower pier will overshadow significant parts of the Pyrmont foreshore with the shadow
falling over large areas of Darling Harbour, throughout the year.

Heights should be reduced with towers required to taper as they get higher to reduce
overshadowing.

Views

The View Impact Analysis report is inadequate and fails to demonstrate the full extent of view loss
caused by the proposed modified Concept Plan.

| am particularly concerned about impacts on Millers Point, where views an important part of the
area's heritage value. The city skyline currently can't be seen from Argyle Place, but the proposed
increase in height of the residential towers in Block 4 and the proposed hotel tower/ pier in Darling
Harbour, will dominate the skyline and block heritage views of Sydney Harbour from Argyle Place.
Panoramic views between Millers Point and Darling Harbour will be limited by the proposed hotel
tower/ pier.

Block 4 should be redesigned fo retain historic views within the Millers Point Heritage
Conservation Area.

Proposed building heights will restrict historically significant panoramic views from Sydney
Observatory and Observatory Hill to the north, west and south, across Darling Harbour and of the
sky and horizon. There is also risk of light spill to the Observatory from residential towers at night.

Views into, out of, and within Darling Harbour will be restricted by the proposed hotel tower/ pier
and the bulky and steep buildings proposed do not integrate well with Darling Harbour.

Other parts of the public domain including Hickson Road, High Street, and the elevated pedestrian
bridges along Munn Street will have severely restricted water views, with a large portion taken up
by large walls at close range. This will severely impact on local character and amenity.

Failure to align the proposed Margaret Street West with Margaret Street and the proposed
orientation of building C5 at an angle will also prevent views of the water. Only narrow views at the
western edge will be possible and views of the sky from Margaret Street will be limited.



(5)
Affordable Housing

Affordable housing provisions in the proposed Concept Plan must be significantly
increased.

The commitment of "up to" 2.3 per cent ignores the housing affordability crisis and prevents key
workers like teachers, police, nurses and cleaners being able to live in the inner city close to where
they work.

As a publicly owned site, housing affordability should be a high priority. There are few urban
renewal opportunities remaining in the inner city, and | share the community view that 20 per cent
of residential units should be required for key workers, with the absolute minimum set at 10 per
cent. Barangarco should follow world's best practice like the Lower Manhattan renewal project
which could include up to 20 per cent affordable housing units, or the Greenwich Peninsula
redevelopment in London which will include 38 per cent affordable housing.

Sustainability

Ecologically Sustainable Development commitments which have been made should be
embedded in any consent conditions and should have been specified in the proposed concept
plan.

Barangaroo is integral to the City of Sydney’s proposal for a low carbon zone in the northern CBD
and must be able fo connect with decentralised energy, waste and water collection systems.

Space should be allocated in a basement area for a district green infrastructure hub, capable of
housing a low carbon zone tri-generation system.

Cruise Passenger Terminal
The site should retain a cruise passenger terminal. If larger international cruise vessels of similar

scale to the Queen Mary Il cannot use the site, this does not preclude use by smaller passenger
cruise ships, tall ships and other visiting vessels.

The terminal should remain in its current location or be transferred to another position on
the site,

Process

The plans are difficult to understand for non-technical experts, particularly in the short time
provided for comment. | am concerned that not all impacts were fully understood by the local
community or affected communities. A project of this size and importance requires public meetings
and open debate, where plans are clearly explained and discussed, and interested community
members are provided with a range of opportunities to ask questions of Lend Lease, the
Barangaroo Delivery Board and Department of Planning staff.

Yours sincerely

A )

Clovér Moore
Member ydney
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Biil and Eva Joh’n’s’toéié

- Marrickvile NSW 2204

R “The Dn"ector '
- Government Lands Soc:zai Prmects
. Department of Ptannmg
- GPO Box 39
. Sydney NSW 2001

. Dear Siror Madam:

) Re- City of Sydneys Submission re Lend Lease s Plan for Barangaroc South- E

We wish to iodge our ob;ectmn in the strongest possrb[e terms to the plan for

" ‘Barangaroo-South as prepared by Lend Lease. We have viewed the City.of -
11 -Bydney's submission and their alternative proposals; that is, that the site be~ E
.- considered as two separate sites and that one site be corisidered for approval with o

- in particular we eb;ect to

= The proposed hotel over the waters of Darf:ng Harbour:

The bulk, size-and scale of the proposed high rise buildings;
The [oss of fareshore and privatisation of public space;

6 & e @

will use thig highly intensive development; and’ _
o The Eess of the passenger smppmg i:ermma[ which is bast iacated at

. the madifications proposed by the City of Sydney, and the other be refused outrfght;- S k

We support’ the City of Sydney's. altemat:ve pr@pasal R s

The lack of public transport infrastructure for the: resxdents and Workers who

7 the parkland. Unless the. park becomes a destination for festivals, artworks, public
-i-ce§ebratuons and the I:ka st may becﬂme a dangerous piace attractmg al! sarts of

| ':3':'20 Octoberzo-‘l,ﬁ _ _:':- o

S feature of the. weét_e SJde ef the Sydney Iaﬂdscape mhabited as ;t IS w:th vildt Port
e -;_Jackson ths fems a '5 : Ll

s In reiatton to the haadland par”k we. object fo the iack ofa pal’hcuiar use pmposed forr SR
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In accordance Witk Standing Order84
PETITION - BARANCARO&&?&f‘e{éﬁ‘é‘%ﬁ?&?‘é}:‘é"s‘é;*s?é?n;‘%i%m
% vttt g
" Open and Transparent Process: Dedicated Bays Renewal 'ff’ﬁxﬁﬁfﬁi‘@%“f Assembly
Strategic and Iutegra;gd Planning Framework.

To the Honpurable Speaker and Members of the Legislative Assembly of New
- South Wales. The petition of certain citizens of New South Wales brings to the
attention of the House:

® The lack of transparency in relation to the development of the Barangaroo
site on Hickson Road, Millers Point (formerly known as East Darling
Harbour)
& The need for a strategic and integrated planning framework for the entire
- area from Darling Street Wharf, East Balmain to Barangarco, Millers
Point.

The undersigned petitioners therefore ask the Legislative Assembly fo:

e Open an inquiry into the development processes of the Barangaioo site.

