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Andrew Beattie - Online Submission from Melissa & Aydin Bajugi ()

From: Melissa & Aydin Bajugi <mbajugi@gmail.com>

To: Andrew Beattie <andrew.beattie@planning.nsw.gov.au>
Date: 29/07/2010 18:08

Subject: Online Submission from Melissa & Aydin Bajugi ()

cC: <assessments@planning.nsw.gov.au>

Submission:
MP09_0191 Marrickville Metro ? Exhibition

Marrickville Metro - 35 Victaria Road, 13-55 Edinburg Road and within the Public Reserve of Smidmore St -
Marrickville Metro - 35 Victorla Road, 13-55 Edinburgh Road and within the Public Reserve of Smidmore Street

Recommendation:

? The approval of the redevelopment be conditional on the Metro developing a hollistic trolley management plan for
the centre, in conjunction with input from the residents of the neighbourhood
? The use of lockout or coin return trolleys be made a condition of all retail leases in the centre.

Background:

South Newtown on Laura Street, which is parallel to Alice street and perpendicular to Edgeware road.
('with shopping trolleys being dumped.in.our street. This problem isn?t limited to our
street. All the nelghbourmg residential areas experience the same problem.

There is concern that the increased size of the Metro operation will make this problem even worse.

7 Our street has a low level of car ownership. The easiest way to access the shopping centre is by walking. People
returning from the Metro with their shopping dump their trolleys in the street every day.

7 Peaple picking up children from the Camdenville primary school or attending the Church on Edgeware Road often
park their cars on Laura street and then walk to the Metro, leaving their trolleys on the street when they return.

? The trolleys block the footpaths, ruin the street landscaping, dent parked cars and contribute to the culture of
dumping in our neighbourhood.

? We have contacted the shopping centre management and individual tenants on numerous occasions about this
matter. T have been told hat there is no shopping trolley management plan for the Metro, other than the tenants
being responsible for their own trolley collection, Metro retailers currently collect the trolleys from our street once a
day at the most, depending on the particular retailer.

? The trolley collector only retrieves selected tenant?s trolleys, and leaves the others behind. The removal process
is noisy and disruptive. Often stray trolleys roll away as part of the collection process and cause further damage or
block pedestrian access on the footpath.

2 We have never seen the coin return Aldi trolleys left on the street. It is always the trolleys from Woolworths,
Kmart and the smaller retailers that are dumped.

My parents live in an area where all the tenants in the nearby shopping centre have coin return trolleys as a
standard, and there never is the issue with dumped trofleys like what we experience here. We have friends who live
in North Newtown, and they have all remarked how the trolley dumping issue in their area has virtually disappeared

since the IGA on King street introduced lock out trolieys.

For an operation even the current the size of Metro, their lack of consideration or care for the matter demonstrates
how little their concern is for the impact of their operation on the neighbourhood. They are overlooking the
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wellbeing of the neighbourhood in exchange for financial gains as the trolleys become more expensive for the

retailers.

I have raised this with Elton Consulting, who have been doing the consultation for Metro. Nicole Eastaway from
Elton advised that there was no intention to change their current arrangements, and that they would ?readdress its
approach to improve the service if issues are encountered as a result of the upgrade?

Metre needs to be forced as part of their approval to increase their size to take a more proactive approach to this
matter, otherwise it will never be resolved because it will be an additional cost to their operation they haven?t
considered as part of their development proposal. It should be a condition of approval of the redevelopment that all
the trolleys used in the centre are operated on either lock-out or coin return basis. It would be a significant
improvement on the current arrangements and alse help to minimise the impact of the Metro operation on the

neighbourhood.

Contact Details:

Melissa & Aydin Bajugi
41 Laura Street
Newtown NSW 2042
mbajugi@gmail.com
phone 0400 627 812

Name: Melissa & Aydin Bajugi

Address:
41 Laura Street
Newtown NSW 2042

IP Address: - 125.7.52.129

Submission for Job: #3734 MP09_0191 - Marrickville Metro
https://majorprojects.onhiive.com/index.pi?action=view_job&id=3734

Site: #2118 Marrickville Metro - 35 Victoria Road, 13-55 Edinburg Road and within the Public Reserve of Smidmore

St
https://majorprojects.onhiive.camy/index.pl?action=view_site&id=2118

Andrew Beattie

P: 02 9228 6384
E: andrew.beattie@planning.nsw.gov.au

Powered by Internetrix Affinity
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Electomte{)ﬁice Marrickvﬂie - ’\fiarnckv;ile Metro redeveiopmem the Shoppmg tmlley 1ssue'

ettt

From: Melissa Bajugi <mbajugi @ gmail.com>

To: <marrickville@parliament.nsw.gov.au>, <dp.office @tebbutt.minister.nsw.gov.au>
Date: 4/08/2010 4:49 PM

Subject: Marrickville Metro redevelopment - the Shopping trolley issue!

Dear Carmel

We live in South Newtown on Laura Street, which is parallel to Alice street and perpendicular to
Edgeware road. There are ongoing issues with shopping trolleys being dumped in our street. This
problem isn’t limited fo our street. All the neighbouring residential areas experience the same
problem. We are concerned that the increased size of the Metro operation will make this problem
even worse.

o Our street has a low level of car ownership. The easiest way to access the shopping centre is
by walking. People returning from the Metro with their shopping dump their trolleys in the
street every day.

» People picking up children from the Camdenville primary school or attending the Church on
Edgeware Road often park their cars on Laura street and then walk to the Metro, leaving their
trolleys on the street when they return.

o The trolleys block the footpaths, ruin the street landscaping, dent parked cars and contribute to
the culture of dumping in our neighbourhood.

