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limit by over 10m while the degree of excess {over 8000sgm} cannot justify such an impact. The {ength of the
6-storey building facing Centennial Apartments is 60metres, which extends beyond two out of three
apartment buildings facing east.

Child Care Centre- it is proposed to extend the size of the centre from 60 to 80 children. The applicant's
report states that the existing 8 spaces for 30 children is inadequate (approx 1 per 4) yet states that the
proposed 13 spaces will be satisfactory yet adopts the same rate as the existing centre which has
acknowledged parking problems.

The Proposal talks about an increase from 30 to 50 child care places, in fact Moriah College has lodge an
amended DA to Randwick Council requesting an increase from an already approved 60 places to 80. The
credibility of the concept plan for Building F is already under question.

If the Concept Plan and Development Application are approved without substantial reductions, the
precedence for high-density developments in low to medium density areas such as Randwick North will be
the benchmark for any future developments.

We would like to see significant amendments as follows to ensure our beautiful suburb is not ruined:
e  The public square needs to be larger and have more landscaping
e Height and bulk buildings need to be reduced
e Set backs from King Street and Dangar Street need to be greater
e  More parking is required on site

Regards

%‘ INVESTMENTS

Lilli Gladstone

Associate Director

Propel Investments

Level 12, 201 Kent Street
Sydney NSW 2000

Tel: 61 2 8272 5204

Mob: 61 414 336 208

Fax: 61 2 8272 5222

Web: propelinvestments.com.au

This e-mail may contain confidential and/or privileged information. If you are not the intended recipient
(or have received this e~mail in error) please notify the sender immediately and destroy this e-mail. Any
unauthorized copying, disclosure or distribution of the material in this e-mail is strictly forbidden.
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City Council to be particularly exigent in terms of objective
analysis of further impacts on traffic and parking caused by this
development, and the requirement to include adequate on-site
parking. The mix of activites envisaged in the development,
which include childcare, retail areas and aged care will clearly
increase numbers of staff and visitors to the site, and our
assessment is that local roads do not have the capacity to bear
this additional load, especially insofar as street parking is
concerned.

Kind regards, and please do not hesitate to contact us if you
need to discuss this submission further.

Bernard Mills and Jane Bates
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Child Care Centre- it is proposed to extend the size of the centre from 60 to 80 children.
The applicant's report states that the existing 8 spaces for 30 children is inadequate
(approx 1 per 4) yet states that the proposed 13 spaces will be satisfactory yet adopts the
same rate as the existing centre which has acknowledged parking problems.

The Proposal talks about an increase from 30 to 50 child care places, in fact Moriah
College has lodge an amended DA to Randwick Council requesting an increase from an
already approved 60 places to 80. The credibiiity of the concept plan for Building F is
already under question.

If the Concept Plan and Development Application are approved without substantial
reductions, the precedence for high-density developments in low to medium density
areas such as Randwick North will be the benchmark for any future developments.
Yours sincerely

Bill and Rhonda Salter
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In the Residential 2c zone, the proposal is over by 947sgm.

In total this adds up to 8223sgm over which is equivaient to an excess of 164
X 1-bedroom apartments (assuming 50sgm apartments or 85 x 2-bedroom
apartments).

Height- Proposed Building F, the height is 10.7m over that permitted in the
2¢ zone which is equivalent to 3 storeys above that allowed and 3-storeys
above the roof of the Centennial apartments building (proposed RL of 58.53
compared with RL of 49.29 at Centennial Apts, a difference of 9.24m in
height). This is associated with the new building to the east of the Centennial
Apartments.

The bulk of the proposed Buildings D (on Dangar Street) and E (on King
Street) is excessive and out of character for area.

Parking- it is evident that staff, visitors and volunteers are using the
surrounding streets and that there is inadequate parking on site. The use of
the onsite open grassed areas for parking confirms that there is insufficient
parking on site. These real experiences should take precedence over parking
surveys with assumed rates. The real experience is that there is already
insufficient parking in the area and the proposed development will seriously
exacerbate the current shortage and during pick up and drop off times for the
proposed expanded Day Care Centre King St will be Gridlocked.

