


hormes contributes greatly to this problem as, every day, we see siaff park in
the street and then go into the development. There are also frequently cars
parked on the lawn in the centre, a clear indication there is inadequate
parking. Obviously a major increase in the size of the homes will only make
this problem worse

The Child Care Centre

There is currently a proposal to increase the number of places in the
kindergarten up to 80 places currently being advertised with posters on the
fence of the site. During the morning the streets around the kindergarten
{including our street) are already choked with cars trying to drop off kids.
Parents frequently double park and leave their cars in the middie of the sticet
while they deliver their children into the centre. Increasing the number of
spaces wiill only make this protlem worse.

Density

The FSR of the proposed development of 1.43:1 exceeds the aliowable FSR
for the site under the current zoning and is almost 3 times the aliowable FSR
for domestic developments in the area. If it is considered overdeveiopment of
my Block of fand and that of my neighbours to have an FSR above around
0.5:1, why should a FSR above 0.5:1 not also be overdevelopment of the
Montefiore site? FSR of the Montefiore site should be set to match that of the
surrounding residential areas and the development restricted to that density.

in summary

The Proposal is a massive overdevelopment of the site in the middie of what
has always been a quiet residential area. It would block views, create visual
poflution with blank walls of building facing all surrounding streets, and create
- traffic and parking chaos. It is critical for the amenity and wellbeing of the area
that the proposed development should not be allowed to proceed in if's
~eurrent, or even in a substantially reduced form.

Your favourable consideration of our submission is :requé_'sted.
Regards |
~ Julie and Philip Smatl
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lodged an amended DA to Randwich Council requesting an increase from an already approved 60
places tc 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
precadence for high-density developments in low to medium density areas such as Randwick North
wilt be the benchmark for any future developments.

Yours faithfully,

Cherry Owen
0418 338 388













Since the retirement home opened its doors, street parking in the area has been af @
premium. The spaces that are provided on site are not enough during peak times and
therefore providing only small number of additional spaces would have @ huge impact
on the local area by further increasing the demand for parking — which leads to securify
issues at night {parking further from yaur property), more illegal parking (across driveways,
laneways and close 1o street carners}, congested streets, mare car accidents which in
turn has a major negative impact on property values,

In additian to the increased parking issues and traffic congestion, | am also concerned
aboui: .

e The floor space ratio is substantially above that currenily permitted

¢ The bulk af the proposed Building D {on Dangar $t} and Building E {on King S$t} is
excessive and out of character for the area,

o Loss af open space and pressure on existing parks

¢ Lengthy construction period with site access from all surrounding streets [the DA
states that this a 10 year plan!ll)

o Wear ond tear on the roads

e The proposed increase in size of the Child Care Centre from 30 to 80 placesl!

To accept the plans as currently proposed by the developers will have a negative social
impact on our area fram parking to traffic to noise, pedesirian safety, rubbish etc. We ask
that you reject the plans as they currently stand.

Yours faithfully,

SARAH BALLHAUSEN
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As a regular walker and also walking my dog around the Montefiore site, I regularly see fraffic
accident "near misses" and minor accidents because of the many elderly drivers that visit and
ingress and egress from the Montefiore site, double parking and irresponsible “U” turns for
persons trying to “grab” the elusive parking spaces which are rarely found.

With the heavy use of the playground and also the proposed substantial increase in usage for
the kindergarten, this situation, if the proposal was approved, couid only get worse and
become even more dangerous. Already the amount of traffic is such along both Dangar and
King Streets that the flow of that out ontc the major arterial roads is such that 1 wouid
anticipate that traffic lights need to be erected at the corner of Dangar and Darley Streets
merely to allow reasonable traffic flow (although | oppose this as a matter of principle as it is
meant to be a substantially residential area). Traffic lights already exist on John Street which
is the main egress from King Street onto Alison Road particulatly because of the buses
travelling from the nearby bus depot on King Street.

Although it has been submitted there will be increased parking on site this is clearly not
enough even currently as evidenced by the double parking and parking on open areas
already.

Further, the bulk and height of the building is in appropriate for the area noting that the
proposed height exceeds the immediately adjacent Centennial Apartments complex which is
the property with the closest proximity to the Montefiore site by over 9 metres (approximately 3
storeys) — nof a minor amount,

The floor space ratio further substantially exceeds that permitted for the site being a 2B Zone
and also in the Residential 2C Zone area, again, on a very significant and not even minor non-
compliance.