¢ Support the creation of a dedicated Bays Renewal Committee to
coordinate redevelopment in the Sydney Harbour areas from Darling
Street Whatf, East Balmain through to North Barangaroo, Millers Point,

e Support the Bays Renewal Committee in coordinating a strategic and
integrated planning framework for the Sydney Harbour areas from
Darling Street Wharf, East Baimam to Barangaroo, Millers Pmni
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FRIENDS OF BARANGAROD. PO'Box 284 HORNSBY NSW 1630



Ms Jodi McKay

Minister for Tourism

Level 31 Government Macquarie Tower
SYDNEY NSW 2000 -

-August 23, 2010

Dear Ms McKay,

As Minister for Tourism 1 am writing @ you with serious concerns regardmg the proposed
. development of Barangaroo (The Hungry Mile). I would appreciate your response to the
. following issues: '

e The scale of the propcsed development well exceeds the approved winging design.

As this development is on public land I would expect that the Government should

: abide by its original decision. The variation to the winning design as recently

{0 : published im the media substantially exceeds the original speciﬁ'catibns It should

theréfore be incumbent on the Government to. resubmit what is @ major revision to
both houses of Parliament for 'éhe;r consideration and approval.

e A request has ‘been made by the Greens in the Legzsiatxve Couneil for the
+  Government 1o submit for review all papers associated with the process to date. 1
understand that this request has, to date nof been complied with, As Lend Lease will
profit handsomely from the use of public land, an open and transparent process
miust be in place to assure the public that our interestson the use of public land is

+ protected. 1 would therefore request that as an elected member of Parliament you

requested papers.

Darimg Harbour to White Bay. Was there a business case developed for this move
and was the cost-of moving the cruise ships terminal and assoctated building of the
transport infrastructure which no doubt will be funded from: the pubhc purse
identified, _ ,

/""‘\
Lo
g

® Itis important that the deveiopmem of Baranga.roe cotnisider the views. and wishes of
its citizens and not Jjust those of private developers I would also like: to be reassured
that the Barangaroo Délivery Authority is open, transparent and impattial especlally ‘
as | understand its Chief Emsunva is-a former executive of Lend. Lease '

Piease note ‘that I am n@t Bprsed ’to development as specxﬁed in the w:mmng desxgn I am
, concemed at the inapptopriate scale of the developmm asproposed by Lend Lease. -~ -~
- Tawait you eariy respcnse as 1 think thzs issue is of a very setious nature.
k2

You;rs smcercl}f y

6 Roseveai S&éet .
Stanmore NSW 2048

- > | . -zf&/&é&ggm

make representation to-the (}ovennnent to submit to the Legislative Coumli the .

e  On the question of the Darling Harbour passenger terminal [ would liké further -
E details fromi the Government on the reason for moving the passenger terminal from

n



TEEr e
18 Burwood Road Whitebridge NSW - 2200 AUSTRALIA
Phone/Fax 0249 460812 - Mobile U427 460612 7 Email cygnet@hunterink.netau
Owners: 2602/183 Kent Sireet, Sydney, NSW, 2000
. 2 October 2010
The Premier of NSW

The Hon. Kristina Keneally

Govefnor Macquarie Tower

1 Farrer Place

GPO Box 5341

Sydrniey NSW 2000 .
Also via emall to: premier@ nsw.gov.au; ¢ planning@lpma.nsw.gov.au

Dear Mrs Keneally,

RE: OBJECTION TO SC‘A‘&E‘ AND IMP.M?T OF PROPOSED BARANGAROO DEVELOPMENT

- We have wntten to you previcusly in regard to Barangaroo and write agam te remind you 'of our epposmon to the

stale and density of the latest proposals for the: site,

We are pleased that you feel the development. is of suchi importance for you to assume personal responsibliity.
However, the reason for you taking control should not be, as yeu were quoted as- saying fast week to prevent the

‘project being derailed by a smalf group in the community.

The Institute of Australian Architécts and focai residents ofﬂﬁ_s-hiét@ﬁc: part of Sydney are not marginal groups or to

“be ignored, but vital to the success of @ welb-designéd and icoiiic development that should set new standards in
‘sustainable ¢ity living. Rather than being vexatious; these groups are'vital 10 Barangareo's future-and deserve tobe ~

heard in the debate over such an ;mportant and sensiive deveiopment

We are not opposed to Barangaroo, but are deeply 'cmnca_rned 4t the ramifications of its overdevelopment, which will

- have serious repercussions for alf Sydneysiders. You had -an- award-winning design for the ares that had broad

community support but this has been thrown out in favour 6f modification after modification, each oné bigger and
denser than the lasl, and more and more-in-favour of the: developer. These modifications also senousiy contravene

- the Department of Planning's own principles of planning design.

As prewousiy stated we have been distressed to read Keneally's Catastrophe" in the Sepiember issue of Ceniral

magazine and many other media reports expressing slara and disbelisf at the poor planning pnnctp!es and over N

development propdsed for Barangarae, We objsct strangly 1o the scale of the latest proposals and the high-handed

" and secretive:manner in which your governmént has been authonsmg their approval and constant changes of plan.

These ptans show callous dnsregard for the standsrd of living for all Sydneysiders, parficularly the residents of the

" Btamford on Kent building at-183 Kent Street, whiose sunlight, views, property values, health aﬂd damenity will be
© severely affected by the latest. Barangarao Concept Plan Amandiveht (Madification 4), which :appears to-cut off the
‘building's apartments from the harbour and the sun dnd cotdémn us fo living. in' a vastly ovardevetoped, dark

concrete: wind tunnel at rigk Gf"contammatlon Our plans’ for solar energy for our bul!dlng will Ao Ianger be viabte.

] "Most disappointing of all, e massive density of the §atest change in plans favours rieighbouring. commercial
. buildings; corminengial tengnts and financial considerations over existing reskients who bring much-reeded Ife and
: ‘diversrty to thig inner cify and’ ‘who have always seen yau asd champlcn of ycur constituents and vibrant city livirig.

200 metres, and i ancreases the totai gmss ﬁoor area from 300,000 square metres toan aiamfung 555 000 square
L mstres, will comple&ely overwhelm our living space. and bf ight this prime harbour site;, which warrants the appiscatcon _
“of best practice in’ the socnal &éonormic and anvironmantal reaim o _

23
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18 Burwood Road ‘Whitebridge New ' 2280 AUSTRALIA

-PhenefFax. 0249 460612 Mohile 0427 460812 _ Email cydnet@huntardinknet.ay

Owners; 2602/183 Kent Street, Sydney, NSW, 2000

We urge you to reconsider the latest modlﬁ‘caitons tc Barangaroo and return to the initial award-winring plan or

- . medifications that are more sensitive 1o the neads of the ares, Our detalled objec{ton previously forwarded fo'the

Mintstar for-Planning, is attached.