= We have contacted the shopping centre management and individual tenants on numerous
occasions about this matter. I have been told hat there is no shopping trolley management plan
for the Metro, other than the tenants being responsible for their own trolley coElectton Metro
retailers currently collect the trolleys from our street once a day at the most, depending on the
particular retailer.

s The trolley collector only retrieves selected tenant’s trolleys, and leaves the others behind. The
removal process is noisy and disruptive. Often stray trolleys roll away as part of the collection
process and cause further damage or block pedestrian access on the footpath.

» All through our streets are noisy, polluting diesel fed tractors, dragging trolleys around. The
tractors also are a danger to motorists and pederstricans. .

o We have never seen the coin return Aldi trolleys left on the street. It is always the trolleys
from Woolworths, Kmart and the smaller retailers that are dumped.

My parents live in an area where all the tenants in the nearby shopping centre have coin return
trolleys as a standard. There never is the issue with dumped trolleys like what we experience here.
We have friends who live in North Newtown, and they have all remarked how the trolley dumping
issue in their area has virtually disappeared since the IGA on King street introduced lock out trolleys.

For an operation even the current the size of Metro, their lack of consideration or care for the matter
demonstrates how little their concern is for the impact of their operation on the neighbourhood. They
are overlooking the wellbeing of the neighbourhood in exchange for financial gains as the trolleys
become more expensive for the retailers.

As part of the inital consutlation of the Metro submission, I raised my concerns about the lack of a
shopping trolley managemnet plan with Elton Consulting. The response was " the current trolley
management system involves each retailer arranging for collection of their respective trolleys via
contractors. At this stage, Marrickville Metro will maintain the current trolley management system —
bur will readdress its approach to improve the service if issues are encountered as a result of the
upgrade"” What a ridiculous response, and anyone who lives near Metro knows the system is clearly
not working now. How could they seriously expect it to get anything but worse with another two
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major retailers in the centre?

They havent even include a The approval of the redevelopment should be conditional on the Metro
developing a hollistic trolley management plan for the centre, in conjunction with input from the
residents of the neighbourhood, with the use of lockout or coin return trolleys be made a condition of
all retail leases in the centre.

Metro needs to be forced as part of their approval to increase their size to take a more proactive
approach to this matter, otherwise it will never be resolved because it will be an additional cost to
their operation they haven’t considered as part of their development proposal. It should be a
condition of approval of the redevelopment that all the trolleys used in the centre are operated on
either lock-out or coin return basis. It would be a significant improvement on the current _
arrangements and also help to minimise the impact of the Metro operation on the neighbourhood.

Carmel, on behalf of the residents in the areas surrounding the Metro, I would really
appreciate knowing your thoughts on this matter, and what we could do to fix it.

Thank you

Melissa and Aydin Bajugi
Laura Street

Newtown

phone 0400 627 812

f\[gu.:i‘bwn }\b({')—-
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Andrew Beattie - Online Submission from Portia Spinks ()

From: Portia Spinks <portiaspinks@gmail.com>

To: Andrew Beattie <andrew.beattie@planning.nsw.gov.au>
Date: 3/08/2010 11:41 AM

Subject: Online Submission from Portia Spinks (}

CC: <assessments@planning.nsw.gov.au>

Marrickville Metro is a wonderful shopping centre in its current form. It is situated in a low-key and quiet
neighbourhood and I think the centre fits in well with that. A larger and more developed structure will be
unappealing, and unecessary. Marrickville metro has a quaint and personal feeling that is rare to find in a shopping
centre these days. I will not continue to shop there if it becomes a soul-less monstrosity.

Name: Portia Spinks

Address:
197 Wilson st. Newtown 2042

IP Address: stucco.lnk.telstra.net - 203.45.202.173

Submission for Job: #3734 MP09_0191 - Marrickville Metro
https://majorprojects.onhiive.com/index.pi?action=view_job&id=3734

Site: #2118 Marrickville Metro - 35 Victoria Road, 13-55 Edinburg Road and within the Public Reserve of Smidmore

st
https://majorprojects.onhiive.com/index.pl?action=view_site&id=2118

Andrew Beattie

P: 02 9228 6384
E: andrew.beatiie@planning.nsw.gov.au

Powered by Internetrix Affinity
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Andrew Beattie - Online Submission from Amy Lamb (object)

From: Amy Lamb <amylambchop@gmail.com>

To: Andrew Beattie <andrew.beattie@planning.nsw.gov.au>
Date: 3/08/2010 11:28 AM

Subject: Online Submission from Amy Lamb (object)

ccC: <assessments@planning.nsw.gov.au>

This project sounds as though it will turn Marrickville, a creative, artist hub into just another Bondi Jct. Keep the
culture alive and forget shopping centres. Focus on more important things within the community.

Name: Amy Lamb

Address:
6/197 Wilson St
Newtown NSW 2042

IP Address: stucco.lnk.telstra.net - 203.45.202.173

Submission for Job: #3734 MP0S_0191 - Marrickville Metro
https://majorprojects.onhiive.com/index.pl?action=view_job8id=3734

Site: #2118 Marrickville Metro - 35 Victoria Road, 13-55 Edinburg Road and within the Public Reserve of Smidmore

St
https://majorprojects.onhiive.com/index.pi?action=view_site&id=2118

Andrew Beattie

P: 02 9228 6384
E: andrew.beattie@planning.nsw.gov.au
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Andrew Beattie - Online Submission from Karen Bedford (object)

From: Karen Bedford <kfbedford@gmail.com>

To: Andrew Beattie <andrew.beattie@planning.nsw.gov.au>
Date: 01/08/2010 18:45

Subject: Online Submission from Karen Bedford (object)

ccC: <assessments@planning.nsw.gov.au>

I wish to lodge my objection to the above Major Project MP 09_0191 for the following reasons:

1. Traffic impact on surrounding streets in Marrickville, Enmore, South Newtown and St Peters. It is estimated that
traffic will increase by a minimum of 50% (more during peak times}. Currently peak traffic brings surrounding
streets to a gridlock, especially on Saturday. The proposed increase in trucks, cars, noise and pollution will have a

major impact on local traffic and residents.
2. Size and scale of development. The proposed redevelopment will tower over the low rise federation and post

federation homes that surround the Metro. The proposal te extend to five floors of retail and parking will more than

double the current height.
3. The proposed redevelopment will have a devastating effect on local shopping villages on Enmore Road, King St

South, Marrickville Rd and Iilawarra Rd.
4.Purchase of Smidmore Street and purchase of warehouse on Smidmore St. The warehouse is currently zoned

industrial and the aim appears to be able to increase the retail space by closing Smidmore Street. This is a public
road which services the community and providing a bus stop for community members and therefore should not be

sold to AMP for the purpose of profit making.

Name: Karen Bedford

Address:
36 Bourne Street Marrickville NSW 2204

IP Address: - 120.20.215.70

Submission for Job: #3734 MP09_0191 - Marrickville Metro
https://majorprojects.onhiive.com/index.pl?action=view_job&id=3734

Site: #2118 Marrickville Metro - 35 Victoria Road, 13-55 Edinburg Road and within the Public Reserve of Smidmore

St
https://majorprojects.onhiive.com/index.pl?action=view_site&id=2118

Andrew Beattie

P: 02 9228 6384
E: andrew.beattie@planning.nsw.gov.au

Powered by Internetrix Affinity
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26 July 2010

The Hon. Carmel Tebhutt MP
244 |llawarra Road
MARRICKVILLE NSW 2204

Dear Minister Tebbutt

I ask you to stop the expansion of the Marrickville Metro shopping centre because:

e it will clog local streets with traffic and delivery trucks

e It will cause parking chaos in Enmorte and Marrickville

o It will devastate our local shopping villages and businesses

= Itis not jocated in an area with suitable infrastructure for a shopping mall

It is & grab for profit by AMP that will impact negatively on local residents and business

Our local area is already heavily impacted on by the Metro shopping centre vehicle traffic, and will be
tncreased when the Aquatic Centre opens later this year.

Yours sincerely

Karen Bedford

36 Bourne Street
MARRICKVILLE

kfbadford@gmail.com
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Andrew Beattie - Online Submission from Andy Lysle (object)

From: Andy Lysle <andy@figureight.org>

To: Andrew Beatlie <andrew.beatlie@planning.nsw.gov.au>
Date: 3/08/2010 2:33 PM

Subject: Online Submission from Andy Lysle {object)

CC: <assessments@planning.nsw.gov.au>

I do not support the planned expanstion of the Marrickvilie Metro. I have been a local and have shopped at the
metro for the past 18 years and do not wish to see it become larger and busier.
1 feel that a larger Metro will take away from the many small independant businesses that make up the fabric of the

local area,
The current size of the metro is sufficient to house all that you need in a local shopping centre. We are less than 10

minutes away from the huge Broadway shopping complex if for any reason a larger shopping centre is needed.
I also feel that the traffic around the Metro area is busy enough now with the current size of the building. More
trucks will create more traffic and hazards. They currently have difficulty making turns into the docks without

blocking intersections and roads as it is.
1 urge you to refuse the expansion of this shopping area, as a local I can confidently say that it is not needed by

the local people and it will change this area in a negative way on many levels.

Name: Andy Lysle

Address:

146 Edinburgh Rd
Marrickville,

NSW 2204

IP Address: - 120.153.122.173

Submission for Job: #3734 MP09_0191 - Marrickville Metro
https://majorprojects.onhiive.com/index.pl?action=view_job&id=3734

Site: #2118 Marrickville Metro - 35 Victoria Road, 13-55 Edinburg Road and within the Public Reserve of Smidmore

St
https://majorprojects.onhiive.com/index.pl?action=view_site&id=2118

Andrew Beattie

P; 02 9228 6384
E: andrew.beattie@planning.nsw.gov.au

Powered by Internetrix Affinity
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Andrew Beattie - Online Submission from Brooke Olsen of Marrickville Media
Innovations / FBi Radio / Australian Music Radio Airplay Project {object)

From: Brooke Olsen <brocke_olsen@hotmail.com>

To: Andrew Beattie <andrew.beattie@planning.nsw.gov.au>

Date: 3/08/2010 7:26 PM

Subject: Onfine Submission from Brooke Olsen of Marrickvilie Madia Innovations / FBi Radio / Australian Music Radio
Airplay Project (object)

CC: <assessments@planning.nsw.gov.au>

As an arts worker, community broadcaster and long time resident of Marrickville I was absoloutley appalled to hear about
AMP's plans to extend Marrickvifle Metro to 35,000 metres square, more than double it's original size.

Over the past thirteen years I have watched Marrickville develop from a small, culturatly diverse and progressive suburb
into an increasingly strong, vibrant and creative community of which I'm proud to be part of.

1 strongly oppose the development of a mega metro because it threatens Marrickville's arts and music communities, Local
boutigue businesses and surrounding neighbourhoods.

As a business owner this move will affect me profoundly and I will be forced to move my business elsewhere. Like other
arts practicioners in this area I have chosen this suburb over others in Sydney for it's support of the creative industries

and exceltent sense of community.

This development will destroy Marrickville as we know it.