It should be fully appreciated that this project, if it proceeds, will have very significant adverse
impact on not only the immediate and surrounding propetties but even those on the next
approximate streets because of the parking, traffic and pedestrian safety issues while it goes
without saying the bulk, height and density issues are so in excess of what is reasonable and
any compliance should not even be contemplated. Any minor changes or additions attached
to the same may appear to be compromises but in this case would not be appropriate so my
submission is that the project should be rejected in its entirety and the developer devise a new
concept which is more appropriate in all the circumstances.

Yourgifaithfully

Andrew Aitken

ANAKCLIAITKE-ANYC000PS22 doo
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Yours sincerely

Rebecca Craske
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My husband William Findlay and | have been long-term residents of Govett Street Randwick (for
over 10 years) and wish to voice our strong objections to the proposed expansion of the Sir Moses
Montefiore (Montefiore) Jewish Home,

Before outlining our concerns, please keep in mind that we understand the importance of aged
care facilities to the area, and congratulate Montefiore on the understated nature of its facility to
date. However, it is the proposed facility’s sheer size, proportion, disruption to our neighbourhood
and disregard of the local planning rules that have so greatly shocked and astounded us.

Claims in the Environmental Assessment paper that there are no adverse impacts of the proposed
development on local residents are entirely false. On the contrary, the impacts are many:

Excessive magnitude

The floor space ratio of the proposed buildings is excessive — at 1.43:1 it exceeds the 1.15:1 limit.
This equates to approximately 8000 square metres — and more than 40% — over the allowed limit
for a residential area. How can this be allowed or ignored?

Disproportionate height

The height of the new buildings is completely out of character with the surrounding streets. This is
a low density residential area, not a high rise commercial zone.

Proposed Building F is 10.7m over that permitted in 2c zone, at six storeys high. This is three
storeys above what is allowed and three storeys above the neighbouring Centennial Apartments.
The length of the proposed building will be 60 metres — this extends beyond two out of three
apartment buildings facing east.

The potential loss of privacy and solar access will be substantial. It is in no way considerate to
Centennial Apartments next door or neighbours across the street who would be looking across to a
massive, way out of character development.

Extensive traffic increase

Randwick North is a community full of children. Doubling the size of the existing facility, adding 35
self care units (of one to three bedrooms each) and 276 extra beds, and quadrupling the size of the
child care facility will create extra traffic. This will arise from visitors, onsite staff and external staff,
delivery and servicing trucks, and parents dropping off children in both Dangar and King Streets,
and their surrounds.

The result will be noise, congestion and increased risk of accidents and threat to the safety of our

local children. This is a residential area, a quiet neighbourhood, not a commerciai zone supporting
trucks, delivery vehicles and cars all day and night.

file://C:\Documents and Settings\alwatson\Local Settings\Temp\XPgrpwise\4CBCOC... 19/10/2010
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Lack of car parking

The proposed building includes only 57 additional onsite car spaces, bringing the total to 212. The
current car park often operates at a maximum and the child care car park is completely
inadequate. Surprisingly, Montefiore has acknowledged that eight car spaces for 20 children is
inadequate, but that 13 spaces for 80 should be sufficient!

Despite Montefiore’s claims, general staff are not permitted to park onsite. The only alternative is
the surrounding streets which have already been stretched to the limit since the initial Montefiore
development, particularly Dangar and King streets. Double the size of the Home and quadruple the
child care facility and we have an impossible situation. Where do neighbours park if they have no
off street parking? Where do their guests park?

This is not a good solution for the surrounding residents.

Misuse of Residential Zone

Montefiore has created, what is essentially, an industrial facility in a quiet residential zone. The
kitchens at Montefiore are being used to make food for its facilities in other areas. Delivery trucks
and vehicles are constantly coming and going alt day and night to take the food where it is needed.
This is in complete disregard to the zoning of the area and is very unfair to the surrounding
residents. This should not happen in a residential area.

Put yourself in our position and consider the ruies for a residential area

We ask that you keep our concerns at the top of your mind when making your decision. Consider
them carefully when comparing them to the rules. What’s more, put yourself in our position —
imagine that you lived next door, across the road, in the next street or even in the vicinity of what
is being proposed and imagine how you would feel and how you would decide. The decision you
make will affect the lives of many residents and their families in the area.