. Yours sificerely

CAROLYN and MICHAEL SWANSDN

Gwniesrs
Unit 2602

" Stamford on Kent

183 Kent Street
SYDNEY RSW, 2000, Mallmg address 18 Burwood Road, WHETEBRIDGE NSW, 2200,
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18 Burwood-Road Whitebricige NSW 2290 AUSTRALIA

Phone/Fax 0249 460612 Mobile 0427 460612 . Emall sygnei@hunterfink.notau

Owners: 2602/183 Kent Street, Sydney, NBW, 2000

8 September 2010

The Director, Government Land and Social Projecls
Department of Planning

GPO-Box 39

SYDNEY NSW 200‘1

-Also by email to: plan comment plan_comment [plan comment@piannmg S gov au]

' Dear Slr!Madam

BARANGAR{)Q CONCEPT PLAN: MOI]FICATIBN
MP0G_0162_MOD 4

© Wewish to stmng!y abject to this-latest coneept plan for Barangaroo The massive increase in

height and. close proximity of proposed buildings. will cast our Home n almost  complete
shadow, obliterate our 180~degree harbor views and overwhelm oiir Kent Street village
community in the historic Rocks predinet with- unsustamable excesswety dense
overdevelopment

We ralse the foiiﬁwmg ob;ectlans in summary Nate due to the shorf tlme ava:lable for '

pro;ect we wssh to prowcie further deia:is Eater {We have wmten to: yeu anci askeci for an

. ex_tensson to the submission period but have not yet. received amanswer).

1. TRAVE:_SW OF JUSTIGE
2. OVERSHADOWING |
3. LOSS OF SOLAR ACCESS
4 EXCESSIVE HEIGHT OF BUILDINGS

.:5. "EXCESS!‘JE INCREASE IN' TOTAL GROSS FLOOR AREA AND BEHSETY DF
o DE\!ELOPMENT

8, DISCRIMINATORY PQSETION NG (}F BUILDINGS - PREFERENT%AL TREATMENT FOR
DEVELOPER LEND. LEASE SOFFICE BLOCK AND OTHER COMMERCIAL BUILDINGS ‘

7. _BLANKET L@SS OF HARBOUR VAEWS
8 SIGNIFIGANT LOSS OF REAL ESTATE VALUE
o ) BLEAK RETiREMENT LIVING
40, 'LACK OF INFRASTRL%CTURE TO suppom THE SC‘ALE OF DEVELOPMENT
1;-. LACK OF TRANSPARENCY AND BUE CONSEBERAT%C)N INTRE APPROVALS PROCESS

MPO Ot62 ModA Oblection . . A e Swanson Submission
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18BurwoodRoad -~ Whitebridge L ONsW 2200 - AUSTRALIA

PhonefFax (}22}9%46(}_612 ftobile 0427 4606?2" ‘ Email - gygnet@hunterlink.net,au

1. TRAVESTY GF JUSTICE

We bought an apartment in the Stanford on Kent residential building at 183 Kent Street last

Aprii and speni cons;derabie time bef’ore buyzng in consuttatxon Wt‘th the Depat‘tment of

between our apartment and ‘the harbaur over which we currently have 180- degree views,
would be Iess than 100 melres and below the level of our 26™-floor apartment We paid a
price for this. apartmeni that was largsly determined by these assurancas that the apariment
would retain its harbcr views and sunny aspéct. .

However, we sée 1t as a travesty of justice %hat despnte these assurances; a masswe building
twice the height of our huilding has suddenly appeared directly in frontof our apartment on
this latest Barangareo “modification”. This new building, together with other taller buudmgs
nearby, will completely block our views and surﬂfght

No less: than-three modifications fo the initig] Barangaroo concept plan have foiiawed our
;aurchase each one proposing even taller buildings and more dense development than the
iast; and now obliterating our views and privagy and plunging our light-filled apartment and
balgony-into darkness for most of the day throuighout the year (as shown on deveinpe; Lend
Lease's jus “feleased shade modelling diagrams and computensed scenarios of the passage
of the suti-over the buildings). . . '

We aJSG see it is a travesty of justice ihat no mdependent bcdy has been appemtad to

approve Lend Lease’s repudiation of the initial award-winning design for Barangarae, or to
take Info @ccount the Toss of property values and amenity suffered by some’ 1200 residents of
the’ Stamford on Kent Stamford Marque and Gesrg!a butldings in Kent. Sireet

2, OVERSHADOW]NG

'-The !atest B"rangaroa plans show caifcus dfsmgard for the standargd- of Euvmg fer Kent Strest

am'cularly those in the Stamford on Kent building, whose' sunlight, views, property

: ivalues" hieatth and: amenlty will be severey aﬁacted by 1he latest’ Barangaroo Cancept Plan -

' buildmg _(Bid'ck_ C) between our bu:id;ng and mast of each day 'S sunshme

The Block4B' bu:[dmg ohscures west fac, ing. apartmems from both the harbour and sunl;ght

- of every: day of the: yéar

T ey Wzﬁ"%&gl s;ghggq mﬁé‘g& {”;"‘23’::‘3

| MPO_0162 Mod 4 Obisction___ 2 . SwensonSubmission .
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18 Burwood Road ' Whitebridge NEW 2290 T AUSTRALIA
Phone/Fax 0249 460612 Mobile 0427 480612 ‘ Email  gvanet@hunterlink.net.au

Owners: 2602/183 Kent Sirget, Sydney, NSW, 2000

3.LOSS OF SOLAR ACCESS

As mentioned above, the height and location of the new Biock 4B and 4C buildings proposed
in this modification will plurige both our light-filled aparfment and balcony, and the entire
- Stariiford on Kent:building into darkness for most of the day throughout the year (as showri on
developer Lend Lease’s justreleased shade motelling diagrams and computerised scenarios
of the passage of the stin over the buildings). ’

in today's Sydney Morning Hefald, (page 26, 8 September 2010} Sydney Lord Mayor and’
State member for Sydney, Clover Moare, is pictured helding the cord.-to piug in the first of the .
city of Sydney's electrical car fleet, the lafest initiative t¢ help reduce the city’s spiralting
carbon footprint and promote green development. How fronic that Barangaroo's oversized
buildings will end thé Stamford on Kenf's hopes for convefting to solar power fo improve our
building’s green rating and-cut our usage of power from coal power stations feeding info an
overwhelmed- city grid.

Unfortunately, this modification signals literal dark ages for SOK..The dramatic loss of ‘solar
access will also affect the: health and well-being of residents, wheo will have to use more
instead of less power to combat the dark, coid, unhea!thy and unpleasant condttmns-
Barangaroo's overshadowing will create.