Name: Brooke Olsen
Organisation: Marrickville Media Innovations / FBi Radio / Australian Music Radio Airplay Project

Address:

Marrickville Media Innovations
32 Shirlow Street

Marrickville

NSW

2204

IP Address: 60-241-115-248. static.tpgi.com.au - 60.241.115.248

Submission for Job: #3734 MP03_0191 - Marrickville Metro
https://majorprojects.onhiive.com/index.pl?action=view_job&id=3734

Site: #2118 Marrickville Metro - 35 Victoria Road, 13-55 Edinburg Road and within the Public Reserve of Smidmore 5t
https://majorprojects.onhiive.com/index.pl?action=view_site&id=2118

Andrew Beattie

P: 02 9228 6384
E: andrew.beattie@planning.nsw.gov.au

Powered by Internetrix Affinity
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RECEIVED

To: The Hon. Carme] Tebbutt MP =7 SEP 201

244 MMawarra Road
MARRICKVILLE NSW 2204 AT MARRICKVILLE |

Dear Minister Tebbutt

I'am writing to you to ask that you stop the expansion of the Marrickville Metro shopping
centre.

I'understand that the owners of Marrickville Metro, AMP Capital, applied directly to the NSW
Government, completely bypassing Marrickville Council in their development application.
Consequently, this has ensured that members of the Marrickville Counci and Marrickville
comnmunity members were insufficiently consulted in the decision making process. Providing
limited and inadequate information has instilled heavy mistrust and disapproval towards AMP
Capital and their survey methods.

As a local community member [ am strongly opposed to the proposed development as it wi]]
devastate our local shopping villages, creating much financial demise for small business owners,
and impacting negatively on the local economy and environment, Enthusiasm toward the
environment and sustainability has made me an influential advocate for Marrickville Council, a
fact I will find difficult to support if the expansion is to commence.

Introducing a larger mall to the Marrickville residential area wi]] Create extreme levels of traffic
congestion in an area which will not accommodate such an increase. Additionally, the traffic
analysis research that AMP Capiial provided was false, and not an adequate representation of
traffic movements. The current location of Marrickville Metro is situated near to educational
institutions, churches and many residential homes. It is my belief that the expansion wil]
guarantee difficulty in local travel for students, and create an unsafe environment for children en

Turge you to show YOUr support in opposing the Marrickville Metro expansion and consider
examining the part 3a legislation in yvour future campaigning.
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Andrew Beattie ~ Online Submission from“

(object) '

" From:
To: Andrew Beattie <andrew.beattie@pianning.nsw.gov.au>
bate: 3/08/2010 12:16 PM

Subject: Online Submission frorr_ (object)

CccC: <assessments@planning.nsw.gov.au>

I sincerely object to this project. I have friends in the area whose lives and businesses will bé negatively impacted
upon by the proposed development.

i would like to keep this submission confidential and my name NOT made available to the Proponent.

Address:

Submission for Job: #3734 MP09_0191 - Marrickville Metro
https://majorprojects.onhiive.cam/index.pi?action=view_job&id=3734

Site: #2118 Marrickville Metro - 35 Victoria Road, 13-55 Edinburg Road and within the Public Reserve of Smidmore

St .
https:// majorprojects.onhiive.com/index.pl?action=view_site&id=21 i8

Andrew Beattie

P: 02 9228 6384
£: andrew.beattie@planning.nsw.gov.au

Powered by Internetrix Affinity
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Andrew Beattie - Online Submission from Dale Thompson (support)

From: Dale Thompson <dialdale@hotmail.com>

To: Andrew Beattie <andrew.beattie@planning.nsw.gov.au>
bDate: 12/08/2010 8:37 PM

Subject: Online Submission from Dale Thompson (support)

cC: <assessments@planning.nsw.gov.au>

In full support of project...érea in grave need of updating. Marrickville Road shopping/ street is lifeless already and
full of $2 bargin shopping will little else. The problem of no parking also discourages me from using the high road

shopping area.

Name: Dale Thompson

Address:
22 Holmesdale Street
Marrickville

IP Address: 60-242-28-174.static.tpgi.com.au - 60.242.28.174

Submission for Job: #3734 MP09_0191 - Marrickville Metro
https://majorprojects.onhiive.com/index.pl?action=view_job&id=3734

Site: #2118 Marrickville Metro - 35 Victoria Road, 13-55 Edinburg Road and within the Public Reserve of Smidmore

St
https://majorprojects.onhiive.com/index.pl?action=view_site&id=2118

Andrew Beattie

P: 02 9228 6384
E: andrew.beattie@planning.nsw.gov.au

Powered by Internetrix Affinity
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Andrew Beattie - Online Submission from Anna Heldorf (object)

From: Anna Heldorf <anna_heldorf@hotmail.com>

To: Andrew Beattie <andrew.beattie@planning.nsw.gov.au>
Date: 12/08/2010 5:40 PM

Subject: Online Submission from Anna Heldorf (object)

CccC: <assessments@planning.nsw.gov.au>

An expansion of Marrickville Metro is only going to have negative impacts on the surrounding areas. Local
businesses will lose custom, heritage houses may be demolished to make space for the expansion and the local
niche feeling of the area will be overwhelmed by another corporate shopping mall. I strongly object to this

proposal.

Name: Anna Heldorf

Address:
80 Dick St
Balmain 2041

IP Address: ppp121-44-55-42.ins20.syd6.internode.on.net - 121.44.55.42

Submission for Job: #3734 MP09_0191 - Marrickville Metro
https://majorprojects.onhiive.com/findex.pl?action=view_job&id=3734

Site: #2118 Marrickville Metro - 35 Victoria Road, 13-55 Edinburg Road and within the Public Reserve of Smidmore

St
https://majorprojects.onhiive.com/index.pl?action=view_site&id=2118

Andrew Beattie

P: 02 9228 6384
E: andrew.beattie@planning.nsw.gov.au

Powered by Internetrix Affinity
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Online Submission from Danielle Ienna (object)

Andrew Beattie - Online Submission from Danielle Ienna (object)

From: Danielle Ienna <dienna@claytonutz.com>

To: Andrew Beattie <andrew.beattie@planning.nsw.gov.au>
Date: 12/08/2010 1:35 PM

Subject: Online Submission from Danielte Ienna (object)

CC: <assessments@planning.nsw.gov.au>

I strongly object to the current plans to expand the Marrickville Metro. The new development is going to negatively
impact on the community. Some important issues are traffic congestion, local businesses, and importantly the

dynamic of Marrickville and the inner west as a whole.