Covenant- given that the north-western area is used for storm water
detention and has been landscaped, it is requested that a covenant be placed
upon this part of the site to avoid future development expansion. This would
prevent any further development in proximity to the Govett Lane properties
and the broader heritage conservation area.

Visual Impact to Centennial Apartments- at present, a substantial
number of apartments have their primary and in the majority of cases, have
their sole outlook to the east over open space and landscaping. This is
proposed to be replaced with a 6-storey building, which sits high above the
roof of these apartments. The western setback is proposed as a child play
area with no opportunity for meaningful landscaping. These units will be
facing an apartment block, while setback in accordance with the setback
controls, exceeds the height limit by over 10m while the degree of excess
(over 8000sgm) cannot justify such an impact. The length of the &6-storey
building facing Centennial Apartments is 60metres, which extends beyond
two out of three apartment buildings facing east.

Overshadowing - The proposed development as described above would
seriously increase overshadowing and remave all or close to all direct sunlight
to the ground floor (Levell) units in my Building (Building 2) of Centennial
Apartments and significantly reduce the sunlight to all of the others in that
building.
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Privacy — The privacy of all units in my building will be significantly reduced.
In Fact there will be no privacy whatsoever to my unit and the others in my
building as the only windows to the units in my building (excluding two four
corner units) directly face East to the proposed and ill conceived
development.

Loss of Views - The views of all units in my building will be significantly
reduced. In Fact there will be barely any views other than a Nursing Home
building from my unit and the others in my building as the only windows to
the units in my building (excluding two four corner units) directly face East to
the proposed and ill conceived development.

Light Spillage / Pollution—- There is already considerable light spillage /
pollution coming from the existing development as a large proportion of the
buildings floor space remains lit all night. There is also external lights for
access and security. The existing buildings are a considerable distance away
but still result in a significant loss of amenity to my unit. If additional
buildings are built , particularly close to the boundary to Centennial
Apartments this light spillage / pollution will be considerably increased and
will be unbearable all night 7 days a week. ‘

Noise Spillage / Pollution~ There is already considerable noise spillage /
pollution coming from the existing development from Delivery Trucks, other
vehicles and plant. The existing buildings are a considerable distance away
but still result in a significant loss of amenity to my unit. If additional
buildings are built , particularly close to the boundary to Centennial
Apartments this noise spillage / poliution will be considerably increased and
will be unbearable continuously occurring 24 hours a day 7 days a week.

Loss of Open Space and Landscaping- The proposal involves the removal
of the majority of open space and landscaping currently existing. This wouid
result in a reduction of habitat for native animals and a loss of visual amenity
for adjoining residents and passerby’s.

Child Care Centre-~ it is proposed to extend the size of the centre from 60 to
80 children. The applicant's report states that the existing 8 spaces for 30
children is inadequate (approx 1 per 4) yet states that the proposed 13
spaces will be satisfactory yet adopts the same rate as the existing centre
which has acknowledged parking problems.

The Proposal talks about an increase from 30 to 50 child care places, in fact
Moriah College has lodge an amended DA to Randwick Council requesting an
increase from an already approved 60 places to 80. The credibility of the
concept plan for Building F is already under question.

Dangerous Planning Precedent Risking the Amenity of all Randwick
Residents into the Future - If the Concept Plan and Development
Application are approved without substantial reductions, the precedence for
high-density developments in low to medium density areas such as Randwick
North will be the benchmark for any future developments.
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precedence over parking surveys with assumed rates.

Dennis & Margaret Stocker
39 Dangar Street
Randwick 2031
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officers and officials it is your duty to serve the local community and
residents and deny the proposed development no matter how well they make
their arguments.

i believe the current development if just able to "fit" into the local
community. Yes there are parking and traffic problems but these are
barely acceptable, however any expansion anything like the proposed
scale should be totally ruled out. itis too big, visual impact it

terrible, height mass etc. Increased parking generated and traffic
congestion would be massive, it would leave to reduced views for many
residents of the city and centennial park.

Please oppose this development on my behalf.

Yours faithfully,
Bradley Crowe
2/125 King Street
Randwick NSW 2031
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