We worked hard to have this proposal rejected by Randwick Council. Montefiore knew that the
local residents were all objecting, so bypassed local council and took it to the State Government.
Please don’t let the powers of a big corporation bypass the community in which they have to co-

exist. Do what is right and just to the people who live here — families young and old, with children
and without.

Thank you for your time and careful consideration.

Kind regards

file://C:\Documents and Settings\alwatson\Local Settings\Temp\XPgrpwise\MCBCOC...  19/10/2010
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William and Belinda Findiay

Home Owners
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Extensive traffic increase

Randwick North is a community full of children. Doubling the size of the existing facility,
adding 35 self care units (of one to three bedrooms each) and 276 extra beds, and
guadrupling the size of the child care facility will create extra traffic. This will arise from
visitors, onsite staff and external staff, delivery and servicing trucks, and parents dropping
off children in both Dangar and King Streets, and their surrounds.

The resuit will be noise, congestion and increased risk of accidents and threat to the safety
of our locat children. This is a residential area, a guiet neighbourhood, not a commercial
zone supporting trucks, delivery vehicles and cars all day and night.

Lack of car parking

The proposed building includes only 57 additional onsite car spaces, bringing the total to
212. The current car park often operates at a maximum and the child care car park is
completely inadequate. Surprisingly, Montefiore has acknowledged that eight car spaces for
20 children is inadequate, but that 13 spaces for 80 should be sufficient!

Despite Montefiore's claims, general staff are not permitted to park onsite. The only
alternative is the surrounding streets which have already been stretched to the limit since
the initial Montefiore development, particularly Dangar and King streets. Double the size of
the Home and quadruple the child care facility and we have an impossible situation. Where
do neighbours park if they have no off street parking? Where do their guests park?

This is not a good solution for the surrounding residents.
Misuse of Residentiai Zone

Montefiore has created, what is essentially, an industrial facility in a quiet residential zone,
The kitchens at Montefiore are being used to make food for its facilities in other areas.
Delivery trucks and vehicles are constantly coming and going all day and night to take the
food where it is needed. This is in complete disregard to the zoning of the area and is very
unfair to the surrounding residents. This should not happen in a residential area.

Put yourself in our position and consider the rules for a residenttal area

We ask that you keep our concerns at the top of your mind when making your decision.
Consider them carefully when comparing them to the rules. What's more, put yourself in our
position -~ imagine that you lived next door, across the road, in the next street or even in the
vicinity of what is being proposed and imagine how you would feel and how you would
decide. The decision you make will affect the lives of many residents and their families in the
area.

We worked hard to have this proposal rejected by the focal council. Montefiore knew that
the local residents were all objecting, so bypassed local council and took it to the State
Government. Please don't let the powers of a big corporation bypass the community in
which they have to co-exist. Do what is right and just to the people who live here — families
young and old, with children and without.




Thank you for your time and careful consideration.

Kind regards

Wiiliam and Belinda Findlay
Home Owners

cc. Hon Kristina Keneally, Hon. Tony Kelly, Hon Paul Pearce, Hon Bavid Shoebridge, Hon John
Kaye, Hon Kate Faehrmann, Hon Brad Hazzard, Hon Barry O'Farreli, Randwick Council,
Mayor Murray Matson, Deputy Mayor Keil Smith, Cr Margaret Woodsmith, Cr Paul Tracey
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holdups and confusion.

In addition, 35 self-care units are proposed in building F with no specification of how many
bedrooms each unit will contain. Self-care units can contain up to 3 bedrooms.

Bear in mind as per documents lodged with the proposal, the existing aged care facility
car park at times opcrates at its maximum and the childeare car park is inadequate.

4, Traffic: The doubling in size of the existing facility, additional 35 self-care units (1 to 3
bedrooms) and quadrupling in size of the existing childcare centre, will create extra traffic
from visitors, onsite staff and external staff, delivery and servicing trucks and impact on
everyone, especially the amenity and safety of families with young children and many other
residents

The Environmental Assessment paper maintains throughout that there are NO adverse
impacts to us residents. This is completely inaccurate.

It may be of interest to also note that the green area which now softens the area will be
destroyed. I have a personal dislike for this in any development in the city as we need all the
green areas possible for various reasons. More brick and concrete is conducive to excess heat
and allows no possibility of local ecosystems.