All the propaganda we are seeing keeps saying how the community needs this development. It is simply not true at
all. We have a great selection of focal shops at our door, as well as Broadway shopping centre which is less than 10

minutes away.

It is also disgraceful that the project has bypassed local government. The entire situation is very concerningt

Name: Danielle Ienna

Address:
248 Edgeware Road
Newtown 2042

IP Address: - 210.9.91.65

Submission for Job: #3734 MP09_0191 - Marrickville Metro
https://majorprojects.onhiive.com/index.pl?action=view_job&id=3734

Site: #2118 Marrickville Metro - 35 Victoria Road, 13-55 Edinburg Road and within the Public Reserve of Smidmore

St
https://majorprojects.onhiive,com/index, pl?action=view_siteid=2118

Andrew Beattie

P: 02 9228 6384
E: andrew.beattie@planning.nsw.gov.au

Powered by Internetrix Affinity
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Andrew Beattie - Online Submission from Helen Williamson (object)

From: Helen Williamson <helenwill4S@btinternet.com>

To: Andrew Beattie <andrew.beattie@planning.nsw.gov.au>
Date: 11/08/2010 9:54 PM

Subject: Online Submission from Helen Willlamson (object)

CcC: <assessments@planning.nsw.gov.au>

1 object because of even more traffic congestion and chaos, increased alr pollution and noise as a result,adversly
affecting health,in what is already an overcrowded traffic zone. I object to the Minister of Planning making decisions
instead of my local council Marrickville, who fully understand the issues at stake affecting the residents. Small
business shops will end up being out of business,costing the owners and staff their livelihood. Expanding the Metro
shops will not be the answer to a significant increase in jobs,as supermarkets move to use self check out systems,
The wholoe project is purely profit orientated by AMP, with no regard for the welfare of the community in the
immediate area. Building another shopping centre on derelict ground nearer public transport,would be a much more
sensible solution. This area struggles with the traffic for the existing centre right now, the whole project is totally
usuitable for the area, why should the residents be made to suffer for the greed of big business.

Name: Helen Williamson

Address:
238 Edgeware Road
ENMORE NSW 2042

IP Address: 238.119-84-212.staticip.namesco.net - 212.84.119.238

Submission for Job: #3734 MP09_0191 - Marrickville Metro
https://majorprojects.onhiive.com/index.pi?action=view_job&id=3734

Site: #2118 Marrickville Metro - 35 Victoria Road, 13-55 Edinburg Road and within the Public Reserve of Smidmore

st
https://majorprojects.onhiive.com/index.pl7action=view_site&id=2118

Andrew Beattie

P: 02 9228 6384
E: andrew.beattie@planning.nsw.gov.au

Powered by Internetrix Affinity
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238 Edgeware Road
ENMORE NSW 2042 11" August 2010

The Hon Carmel Tebbutt MP
PO BOX 170
MARRICKVILLE MSW 1475

Dear Ms Tebbutt

SUBIECT: OBJECTION TO PROPOSED MARRICKVILLE METRO EXPANSION

RECEIVED
16 AUG 2010
AT MARRICKVILLE

| am along term resident with a small house on Edgeware Road and have lived in this area for 27

years

1 feel that | am extremely knowledgeable regarding the development of the area, which is to be

further badly affected by this proposed Metro Centre expansion plan.

| object to the development of this shopping centre for the following reasons:-

1 TRAFFICFLOW

The existing traific flow down Edgeware Road is already at saturation point during business
hours and at weekends. The main cross street is Alice, leading into Llewellyn street, traffic is
also at maximum capacity there, during these times. To even consider a traffic increase in this
area is absurd and dangerous, big trucks race down Edgeware road now to make the lights,
and often cars risk going through red lights, due to the slowness of pedestrians at the

crossings.

Delivery vehicles already block Smidmore street in the mornings as they do not have enough
space to turn around in now. Often the tail back of cars reaches Edgeware road and then
blocks the entrance via Victoria street, which in turn causes queues to form on the busy

Edgeware road.

More delivery trucks to the area is just not serviceable, especially as they are so large, i.e.

Woolworth trucks in particular.

lkea have proposed a huge store which will be located at the southern end of the Edgeware
road area, this alone will increase traffic congestion and especially at the weekends.

With the new swimming pool opening in Enmore park, buses bringing school children, and the
public driving, will also add to the problems, as the pool offers access all year round.



| fail to understand why the NSW Pianning Department is even considering large scale
developments in overcrowded streets, never dasigned to take large volumes of traffic.

2 PARKING SPACE:

To impose restricted parking for residents is absolutely unacceptable, as this may be inflicted
on residents when there are not enough spaces in which to park. It is not fair to the rate
payers when they can not park outside their own homes, not everyone in Edgeware road has
back access and a garage.

3_AIR AND NOISE POLLUTION

Both noise and harmful fumes from cars and trucks will be intolerable, there is a Primary
school and Child Care Centre on Edgeware road now, 50 do AMP wish to affect the health and
well being of our young citizens? Seeing they have no regard for traffic issues they probably
have no regard for health issues either.

4 TRAFFIC SURVEY

AMP CAPITAL have obviously given the community and the Department of Planning a biased
report cancerning traffic increase in the area, naturally they will resort to any means to push
through this developmenit, as they are only interested in profit.

t wish Marrickville Council would commission an air pollution survey, am sure rate payers
would agree, it is long overdue in our inner west areas.