4. EXCESSIVE HEIG‘HT'OF BUILBINGS

This latest “modification”™ to Barangareo’s p%ans increases the height of buildings from 34

,stﬂreys to 60 and from 100 metres 1o 200 metres, hafves ithe public promenade area and
" increases the total gross floor area of the Barangaroo development from 300,000 square
mefres to an alarming: 585,000 square metres. This will deny some 1200 residents in the
Stamford on Kent, ‘Stamford Marque and Gedrgia buildings privacy: and sunshine and
completely overwhelm. our living space and sense of community. It will.also blight a prime
harbour site, which- warrants. the application of best practice in the. social, economlc; and
environmental realm.

~

This area s not the CBD, it is part of an established, successful community. In a truly
democratic society, a rigid limit of seven siories would apply to the entire sife, We object
strongly to the excesssve henght of the buildings in the Barangaroa development. -

. B, EXCESSIVE }NCREASE IN TOTAL QR(}SS FLOOR AREA ANQ DENS]’!’Y OF
' DEVELOPMENT

Barangaroo i5 Eauded as a prime appormmty 1o lead tHe world in the |dtest fown planmng_ :

© - ideals on an iconic hiarbourt site adjoining Sydney's historically significant Roels precinct. But -

“the developers are: turning the site into a soulless concrete jungie. hemm}ng in ex;sting :
residents of the Stamford. on. Kent, Stamford Marque and Georgia. 1t is devastating to. our
village comrmunity that this fatest plan incréases the total gross floor area of the Bararigaroo
devefopment from. 300,000 square iriefres foan a!armmg 555,000 square ‘metres and. halves '
. thé public pramenade areg. o

MPO 0162 Mod4 Oblection - * .3 — ____ Swanson Submission
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- {18BuwoodRoad - - ‘Whitebridge NSW o 2290 - . AUSTRALIA "

s Phone/Fax - 0249 460612 5 ':. Mnbﬂe 0427 480612 Coen Emali cygnet@hnn_teﬂ;nk.net.au_

Owners 2602]183 Kent Street, Sydney, NSW 2000

B DiSCRIMINATGRY POSiTiON GF &ﬁiLDiNGS PREFERENTIAL TREATMENT FO :
e DEVELOPER LEND LEASE’S OFFiGE BLOCK AND OTHER CDMMERC!AL BUILDINGS

The followmg guestion much be asked? Why do commercial bu&ldmgs o the south of:_

Stamford on Kent such as the AGN Buiflding, where developér Lend Lease has its offices and -

which i owned by the Maritime Services Corporation, bave much smaller buzidmgs in frond of:

- them than does the Stanford on Kent (an 80-metre tall building stands in front of the AON -

S BT bwlding, compared with a 175—200-metre el bu;ldmg in front of Starmford on Kent)’?

We woutd expact that Jong-term full-ime residents should have pnonty for “view shanng T
" over commercial tenants. of office blocks who populate the buildings- only during office hours,
Many of our neighbiours have fived-in the Stamford on Kent for 10-years and are now seniors;
- facing a bieak and dark retlfement in propea‘ty with suddenty much-reduced values ang - ©
'amemty : _ _

. _ 9. BLANKET LOSS OF HARBGUR VIEWS

LR is our understanding that the Barangame development contravenes banc pianmng"-_ S
-~ principles in its relatlonsh:p ‘to the Stamfnrd on Kent, Stamford Marque and Georgla S
'bulldmgs, through: _—

g o inappropriate apphcaﬂon of v;ew»shanng principles S
e Lack of application of the principie of Tapering View Form :
e Changes to the’ view: corradors that were previously afmost acceptahfe

: :'L!ke many Stamiord oh E{ent res;dents we have used alarge pant of our life's eammgs to buy
- an apartment with mgmﬂcani harbor: wews btit none of the Barangaroo proposals to-date have.
‘made any attempt to preserve these views, instead offermg derisive djscussron of s;ght i;nes

- _'and v&ewnng corndors ThlS has beeﬂ dzsapposntzng and insulfing. :

Barangaroo will rad:caiiy and bruta!ty affect our own and our neighbours’ quality of life in -
- retirement and our property values. We would have haped that the role of the Govemment
S "wouid be o preiect rather than demoissh SL%O?’? an mportant aspect of retirees {lves .

8 BLEAK RETIREMENT L:V:NG

o We have warked hard all our lives m preparatmn for seif funded ret;rement m the S‘famfard on'
- Keht: bu;idmg with. s:gmf cant harbor vi aws. This country requires us 1o save for and fund ou
~refirement, but the new section ‘of State Planning-1aws ¢an thmugh short-sxghted i
- gconsidered and hasty: = far masswe overdeveiepmeni deny us: aur: retaremeni mcome
health peace- ofmmda 1Q SPAGE. : o T

e We are c{evastated to: f’ rrd that Barangareo nat c«niy severeEy d;mmlshes the value of our ¢
©. . estate investment, but also the: amanity. and suni:gh‘t we ptanned for and will need for-an:
-active.and. heaithy Gid age : T -

| MPO OisPModdObecon . 4 o0 SunsonSebmission
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7. SIGNIFICANT LOSS OF REAL ESTATE VALUE

Local real estate agents agres that uncer’éamty about the development, loss of harbor views

-and sunlight will significantly reduce praperty values for Stamford on Kent, Stamford Marque

and Georgia apartments.
10. LAGK.QF INFRASTRUCTURE TQ'S‘GPPOR? THE SCALE OF DEVELOPMENT

We cobject to the lack of a full, frank and detsiled explanation of the State Government's plans
for transport in the'are_a over the next twenty-years.

Fast, convenient ané underground transport must.be made available to the fhoiusands of
employees, residerits, visitors, tradespéople and tourists whe will visit this site.

Lend Lease suggests the site "may” accommedate light rail and ferry terminals, but this is
certainly not guaranteed. We object to the fack of sofid information in regard to proposais for
fransport in the area as emstsng transgert cannet cope with the increase in visiiors to such a
big site.

A current mode for dealing with traffic problems is to make the streets as unfriendly to cars as
possible, However, this is impracticable as residents of all ages need cars to do such things
as shop for groceries at acceptable prices, seé family and friends, move children between

- school, sport and cultural activities and-dealwith emergencies such as ili-heailth. Public

transport [s not adequate for these: pwpeses it will be necessary to make adequate
arrangements for parking, traffic control and commercial traffic.

A city of the: future, and an iconic.development of this scale and importance should come with
all the green trappmgs for sustainable city-living — on site recycling and managément of waste
and water and green power. We objectic %he Eack of pianmng for this.