Yours sincerely,
Elizabeth Wright
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(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.
Traffic & Parking
The traffic management plan is flawed as it does not fully address weekend and evening traffic
flows, amongst other things. With increased traffic expected from this development, this will create
dangerous conditions for the cyclists who use Dangar Street to ride to Centennial Park. There seems
to be no parking allowance for staff who will be working in the restaurant or function hall and for
visitors who will be using these facilities.
Noise
There will be increased noise to area from

Ambulances (including overnight)

Delivery vehicles

Visitors and staff arriving and departing

Passing traffic honking and double parked cars especially at the child centre
Green space
Randwick North is a green residential neighbourhood, and the proposed development with its new
design appears far more industrial and commercial rather than residential. There is no consideration
of the impact that a 6 levels high facility of this grand magnitude would have on this heritage
neighbourhood

I trust that these concerns will be addressed before any further action is allowed.

“Yours Sincerely,
Edward Au-Yong
57 Dangar Street,
Randwick, NSW 2031

(M) 0409-393785
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19" October 2010

Major Projects Assessment
Department of Planning
GPO Box 39

Sydney NSW 2001

Dear Sirs

Re: Application MP09_0188 and MP10_0044 — Expansion of the existing Aged Care Facllity
at Sir Moses Montefiore Jewish Home, 100-120 King Street and 30-30 Dangar Street,
Randwlick

We object to the above projects so we are writing again about the proposed changes to the
Montefiore Home in Dangar and King Streets. The bulk and height proposed in this new
plan are both way over the allowed and we are at a loss to understand why Monteflore is
allowed to submit a proposal with these increases.

North Randwick is an inner city suburb that does not need any further expansion to the

aged care facility already built in our suburban area, Since is has been bullt the traffic and
parking has increased beyond belief, if we did not have a garage on our property we would
have gone insane. The staff do not park underneath the aged care facility they park on our
streets. There are also relatives visiting and volunteers parking to consider and several
times we have seen the grassed areas used for parking so there is chviously not enough
parking presently. The light coming from the administration area opposite cur house has
forced us to change the location of our bedroom to the rear of our house as the light coming
in during the night [s so bright it keeps us awake. No one tumns any lights off in the facility it
looks fike a five star ballroom of a major hotel at night.

We are shocked that a child care centre and retail floor space Is requested. This was never
part of the original plan; there is no need for a child care facility or retail areas the concern
is with aged care. The garden areas are presently where the residents can walk around in a
natural environment does Montefiore really want to take that away from them? We realise
that aged care facilities in the Eastern Suburbs are at a premium however Montefiore is big




enough and does not need to be any bigger. There are plenty of other areas in Sydney to
build new homes so please ask Montefiore to find them, We do not want any more building
works going on in Dangar & King Streets, The roads cannot cope already with the extra cars
of employees and relatives; if we have to cope with building workers cars as well it will be a
nightmare.

To the councillors reading this letter Randwick Is afready over built with units blocks being
built in every conceivable space please do not allow this monstrosity to go ahead we really
are over it alf and ask for you support in objecting this project.

Yours faithfuily

Angela & Graham Dennéy
65 Dangar Street
Randwick NSW 2031

Tel: 0401 321449

E: angela.denney@wofifgroup.com



















care centre and have a vegetated outlook. The child care centre is only in use from
around 7.30am to 3.30pm Monday to Friday, so privacy is not so much of an issue.
Building F is only 20 meters from the boundary line and has very little, if not no plans
for landscaping or screening. Light and noise poliution are also concerns.

The applicant's Statement of Effects even admits to the impact upon Centennial
Apartments on Page -61, yet nothing has been done to overcome this.

Child Care Centre Qutdoor area - Thirdly, the recent application to councii to
extend the child care centre for a further 5 year period stated that the outdoor area
needed to face East and the current situation fulfilled this requirement. it also
acknowledged that this would provide adequate privacy to Centennial. So what is the
reason for changing the outdoor area to be west facing? It makes no sense at alll

in summary, as | have already mentioned | have no objection to developing the site
to provide aging care to the community. However, | find it very surprising that such a
gross overdevelopment that has no valid justification has even been presented for
consideration. The developers have made no concessions after consulting within the
community and show absolutely no consideration for its surrounding neighbors. The
proposal should be substantially scaled down particularly in relation to Building F
which is detrimental to residents of The Centennial in the extreme.
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