5 METRO BUS SERVICE

| see these buses arrive at the Metro every day, mostly with hardly any passengers on board,
0 shoppers will not use a bus service to shop here, they will drive instead. Public transport to
lessen cars is not an option, sadly it will not work.

6 LOCAL SMALL BUSINESSES

If this expansion goes ahead , there will be no chance for existing businesses to compete with
the ‘big boys’ in the Metro complex. Enmore road shops and Marrickville road will be



seriously affected, many closures will likely occur as the traders lose their customers. Empty
shops boarded up are an eyesare, they attract graffiti and rubbish.

Whatever happened to the concept of greening the environment? This whole project is an

anti-green development, in an area where the Council has spent a lot of money trying to
improve the green image of these inner west suburbs.

7 NSW DEPT OF PLANNING

it is wrong that the Minister for planning can overrule the decisions made by Marrickville
Council, whose decisions are made for the welfare of the rate payers, not for the profit making
of AMP.

8 METRO OPENING HOURS

if this project goes ahead, then extended trading hours will be part of the course, so there will
be no respite form the noise and traffic or the struggle to find a parking space. The residents
will suffer the consequences.

in conclusion, it will be extremely sad if the voice of the residents opposing the project , is
ignored.

AMP have not been honest with the community in previous consultations, therefore, the
question of trustworthiness on their part is nebulous to say the least.

I trust | have made my objection points in a meaningful way, and that these extremely
important issues facing us as residents, are given credence.
Yours faithfully

/{[ e 11 CDOZF | [ Sy

Helen M Williamson
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From: Eva Johnstone <evajohnstone@hotmail.com>

To: <plan_comment@planning.nsw.gov.au=

Date: 10/08/2010 5:08 pm

Subject: OBJECTION TO PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT MP 0191

Attachments: Marrickville Metro objection.docx

Attention Director of Planning. Please find attached our objection to the proposed development.

Regards
Bill and Eva Johnstone

Bill and Eva Johnstone

Home: 02 9590 3584
Mobile: 0432 321730

15 Horton Street
Marrickville 2204



Online Submission from Bill and Eva Johnstone (object) Page 1 of 1

Andrew Beattie ~ Online Submission from Bill and Eva Johnstone

et B R O A L ST

From: Bilf and Eva Johnstone <evajohnstone@hotmail.com>
To: Andrew Beattie <andrew.beattie@planning.nsw.gov.au>
Date: 20/08/2010 11:46 AM

Subhject: Online Submission from Bill and Eva Johnstone (ohject)
CC: <@ssessments@planning.nsw.gov.au>

Attachments: Marrickville Metro objection 2nd letter.pdf

We strongly object to the scale and bulk of this redevelopment. In particular, we object to the closure of Smidmore
Street. We believe this action alone will cause significant disruption to the surrounding street network and will have

negative repercussions for many years to come,

Please refer to our attached letter which lists our objections in detail.

Name: Bili and Eva Johnstone

Address:
15 Horton Street
Marrickville NSW 2204

IP Address: c211-30-2-250.riviw2.nsw.optusnet.com.au - 211.30.2.250

Submission for Job: #3734 MP09_0191 - Marrickville Metro
https://majorprojects.onhiive.cormn/index.pl?action=view_job&id=3734

Site: #2118 Marrickville Metro - 35 Victoria Road, 13-55 Edinburg Road and within the Public Reserve of Smidmore

St
https://majorprojects.onhiive.com/index.pl?action=view_site&id=2118

Andrew Beattie

P: 02 9228 6384
E: andrew.beattie@pianning.nsw.gov.au

Powered by _Internetrix Affinity
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10 August 2010

Director of Metropolitan Projects
Department of Planning

GPO Box 39

Sydney NSW 2001

RE: Major Project —-MP_0191
34 Victoria road, 13-55 Edinburgh Road and part of Smidmore Street, Marrickville

Dear Director
RE: OBJECTION TO MARRICKVILLE METRO PROPOSED REDEVELOPMENT

We are most concerned regarding the scale of the proposed redevelopment for Marrickville Metro. We are
particularly perturbed at the complete lack of consultation regarding this proposed development, given that it
will have a huge impact on the communities, not just in the immediate vicinity of the shopping centre but for the

whole of the shopping centre’s catchment.

We want to say at the outset that we do not cbject to the redevelopment per se. Marrickville Metro is very old
and run down and if AMP Capital wish to redevelop i, that can enly be a good thing. However, their lack of
consultation with the community and with Marrickville Council and the fact that they lodged their application
through Part 3A redevelopment directly with the Dept of Planning, shows that they are not interesting in
engaging directly with the community but want a speedy approval so that they can build a completely out of

scale shopping centre.

We believe, moreover, that the Part 3A provisions are not appropriate for this kind of development, as it isnota
piece of vital infrastructure (such as the Desalination Plant) nor is it of a comparable scale to, say, Olympic Park.
In fact, AMP’s actions in lodging the application directly with the Department seems to suggest that they are

deliberately wanting to bypass community consultation altogether.

We ask you to speak to the Minister for Planning to not allow AMP Capital to use Part 3A for the expansion and
redevelopment of the Marrickville Metro shopping centre. We request that AMP Capital be required to withdraw
its development application with the Department. We further ask that the Minister for Planning recommend that
AMP Capital reconsider the size and scale of its redevelopment proposal and lodge a new appropriately scaled
development application with Marrickville Council. In this way, that the proper community consultation
processes and environmental and traffic studies can take place.

The Minister would also be aware that extensive traffic studies were undertaken as part of the development of
the nearby Enmore Park Swimming Centre (Annette Kellerman Swimming Centre). These traffic studies would
not have taken into consideration the impact of a redeveloped Marrickville Metro, especially of the scale

proposed.