1. LACK OF TRANSPARENCY AND Di?E CONSIDERATION IN THE APPROVALS PROCESS

- Details of the agreement between the Govemm@m and the Devetoper are hidden. There is

widéspread community concern over the fack of transparency concerning money pa:cf by
Lend Lease to develop the site and the: presaure applied to the Public Service to prioritise

commercial returns over the pratectton amj suppari of the rights and mterests of resrdents

" We object to the appmvals process whxch we believe is seriously flawed. By considering this
development under Part 3A of the Environmental Piannmg and Environment Act, the
Departmem is requ:red to make a decls)on w1thm 28 days from the end f.-f the consultat[on

pubi:c‘ and personai impact for res:deni”s

_ We have been told that the role.of the: E%elwery VAuthonty raises serious questions withit the

framework - oftheWgstm;nster prmc;; les Bl qd gavemment and object strongiy to this. This

nt where the: philosophy, des:gn

L piann:ng, consultation, ﬁnanc:ng, communm_ on and change of the whole project is being
. managed by the commermal profit-miaking: mrpora’(mn which will benefit-from the ftnancaaI

MPO 0162 Mod4Objesfion .~ .. & . Swanson Subrmission
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aspects of the preject. Serious ethical and: gevemmental concarns arise from this artificial
structure. .

We object to the structuring of this project, which allows for the concept plan to be changed in
parallel with the plans-for details of the developiment. This produces a constantly’ changing
collection-of proposals inwhat is a ready agompiex deveiopment The explanatwns prowded
by the develaper do not clearly expiain- the'interrelation of these changes and many in the
gcommunity are, Etke ourSelves concemed abouz the integrity of the procedure.

This is particularly sa where itis clear that there is no guaranteed certainty about any aspect
of the development: because applications far’ change are SO readily accepted by the
depariment. Any approval is transitory at m»ost

We would like o see a"s_upervisory body such as Sydney city council play a role to ensure
that problems of'é:emmumication and information are"'regu'iarly and speedily addressed.

In summary; thxs latestmeédification to Ba;‘angaroe condemns us to a dark and miserable
retirement and the heights and positiching of the, buridmgs biocking our access to sunshine
and a harbor outlook contravenes. the inforrmiation: gwen 10 us by your department when we

: bought our apartment East year

T‘he latest propesale do:not properly app y Wiew ehanng prmcxples or the prmclpie of Tapering
View Form, but: instead destrey our pnvacy and amemty '

Inarecent meetmg, I_end Lease contintously sf{essed that this evaluation process was a
comparison between the *approved” Cencepf F’San gnd their latest proposal, which prowded
benefits.

We consider that-any final decision has to evaluzie any p!an on its own stand-alone menis
and it shouid have. oufstandmg quaﬁires and. banef ts to-the community.

We object strongly to the GFA increase, whzch creates both the view-sharing problem caused
by the higight and Tocation of Block 4B and ihe So!ar AcGess problem caused by the new
heights of Bieck 4G, .

If the GFA remained at the Appraved Concept Pian levei and therefore Block 4B could be
reduced and relocated in-a south-west dirgction and Block 40 height could be reduced our
principle ebjectlens weufd be mrmmisec% o

- We look forward 1o 'vour censtructwe respense anc% k= further opportumty to submxt Gur

objections in fully detail.

Yours sincerelty

SYDNEY NSW 2008

MPQ.Ot62ModdOblesion . . 6. . . SwsnsonSibmissin
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Phil Pick

From:  Peter Hill [peterkhill@optusnet.com,au}
Sent:  Thursday, 21 October 2010 12:44 PM
Yo Pianning

Subject: Barangaroc South - Application to amend Concept Plan

. The Hen. Tony Kelly

NSW Minister of Planning

Dlear Minister

I 'wish to add my veice to the concerns raised regarding the application to amend the Concept
Plan for Barangaroo Soiith.

1. I support the recommendations made by the City of Syduey.
In particular regarding;

a. The proposed hotel over the waters of Darimg Harbour,

* The bulk of the building over the water is unnecessary - an iconic hotel could be located near
the water, but there is no reason to alienate part of Sydney Harbour for a private use.

» I understand that building over the harbour is against the Sydney Harbour REP,.

* The naffic movements required to service a significant hotel would alignate a substantlai part
of the proposed foreshore promenade.

* The building in its proposed location overshadows the proposed public foreshore promenade at
funchtime in midwinter,

b. The pr oposed public domain as-shown is poorly designed.

« Most of the proposed sireets are too narrow, and are not completely open to the sky.

» The public domain near the harbour should allow for good view corridors between buildings so
that views from existing city streets and buildings to the east of Barangaroo will not be blocked.

= The public domain should be at least a similar scale to the -existing ¢ity streets; with 20 metre
wide streets; and lanés at least 8-9 metres wide.

« However I would argtie that the public dormain near the harbour edge should in fact be wider
than the typical city street, so that outside dining can take place on- footpaths without obstructing
pedestrian flows, .

= Existing street trees should be retamed, wherever possible:

¢. The building envelopes ate unreasonably large.

= The proposal seems to favour.the creation of buildings with s;mpie massive ﬂoer plates —
apparently required o satisfy current fashmns in the layout of ﬁnanclal &a,dmg floors — for their
full height.

* The resulting: bm}dmvs will be far too bulky and block views from cxxsnng city’ streets and
buildings to the east of Barangaroo. o

s In order to alfow for adequate sun penetmtion o the pubkc domam ai: ground 1eve1

the building ﬂoor pians should reduce as they increase in height,

d. The requested iricrease it gross floor area leads to greater populatlon that cannotbe _

“adequately served by existing public transport nor expected future public transport.

* A new pedestrian link to Wynyard Station is required, as well as a snbstantlal upgrade to the
capacity of Wynyard Station itself, o
« Better would be a new heavy rail corridor or metro.

28/10/2010
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2. There should be much greater trdnspmem,} in the planning process at Barangaroo.

The or1gmal competition wirners have been poorly treal.ed as has their ongmal competition
winning scheme.

Changes to the design of the proposed headland park have never been adequateiy justified in my
view; its undoubted great expense is likely to be the driver for ever mote expensive buildings at
Barangaroo South.

Regards

Peter Hill

Paler Hil
petendiliibootusnet com. au

pis -+ (02 0852 4997
m (413 B YRS

104 Wigram Road Glebe 2037 NEW Australis

28/10/2610
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Phil Pick

From: Margaret Hall {marghaliﬁ@bigpsnd coml
‘Sent: - Friday, 22 Qctober 2010 553 PM

To: : Planning '
Subject: ’ Barangaroo development:

A”ter attending a meetlng with the City of Sydney on Tuesday 19th October.

