








We submit that the area is appropriate for development, but the planned development is
inappropriate and excessive. This development needs significant reassessment. We sincerely
hope it is reassessed accordingly.

Please do not hesttate to contact us if you have any questions about this letter.

Yours sincerely,

Jason Balgi & Hong Foo

1/27-29 Smith Street

Summer Hill NSW 2130

Email : hong_foo@yahoo.com.au
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1000% increase in the retail floor space above the McGill Street Precinct
Master Plan aliowance.

C. Public Open. Space

The proposed Concept Plan has moved the majarity of the Public Open Space
identified in the McGill Street Precinct Master Plan from the proponents fand
to the surrounding lands. The proponent is the only property within the McGill
Street Precinct Master Plan which is currently seeking planning approval, it is alse
by far the largest tand holding under a single ownership. Therefore, the only way to
guarantee the provision of the open space allocation by the McGill Street Precinct
Master Plan is for the bulk of the propased Public Open Space to he within the
propanents land (see attached comparison plan showing positioning of Public
Open Space by the proposed Concept Plan and the McGill Street Precinct
Master Plan).

Not only does the Concept Plan increase the FSR for the proponent’s land,

‘but at the same time it reduces the burden far the pravision of Public Open
Space. This is another example of the proposed gross aver development of the
proponent’s site.

Those areas within the subject site identified as Public Open Space by the
proposed Concept Plan will be mostly paved areas and walkways

il. Traffic
A. Traffic Volume

The documentation accompanying the application does not take into account

~ the volume of traffic that will be generated by the proposed Mungo Scott Flour
Mill development which also is currently being considered by the Department of
Plan under Part 3A. The Flour Mill proposal seeks to add a further 300 units on
to the proponents 400 units adding around 1000 additional vehicles to the
immediate area, with the traffic generated by the proposed retail component in
addition.

B. Internal Road Ne

The proposed internal road network in the proposed Concept Plan will result in
McGill Street bécoming the main north south entry / exit to the proponents site
as traffic seeks to avoid the Toathill Street and Longport Street traffic lights
(especially during the morning peak traffic periods. McGill Street is 9.145
metres wide with a 6.095 wide carriageway. McGill Street currently serves 6

Page 2




residences, 5 factories and a hardware retail store. The residences do not have
off street parking, there is a Marrickville Council operated residents parking
scheme with 2 hour restricted parking on the eastern side of McGill Street,
McGill Street is effectively only available for one lane of traffic and when
factories have trucks are loading McGill Street is often blocked completely.

Therefore, McGill Street will not cope with the increased traffic generated by 400
residential units and 6305m? of retail.

C. Parking

As stated, McGill Street has a residents parking scheme in operation on the
eastern side of with 2 hour parking restrictions. The parking scheme is in

place because McGill Street currently does not cope with the lack of available
parking spaces. The Concept Plan not only seeks to add a further 400
residential units and 6305m? of retail, but they intend to restrict the number of
carspaces provide for both, This will result in the surrounding streets {including
“McGill Street) providing the additional unaitocated parking for the proposal.
McGill Street will also be used for the retail overflow.

D. toading Docks

The Concept Plan does not disclose where the intended loading docks for the
retail component will be positioned or how they will be accessed. We are
concerned that McGill Street may be used to access the loading docks. As
stated McGill Street has a narrow carriageway and is not suitable for access to
the proposed site by large trucks and semi-trailers.

Itl. Impact on the Greenway

A. Over Shadowing

Given the overall mass of the pfoposed Concept Plan, we are concerned with
possible over shadowing of the Greenway to the west of the proposal.

IV. Bulk and Scale

A. The overall bulk and scale of the proposed Concept Pian greatly exceeds
- anything includihg the existing Mungo Scott Flour Mills (which have heritage
significance). The proposed Concept Plan will take the focus away from the
historic Flour Mill which has dominated the skyline for more than a life time.
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B. Visual Impact

The visual impact of the oversized buiidings will have an enormous impact on
the surrounding community which mainly consists of late 19th and early 20th
century single storey residential dwellings. One of the reasons the development
site is attractive to the proponent is the character of the area. The proposed
bulk and scale of this development will significantly degrade the character of the
surrounding area.

V. Site Survey

We would also like to point out that the existing site survey prepared by
“Stratasury” does not comply with the Director General’s Requirements (DGRs)
relating to Austratian Height Datum, Page 7 of the DGRs, under “Plans and
Documents”, point No.1 “An existing site survey plan” it states “all {evels to be
to Australian Height Datum”. The site survey is on "Assumed Datum™ and does
not relate to Australian Height Datum. Without Australian Height Datum it is
not possible to check the 1 in 100 year fload fevel and compare levels on the
subject site to surrounding sites.