In summary, we object to the scale of the proposed redevelopment because:

¢ It will clog the narrow local streets with traffic and delivery trucks;

o It will cause parking chaos in Enmore and Marrickville;
o It will devastate our local shopping villages (Marrickville, Dulwich Hill and the lower part of King Street,

Newtown);
e Itis notlocated in an area with suitable infrastructure for a shopping mall of the size and scale proposed

by AMP Capital;
e Itwould appear to be a grab for profit by AMP that will impact negatively on local residents, businesses
and the community.
We ask that you please act on our request urgently.

Yours faithfully



Bill and Eva Johnstone
15 Horton Street
Marrickville NSW 2204

Telephone: 9590 3584
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Andrew Beattie - Online Submission from Bill and Eva Johnstone
(object)

From: Bill and Eva Johnstone <evajohnstone@hotmail.com>
To: Andrew Beattie <andrew.beattie@pianning.nsw.gov.au>
Date: 20/08/2010 11:46 AM

Subject: Online Submission from Bill and Eva Johnstone {object)
cC: <assessments@planning.nsw.gov.au>

Attachments: Marrickville Metro objection 2nd letter.pdf

We strongly object to the scale and bulk of this redevelopment. In particular, we object to the closure of Smidmore
Street. We believe this action alone will cause significant disruption to the surrounding street network and will have

negative repercussions for many years to come.

Please refer to our attached letter which lists our objections in detail.

Name: Bill and Eva Johnstone

Address:
15 Horton Street
Marrickville NSW 2204

IP Address: c211-30-2-250.rivrw2.nsw.optusnet.com.au - 211.30.2.250

Submission for Job! #3734 MP09_0191 - Marrickville Metro
https://majorprojects.onhiive.comy/index.pl?action=view_job&id=3734

Site: #2118 Marrickville Metro - 35 Victoria Road, 13-55 Edinburg Road and within the Public Reserve of Smidmore

St
https://majorprojects.onhiive.com/index.pl?action:view_site&id=2118

Andrew Beattie

P: 02 9228 6384
E: andrew.beattie@planning.nsw.gov.au

Powered by Internetrix Affinity
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20 August 2010

Director of Metropolitan Projects
Department of Planning

GPO Box 39

Sydney NSW 2001

RE: Major Project --MP_0191
34 Victoria road, 13-55 Edinburgh Read and part of Smidmore Street, Marrickville

Dear Director
RE: OBJECTION TO MARRICKVILLE METRO PROPOSED REDEVELOPMENT

We strongly object to the scale and bulk of this redevelopment. In particular, we object to the closure of
Smidmore Street. We believe this action alone will cause significant disruption to the surrounding street

network and will have negative repercussions for many years to come.

As an example, when Liverpool Council sold a section of a main street to Westfield to enable that shopping
centre's expansion in 2002, the street closure caused chaos in the surrounding grid of streets for some months
and has significantly disrupted the flow of traffic now for many years.

Network modelling in mathematics is now increasingly referred to by organisations and is certainly relevant
to traffic planning in our high density cities. Network modelling would confirm that the closure of Smidmore
Street, such as is proposed by AMP Capital in their development application for Marrickville Metro, would
have serious repercussions for surrounding streets beyond the immediate street grid.

We are also particularly perturbed at the initial reluctance of AMP Capital to consult with the community via
Marrickville Council regarding this proposed development, given that it will have a huge impact on the
communities, not just in the immediate vicinity of the shopping centre but for the whole of the shopping

centre’'s catchment.

AMP’s failure to lodge their application with Marrickville Council and the fact that they lodged their
application through Part 3A redevelopment directly with the Dept of Planning, shows that they are not
interested in engaging directly with the community but want a speedy approval so that they can build a
completely out of scale shopping centre. Their attempt at a “short cut” to approval clearly demonstrates a
complete lack of respect for the community and a complete misunderstanding of the adverse affect the scale of
their proposal will have on the local area. They do not care what the community thinks about their proposal.

Furthermore, in bypassing Marrickville Council, AMP Capital have not been able to take advantage of the
traffic management and planning expertise within Council and the results of extensive traffic studies that
were undertaken as part of the development of the nearby Enmore Park Swimming Centre (Annette
Kellerman Swimming Centre). These traffic studies would not have taken into consideration the impact of a

redeveloped Marrickville Metro, especialiy of the scale proposed.

We request that AMP Capital be required to withdraw its development application with the Department. We
further ask that the Minister for Planning recommend that AMP Capital reconsider the size and scale of its
redevelopment proposal and lodge a new appropriately scaled development application with Marrickville
Council. In this way, the proper community consultation processes and environmental and traffic studies can

take place.
In summary, we object to the scale of the proposed redevelopment because:

*  Itwill clog the narrow local streets with traffic and delivery trucks;
*  [twili cause parking chaos in Enmore and Marrickville;
* It will devastate our local shopping villages (Marrickville, Dulwich Hill and the lower part of King

Street, Newtown);
= Itisnotlocated in an area with suitable infrastructure for a shopping mall of the size and scale

proposed by AMP Capital;



o Itwould appear to be a grab for profit by AMP that will impact negatively on local residents,
businesses and the community.

We ask that you seriously consider our objections.

Yours faithfully

Bill and Eva Johnstone
15 Horton Street
Marrickville NSW 2204

Telephone: 3590 3584



31 July 2010

The Hon Carmel Tebbutt, MP
244 Hlawarra Road
Marrickville NSW 2204

Dear Minister Tebbutt
RE: MARRICKVILLE METRO PROPOSED REDEVELOPMENT

We are most concerned regarding the scale of the proposed redevelopment for Marrickville Metro. We are
particularly perturbed at the complete lack of consultation regarding this proposed development, given that it
will have a huge impact on the communities, not just in the immediate vicinity of the shopping centre but for the
whaole of the shopping centre’s catchment,

We want to say at the ountset that we do not object to the redevelopment per se. Marrickville Metro is very old
and run down and if AMP Capital wish to redevelop it, that can only be a good thing. However, their lack of
consultation with the community and with Marrickville Council and the fact that they lodged their application
through Part 3A redevelopment directly with the Department of Planning, shows that they are not interesting in
engaging directly with the community but want a speedy approval so that they can build a completely out of
scale shopping centre.