My husband and stirongly urge you to vake & long and cOvsidéred look at the proposal
they have pul forward as an alternative plan. We ask that you adopt this ezxcellent
well thought out propoesal in the integrests of the publl e of Syunﬂy

Yours sincerely

Margaret ang Ridhard Hall
127 Kent Street

‘Millers Point

82512025
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Phil Pick

From: clairegrocott@mail.com

Sent:  Monday, 25 Cctober 2010 10:46 PM
To: Sharon Armstrong; Planning
Subject: Barangarco: | support the City of Sydney ammendments

t am a relative newcomer to Australia and thus somewhat reluctant to cause a stir {l wishl} but 1 do feel
very strongly that _
the current Lend Lease proposal for Barangarco wili bring nothing but shame on Sydney.

- To me the whole planning process is totally lacking in fransparency and, worse, has no architectural

merif... another oversized, boring developmerit cramiming in as much as possibie with only slick words fo
combat the real anxieties of Sydneysiders concemed that commercial interests will fob us of an
unrepeatable chance o do something wonderful. What is wonderful? Wonderful is that which surprises:
and delights us. Something that we will fee! is ‘ours' rather than a milch-cow for Lend Lease and the
NSW State Government. :

Specific causes for real concem are:

The hotel on the water: no way this could work. Access cutting across the pedestrian walkway. Anyone
done any caleulating as to vehicular movements that will be required? No? | thought not.

The winter mid-day shadow cast by the proposed hotel will, during the important lunch hours rading,
shade the existing Kings Wharf restaurants from any sunshine leaving them to farguish in shade in a cold
westerly wind funnal. T

Having spoken to knowledgeable friends, | understand that the idea of financial services requining large
floor piateas is doubtful. Could it have something to do with such buildings beln_g: cheaper {o construct?

I truly believe that the current plan will do nothing but bring brickbats on those involved, however
{supposedly) important they are. Sydney has a nams for being commercial and venal, as compared to
Melbourne, and this project bears that out, : :

- The proposed amendments put forward by the City Council, whilst by no means ideal, are a great deal

better then what is currently on the table-and for this reason they.have my support.
:in hopes that sense will prevail....

Claire Grocotf

28/10/2010
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Phil Pick

From: Barbara MacGregor [barmacg@gmail.com]
Sent:  Monday, 25 October 2010 5:32 PM
To: Planning

Subject: Barangaroo , |
- T'want to record my total oppesition to the proposed development on Barangaroo.

My main objection is to the removal of the overseas passenger terminal, a splendid point of entry
for the tourists we are trying to attract (so we are told) and a fine sight in itself. I undersiand that
this decision which was made by yourself was rendered necessary by thé proposal to build a
hotel in the harbour. Icannot believe that this will be your legacy to the people of Sydney. - It is
a desecration of the harbour itself, it flies in the face of all planning laws Wwe have had, and sets
such a dangerous precedent for the future of harbourside development.

I also oiéj-eat to the whole plan for the southern part of the plan. The buildings are too high, too
bulky, too close to the water, too overshadowing, too wind-producing. What can the architects
be thinking of apart from money? And that must be all the Government is tHinking of too.

A further problem will be the disturbance to toxic material stored underground by the old gas
works. 1'have no faith in reassurances issued so far, and as [ live close to the development, and
dcwx;wind from the prevailing north east breeze, [ have every reason to be perturbed by the
possibility of dust. The Government's repeated assurance that there was no‘problem when
people died in Hunters Hill, followed at last by the same Government's atterupts to clear the site
left by another gas works, come to mind as I contemplate these new dangers.

I hope you will bear these points in mind as vou think about this proposal and youir reputation in
history. '

Barbara MacGregor

204/50 Musray St
Sydney NSW 2000

28/10/2010
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From: John Kaunilz {kaumtzq@isde com.au)
Sent:  Wednesday, 27 October 2010 6:23 PM
To: Planning

Ce: forum@barangaroo.com; council@cityofsydney nsw.gov.au
Subject: Barangaroo '

The Hon. Tony Kelly

Governor Macquarie Tower
Level 34, Farrer Place

Sydney NSW 2000

Bear Mr Kelly,

Having inspected the Barangaroo Exhibition at Barangaroo in August and the City of Sydh.e_y presentation
on 19" Qctober 2010, may we share with you our views and feefings regarding the current Lend Lease
proposat and the history of developmant approval leading to it.

1. We are left with a sense of outrage at the prospect of giving the Land Lease proposal approvai in
its current form. There seems to be no justification of having such &-gross and i imposing and
unsympathetic development at Barangaroo South, which will overwhelm the current cify sky-scape
when viewed frém almost:any angle: f this development goes ahead it will be a major and

-permanent blight:on Sydney. It will reprasent maijor aesthetic.and urban planning vandalisation of
Sydney and will be viewed as such forever, along with the Cahill expressway. You, the premier and
the current state government will be to blame and may give this prospect some consideration.

2. We found the original concept development a relatively good solution forthis admittedly difficult
site and superior {o any of the subsequent m;sguided iterations to-vary the concept. In patticular
the Keating argument o create a natural shoreline is unconvineing ag such efforts are likely to lead
to a result that is clearly ariificial and bizarre. Instead the development of the site should reflect
natural progression of its recent history as the ‘hungry mile’. The original cencept plan achieved
this,

3. There seems to be no clear argument presented by anyone justifying the substantial growth of the
size and floorarea of'Barzangamo South. H is not clear where the public benefit is in proposing or
approving such a huge increase of scale, impact on the surrounding area and’ assacuated traffic
congestion..

4. The proposed hotel on the waters of Darling Harbour is offensive and seems to be contrary to -
cormmon sanse, to current NSW Planning guzdeimes and to the water safety of farry aind boat
traffic. .

5. We would prefer to see thatthe piannmg process ‘went back to the drawing beard', reverting to the
original concept plan. However, as this is unlikely, we support the Clty of Sydney proposaias
vastly preferable to the current Land Lease proposal. .

6. As residents of the immediate neighborbicod we are acutely aware of the utter congestion of our
nearby area (York, Margaret, Clarence, King, Erskine and Kent Streets. These streets are currently
at capacity and at, or close to, gridiock. It beggars belief to think that traffic resulting from a major
development ofa hotel and 3 or 4° huge office towers will now be superimposed n this situation.
This development is the straw that will break the camel's back as far as city traffic is ccancemed
We hope that you and your Planning Department have some answers in this regard.

