Bill and Valarie Symington

17 Eucla Road Gwandalan 2259

16" December 2010

Director of Strategic Assessments

Department of Planning

GPO Box 39

Sydney NSW 2001

Dear Sir,

State Significant Site and Concept Plan ProposalMP 10 0084 Gwandalan.
| object to this proposal for the following reasons

Poor urban “planning.”

There appears to be little or no justification &development of this size and nature
in this location.

In fact even using the term “planning” seems t@hbeisuse as we only have a
reactive response from DOP to a request from d trarty.

If a planning group, be it Council, State or Fetesat down to investigate on their
own, the best site for a new residential sub diviswithout bias from private
developers, it would never be on Kanagra Drive wa@dalan.

Using as a benchmark some of the published criterimaking such a decision
would immediately remove Gwandalan from the equatio

There is no reliable public transport or hub, theneo opportunities for employment,
there is no shortage of currently available vatamd, there is no shortage of houses
at reasonable prices, there really is no demamede tis currently an area rezoned for a
new residential sub division providing approx. E#@s, and there is still land
available in the last release in Gwandalan of sbrypears ago.

In fact, had it not been for a private coal compkroking for a way to make some
extra money for their shareholders, | doubt whethisrproposal would have ever
seen the light of day.

In some circles the project has been promotedvwesydo gain some conservation
land in offsets. This has been proven in Coubid@ “flawed” method of instigating
planning and as such should never have been coedide

Staqging.

The recently released draft North Wyong Shire $tmecPlan, seems to have clearly
recognized the flaws with the current proposal laasl dedicated new development in
Gwandalan and Summerland Point as Long Term.



It even goes so far as to nominate those areagwitljong Shire which are
dedicated Medium and Short term developments, pedifically excludes
Gwandalan from these time frames.

The natural areas for development, such as Warlegiivave now or will have in the
near future, the “planned” infrastructure and artiesito cope with the planned
increases in population in the Short to Medium term

It naturally follows that the already rezoned Raspgroject on Precinct 1A should
be allowed to proceed well before the C & A is egensidered.

The Rosecorp project was initially hamstrung by sarhthe same flaws, having been
recognized in the 90’s as a site for future redidédevelopment, and planned to
proceed in approx. 2011.

The developer moved to commence the works far &ky,g2004) was rejected by
Council Planning Staff and eventually by the cowaited now appears to be in a
position to submit final plans in the near futusgnging the time frame into the
correct perspective.

This is an example of good forward planning, wheed and capacity is recognized
by planning authorities, appropriate plans areippiace, and a timetable is
observed. The same parameters must be obsenietheiC & A project.

Coal Extraction.

The current method of mining, subsidence, and regdiousing affected has proved
to be an unnecessary, unworkable and biased stratbgre homeowners have to go
“Cap in Hand” to beg for some justice from a Mirfgasbsidence Board.

Evidence shows us that after many attempts, magtlpavalk away unsatisfied and
dispirited, sell their property for less than itnerth because of the “stigma” attached
following subsidence, and lose all faith in theteys.

A far better approach would be to make sure thatlemtial developments do not take
place over areas where mining is intended, unthdimes as the mining and
extraction of coal has been completed.

An alternative of course, would be the banningrof mining under residential areas,
but | fear that the extraction of coal has more @othan suitable planning to avoid
subsidence.

Environmental.

| am aware that many other objectors will be cotegimg on the thoughtless and
wanton destruction of 60ha of bushland, but mustgst at the almost certain
negative result of 632 houses in the area abu@iraggan Bay.

It is bad enough that development continues adtiad to worse” in many areas but
to risk the despoiling of Crangan Bay is almostimimal negligence.



Conclusion.

Who knows what will be required for population growth in the next 10, 15, 20
years?

Sure, we can make some predictions, we can pinpoisdme suitable residential
sites, we can even include some concessions frora thining industry and revise
these plans as demand eventuates.

This is called Planning!

To go ahead now or at any stage in the short to meon term with this project, is
lunacy, and bears little or no resemblance to Plaring.!

To go ahead now is just a collapsing of planning pcesses under the weight of
influential and greedy developers!

The Coal and Allied proposal should be rejected iit's present form!
At best, the project should be “shelved” with the dection that the DOP and/or

Council will call for a further submission when thesituation requires.

Perhaps in 2025!

Yours faithfully

signed

Bill and Valarie Symington