VI. Conclusion

We are vehemently opposed to the proposed Concept Plan. The proposal does not
conform with Marrickville Council’s Draft LEP 2010 or the McGill Street Precinct
Master Plan, the bulk and scale of the development is excessive, the retail is
unnecessary and excessive, the provision of Public Open Space is grossly inadequate,
traffic will be unsustainable, the traffic report is lacking details of the Mungo Scott
Flour Mill propasal, parking will be impossible, the visual impact of the site will have
an adverse effect on the surrounding properties and the proposal will degrade the
amenity of the entire surrounding community. The only beneficiary of the approval of
the proposed concept plan would be the proponent to the detriment of the
surrounding community. Therefore, we request that Concept Plan Application No.
MPO8_0195 78-90 OLD CANTERBURY ROAD, LEWISHAM be refused.

Anna Cooper

7 McGill Street

‘Lewisham NSW 2049
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The proposal as it stands with 4 to 9 storey development will not provide a village-type environment.

Linkages to Lewisham and Dulwich Hilf Light Rail is a bit of a matherhood statement as it stands.Linkage to Lewisham station is
no easy feat from the development site. Who will improve it and when.In practice it will probably mean get across the road at
the lights as best you ¢an.One can be more optimistic about incorporating a finkage with the Dulwich Hillfight rail station
whenever and whereever that may be.

5.Proposed Changes fo the Road Network,

-Brown St left-in left-out . OK but left turn deceleration tane wili require designation of first part of Longport as clearway as
vehictes are currently able to park here.

-Designated leit turn fane eastbound approach of Longport St to Otd Canterbury Rd. This is counter produciive.

Most eastbound traffic goes straight ahead here( not turning left into Canterbury Rd.) and the left lane filters in to the right lane
which is faster than just having a single fane. A dedicated left turn lane would prevent this fillering. Also a dedicated left turn
fane will prevent vehicles going around vehicles furning right{which they can now do ouiside peak hours} thus unnecessarily
delaying all through traffic.

{ A similar circumstance applies 1o traffic travelling north along Oid Canterbury Road and which filiers into one fane to go under
the rail bridge. A dedicated left hand tutn here —-which is not proposed - would cause havoc. Same principle-appties in
Longpott).

- Clearway restrictions ajong both sides of Old Ganterbury Road between Railway Terrace and McGill St.This would
undoubtedly improve traffic flow but will certainly upset locats who park there.

-Median strip in Old Canterbury Rd opposite William St should be no problem.

- No right turn Old Canterbury Rd { southbound) into Hudson St no problem. -

However the provision of a fight turn median storage facility to enable right hand tum exits from Hudson St conveniences the
faw(ex the proposed development) and inconveniences the many. For example , because of the new median, traffic would be no
tonger able to turn right from Hanry St{nearly opposite Hudson) into Oid Canterbury Rd which is quite popular. Also traffic
traveliing north on Old Canterbury Rd would be forced earlier into one fane instead of two at present which would probably stow
traffic through the Toothill St tights. Hudson St should just turn left or fake their chances to the right like everyone else.Please
reconsider this proposal.

-Linemarking in Railway Terrace fo create a dedicated left hand turn lane in Railway Terrace for the movement into West St.
Contrary to the situation in Longport (and Old Cantetbury Rd) this could improve kaffic flow. This is because the Raiway
Tesrace is narrower and the traffic is only-comfortable in one lane and thus dees not filter here across this intersection. However
there is actually room for two fanes and if one was dedicated feft turn this would spaed up traffic to the left and shorten the
queue of through traffic.

6. Additional Detail/Clarification would be heipfut

-a compatison with the HASSELL Precinct Master-Plan would be helpiul

- the proposed height of each block is not clear from the site plan

.a built form diagram would enabile a bettet appraisal

- it is not ctear from the site plan where the foads are eg. Hudscn St and "the road afong the railway boundary”.

-where is the"internal road and padestrian network®

-it would be interesting to have rough estimates of how many separate housing units are likely,and how many parking spaces
there would be with the uniis, and how many parking spaces would be provided for retait and other uses.

‘One suspects these details would bring hoime the reality of living with such a high density development.as presently proposed.
Hopefully there is more water to fiow under the bridge and sensible compromise o be further developed.

I Would appreciate acknowiedgement of receipt of this email : and any commenisfreactions that may be avaiiable in due course.
Thank You , Jeff Herron.