Against the odds we hope that the approval process for Barangarco will-lead fo an ouicome that refiects

- theimerest of the pubhc and publxc gaod’ rather than the §i nancnai mterests of the deveioper

Yolrs smcerely‘

_ joﬁfz and Hi, nd?z ’K;zumtz |

28/10/2010
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Phil Pick

From: mervyn murchie Jmmurchie]1@bigpond.com]
Sent:  Wednesday, 27 Oclober 2010 12:56 PM

To:  Planning

Subject: Barangaroo

The Hon, Tony Kelly,

Dear Tony Kelly,

The development of the site at Barangaroo by the Barangaroo Development Authority has been effacted
without dise  consideration for the preservation of the maritime history of the site or the ecological,
heratage recreational, aesthetic functions of the harbour (N.S.W. Trust News Nov 2010).

The ity of Sydney has also sefious concemns about the projectand recommends significant
amendments to the design which | also share. | especially oppose the privatisation of the harbour in
orderto build an hotel over the water which will prevent overseas shipping from berthing &t Barangaroo.

I share with the Gity of Sydney its concern about the proposed planned public spaces which will be
overwhelmed by the height of the proposed adjoining buildings of similar if not greter height and the
narrow streets which will accentuate strong wind channels with discomfort for pedestrians.

Lack of sunshihe by overshadowing of the cluster of talf buildings of similar height will adversely affect
the ambience of the waterfront promenade as well as the working population in the bu;idmgs

Finally and most tmportantly Fam parficularly concerned by the operation of Part 3A of the
Environmental Planning and Assessment Act introduced by the NSW Government whick permits major
products like Barangaroo io be approved by the Minister for Planning instead of by the local council and
which results.in a lack of fransparency between the public , the govemment and the developer.

NSW Citizens are angiy at the perceived link between political donations by developers to'the NSW
Government and conseént o underiake development projects and 1 am ane of them. | have ho doubt this
anger will be demonstrated at the NSW election in March. . :
Yours sincerely,

Mervyn A. Murchie,

204750 Murray St.,
Sydney 2000

28/10/2010
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"KENT STREET RESIDENTS GROUP (KSRG)

Contact: Chairman, KSRG, c/o 161 Kent Street, Millers Point, NSW, 2000

- The Hon. Tory Kally
Minister for Planning
Governor Macquarie Tower
Level 34, 1 Farrer Piace
Sydney NSW 2000

© Pear Sir,

Re:  Barangaroo South
Lend Lease Application MPGS«Q%@ MOD 4

The Kent Street Residents Group (KERG) repmsents owners of apaﬁ;meni bulldings
located in Kent Street and Hickson Road, Millers Point. We have followed the design,
application and assessment process for Barangaroo closely over recent years and made
submissions to the Depariment of Planning in relation o recent Lend Lease applications,
mctudmg the modifications sought in relation to MPQG«O?SQ MOD 4 (Mod;f;catlon 43,

Representatives of our group attended the information avening arranged by Sydney City
Council at the Town Hall on Tuesday 1¢ Oclobsr and we have reviewed the submission
made by Councit to the Depariment in relation o the Modification 4- app!fcatraﬂ

KERG shares many Qf the- concems sxpressed by Councll and supparis in principle the
revisiohs preposed by Coundcil. These revisions are essential in moving fowards an

o outcome which is accep’eabie to the many interested parlies mcluding the wider
| community. We agree with kéy recommendations contained within Ccmmi & submissaon

including, but not hrmted to, the following:

*  The request for additional gross floor area above what is cu:mntiy appmved
should be rejected, particularly in light of the cancellation of the Metrovand the
fimitation for Wynyard station o handgle any further passenger capaciy.

= The building floor areas should be reduced at upper fevels to raduce visual hu!k
reduce overshadowing and improve wind condifions at the grouind plane

s The buﬂdmgs are excessive and should be reduced. They should vary more. n

- heightto reduce the “wall” effact of the proposal.

* Block 4 should be redesigned {o retain historic views from the Millers Pomt
residential and Heritage Conservation Area as the current desegn wzi[ severa;y
" impact on local character and- amemfy :

= The design should be revised to al ;gn the pmposed Margarat Street W&s’c wﬁh
Margaret Street and ensure ciear views fo the water frofr Gas Lane. '

% The hotel showld not be stiewed to-extend info the harbour and. shadgw tﬁe
foreshorewalk, :

o - The request toincrease the mmber of parkzng spaces ot azte shaum be re;ecte::i

R-&@ﬁ;ﬁwcg
[ o-TMovamn
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PR "f'he bus iaywer preposed for Hickson Read should be feiaca'éad ontothe - . .
- Barangaroo site or deleied. The cieszgn of Hicksory Road &5 & genetous and: high

. guslity civic boulevard would be compromised by the presence of a bus lay_aver _

- o Any approval should require commitments to- specific ESD performance criterig -

- during constrizction ang ongeing operations mcludmg elaetricity from low carbon

and renewable ganearation, water management, GOE LED. hghémg m-generaﬂon, g

_szntcm Chmata litiative compliance, eic.

- Yours sincersly, -

. Rod Morris
Cha;rpersoa
Ly e, Clover Maare MP Member for Sydney

- Clover: Meore Mayor, Sydney-City Gouncil. :
&ohﬁ Tabart CE(} aararzgamﬂ Dalivery Authority

i
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Phil Pick

From: Patrice Dupont-Roc [duponiroc@yahoo.com]

Sent: . Tuesday, 19 October.2010 10:42 PM
To: Planning
Subjesct: " Barangaroo Development

Pear Minister for Planning,

I would like teo let you know that I support the City of Sydney submission to reshape
the design of Lend Lease's application to amend the Concept Plan for Bazrangaroo Seuth.
It includes Key aress to be addressed such as: _
~ The wind, shadom and view impacts of the rroposed building shapes {hotel, offlce ard
residential towers)

- Agcess to *he site by public trarsporiihioh

- Sustzinability of Lhe proposed Plam (low carbon, energy, waste and water
manaygement} .

Yours faithfully,

Patrice DUPONT-ROC

Unit 3906 - 10% Bdthurat SLreer
SYDNEY NSW 2000
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Phil Pick

From: Ben Chamie [ben_chamie@yahoo.com.au]
Sent:  Tuesday; 19 October 2010 9:25 AM
To: . Planning
Subject: S.meissidn re: Barangaroo redevelopmerit

To the Minister for Planning - The Hon Tony Kelly

Thers is enormous potential in the Barangaroo site. T am in favour of its redevelopment but have
mauy concerns, specifically in regards 1o the location of the hotel in the harbour, the height and
scale of buildings in Barangaroo South, adequacy of the connectivity to. the rest of Central
Sydney, affordability and equity issues, and the increased travel demands that this redevelopment
will generate. : : '

- Lendorse those views raised in the City of Syduey submission and ask that these key issuesbe
~ addressed in the planning process: '

‘e The relocation of the proposed hote} away from the Harbour

s No further increase in gross floor area

¢ Building designs that will increase winter sunshine in public spaces and reduce
wind impacts | " .

¢  Environmentally-sustainable design commitments embedded and strengthened in

the Concept Plan

s Improved al;en space, wider strects and better public access

e At least 10 per cent of the residential component to be affordable housing

= Building heights to be adjusted to reduce negafive impacts

¢  Adesign jexceilence process; | o

+  No pedestrian tunnels, replaced with a pedestrian and eycling network that is
infegrated with the existing strests of Central Sydney.

- Regards, _ o :
Ben Chamie ~ Planning student University of Syduoey and member of PIA

502/1 Francis St
Darlinghurst NSW 2010

2171072010
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Phil Pick

From: johnshaweross@mail.com

Sent:  Woednesday, 20 October 2010 €21 AM

To: Sharon Armstrong; Planning

Subject: Barangaroo: | support the City of Sydney ammendments

I am really concemed that the current Lend Lease proposal for Barangaroo will resultin a decision that

Sydrey will regret for many years.

- The hotel on the water re‘qu‘irihg any vehicutar access across the pedestrian promenade would have to

retrogressive step in urban planning. The shadow from the hotel together with the bulk of the commercial
blocks will cast an enormous shadow in winter across what wilk be a cold westerly wind tunnel.

While | think the whale project to be a planning disaster, | support the recent proposed amendments
sought by the City Council-as a reasonable compromise,

Regards,
Johin Shawcross

21/10/2010
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Ph;i Pick

Frora: ~ Siobhan Britland {si obha'n’britland@gmaéf.ccm}
Sent:  Wednesday, 20 October 2010 8:52 AM

To: . Planning

Sub;ect The development of Barangaroo

Te Tom Kelly,

.My name is Siobhan Britland, 1 live in City of Sydney.

Last night Lattended the first of the meetings about Barangaroo. I am appalled by what I saw &'
heard! What an eye sore Lend Lease has in stall for our beautiful ha;:bour!

* Tam not apposed to the growth & developmént of Sydney but we must take info consideration
 the aesthetics & negative environmental impacts these towers will cause:

Why would we place an ugly hotel in such a prime position, taking away our hinch time winter
sun & causmg significant overshadowing within Barangaroo, when so many hotels have closed
in Sydney in the last 5 years?

Weneed 1o reduce the height & bulk of the 3 unimaginatively designed towers Lend Lease has
planned, 10 help reduce wind tunnels, I believe no wind testing has-been carried out??

- What wii} happen to our Tconic fig trees that grow happily along Hickson Road?

How wﬂi we all get there with insufficient rail & pedestnan access causmg more madness at

“peak hour?

Youneed to confirm sustainability of this plan.

We need an Indigenous cultural centre there to show respeet 1,0 them & educate the many tourist
& locals that will visit each year.

This Lend, Lease Non complying plan does not "fly” for me & is wrong on so many levels!

It must be changed!

Siobhan Britland

5 Farper 8t Redfern
2016 -
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Phil Pick

- From: Eva Johnstone [evajohnstone@hotmeil.com]

Sent: Wednesday, 20 October 2010 1:13 PM
To: Plann:ng

Subject: Barangaroe South Development

To The Hon Teny Kelly, Minister for Planning

Dear Minister

‘We wish to ¥edge our objection in the: strongest possible terms to. the pfan for Barangaroo South as _
prepared by Lend Lease.  We have viewed the. City of Sydney's submission and their afternative
proposals, that is, that the site be considered as two separate sites and that one site be considered for
approval with the modifications proposed by the City of Sydney, and the other be refused outright We
support i:he City-of Sydney's alternative proposal.

In particular we object: to:

. The proposed hotel over the waters of Barling Harbour

The bulk, size and scale of the propased high rise buildings

" The loss of foreshore and: privatisation of public space
The fack of publzc transport mfrastructure for the residents and- werkers who Wili use this hlghly intensive

development
The loss of the passenger shippmg terminal which is best located at Barangaroo which is natura!iy
endowed with a deep water frontage suitable for a port

. In relation to the headland- ‘park, we object to the iack of & particular use.proposed for. the parkiand.

‘Unless the park bécomes a destination for- festivals, artworks, public celebrations and the like, it: may

become a dangerous place, attracting all. sorts of anti-sacial behaviour. - We also object to the proposeci

filling iy of the headland park thereby obscurmg the heautiful sandstone chiff which has now Betome a -
distinctive feature of the westerm side of the: Sydney landscape, mhabtted as-it s with wild Port Jackson

_Figs fems and other- apportumstic native piants

We ask that you: conSider oir: Eetter in suppo?t of the Cxty of Sydney's: subm&ssxon and ask Lend Lease to

review their pian for Barangamo South accardmg

- Yours smcerely

Bill and Eva Johnstone

Eva Johngtone;. Phr:me 02 9590 3584 15 Horton Street, Mamcimile 2204

21/10/2010 -
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?ETETEGN BARANGAROQ accardéénce ;vrth Staning Crder c=te

{ ceriify that this Petition conforms to
the fequsr&mema m iy %tamfmg Crgdiar

. Tl ansparent. I’racess* Dedicated Bavs Renewal Chmupritte. ..
Strate_glc and Integrated Planning Framewiaof e L“’é’m‘“" Asserc

'0 the Honow able Speaker arnd Members of the Legislative Assemb!y of New
South Wales. The petition of certuin citizens of New South Wales brings to the
attention of the House:

e The lack of transparency in relation to the development of the. Barangaroo
site on Hickson Road, Millers Point (formerly known as East Darling
Harbour)

» The need for a strategic and integrated planning framework for the entire
area from Darling Street Wharf, East Balmain to Barangaroo, Millers
Point.

The undersigned petitioners therefore ask the Legislative Assembly to:

~# Open an inquiry into the development processes of the Barangaroo site.
e Support the creation of a dedicated Bays Renewal Committee to
coordinate redevelopment in the Sydney Harbour areas from Darling
Street Wharf, East Balmain through to North Barangaroo, Millers Point,
o Support the Bays Renewal Conumittee in coordinating a strategic and
integrated planning framework for the Sydney Harbour areas from
Darling Street Wharf, East Balmain to Barangarcdo, Millers Point,
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