We believe, moreover, that the Part 3A provisions are not appropriate for this kind of development, as it is nota
piece of vital infrastructure (such as the Desalination Plant} nor is it of a comparable scale to, say, Olympic Parl.
In fact, AMP's actions in lodging the application directly with the Department seems to suggest that they are
deliberately wanting te bypass community consultation altogether.

We ask you to speak to the Minister for Planning to not allow AMP Capital to use Part 3A for the expansion and
redevelopment of the Marrickville Metro shopping centre. We request that AMP Capital be required to withdraw
its development application with the Department of Planning. We further ask that the Minister for Planning
recommend that AMP Capital reconsider the size and scale of its redevelopment proposal and lodge a new
appropriately scaled development application with Mairickville Council. In this way, the proper community
consultation processes and environmental and traffic studies can take place.

The Minister would also be aware that extensive traffic studies were undertaken as part of the development of
the nearby Enmore Park Swimming Centre (Annette Kellerman Swimming Centre). These traffic studies would
not have taken into consideration the impact of a redeveloped Marrickville Metro, especially of the scale
proposed by AMP.

In summary, we object to the scale of the proposed redevelopment because:

« Itwill clog the narrow local streets with traffic and delivery trucks;

¢ It will cause parking chaos in Enmore and Marrickville;

* It will devastate our local shopping villages (Marrickville, Dulwich Hill and the lower part of King Street,
Newtown);

=  Itis not lpcated in an area with suitable infrastructure for a shopping mall of the size and scale proposed
by AMP Capital;

+ It would appear to be a grab for profit by AMP that will impact negatively on local residents, businesses
and the community.

We ask that you please act on our request urgently.

Bill and Eva Johnstone
15 Horton Street
Marrickville NSW 2204

I RECEIVED
13- AUG 2010
| AT MARRICKVILLE

Telephone: 9590 3584
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Mr J Dunevski & Mrs S Dunevski " SR

8 Bourne Street PCUD13294

MARRICKVILLE NSW 2204 -
Deparfment of Planning

The Director, Metropolitan Projects Racaived

Department of Planning

GPO Box 39 10 AUG 201

SYDNEY NSW 2001 Scann'mg Roor]

5™ August, 2010

RE: Major Projeci MP 09 0191 — 34 Victoria Road (Marrickyille Metro
Shopping Cenire

Dear Sir,

We would like to strongly oppose the redevelopment and expansion of the

Marrickville Metro.

Firstly, we don’t need it. The shops at present fulfil our needs and whilst the
Metro desperately needs renovating inside (for example the ceiling fell down this year
and the outside on Smidmore Road looks ugly, dated and run down) the gross
expansion is about money for AMP not about need.
This is a residential area and what is proposed is too big for this area. This area is

zoned residential and industrial, not commercial.

We already have- extreme noise with semi-trucks at the loading docks and
travelling on Edinburgh Road, airplanes, cars using Metro, buses, trolley collectors
and staff change-over in the carpark. They have not respected the law in regards to
operating outside hours with noise levels — forklifts and trucks. Bins being emptied
are dropped at 3 am and created a huge, sudden noise. This has caused cracks in my
house which creates a large expense for me to restore. Additionally the disruption to

our sleep causes us some stress and aggravates our medical conditions.

The nature of the small residential streets is not suited to very heavy traffic
such as semi-trailers, buses and trucks. The expansion of Metro is three times its

current size which brings with if three times the car traffic and parking in our local

streets. Shoppers to Metro already fill our roads to avoid going into awkward parking.




We do not have large arterial roads to support such an expansion and are in fact
blocked on one side by the railway which causes bottle-necks in current traffic. The

plans on display for this expansion show no consideration of this increasing traffic let

alone in prediction of the proposed Metro expansion.

There are already problems at Metro with drugs-sellers and increasing ifs size
increases this crime. This can be proved because the police frequently come and are

reported on in the media. Stealing cars is also a problem.

At present, we regularly experience rubbish blowing around from the loading
docks. Cleaners only seem to work inside not outside to care for the local residential
environment. If Metro can’t manage this important civic duty now, we don’t believe
that they will fulfil this duty in the future.

We are at risk of illness from ibis, wild cats and rats as they are a large and real

problem at loading docks and outside rubbish bins. Metro currently refuses to respond

1o this problem.

We already have too much light at night due to the existing lighting which

impacts our privacy. An expansion at Metro would dramatically increase this.

There was no consultation with us despite claims from AMP that they spoke to
local residents. Why is it that the majority of our street say they were also not
consulted? We are directly affected by this project and must have a voice. No plans
were available at the alleged time of consultation anyway so how can we |
respond/comment/input into something that we have no information for.
Additionally, and importantly for us, English is not our second language. At no point
in the alleged consultation and subsequent displays and door knocks has support been
offered to us to fully access the information. We seek actively seek support from
friends, neighbours and council to understand our day to day affairs but the volume
and nature of the recent proposal displayed at the council blocks us finding out what
we need to know. This is again a denial of civic duty by AMP.,

We have not been asked what we want, what our needs are at any time. This tells us

that AMP are concemed only with profit not people.



It is of considerable importance that a venture of this type will affect the
existing local businesses along Marrickville Road, Dulwich Hill, Enmore, Petersham
and many smaller corner shops and businesses that hold the fabric of our community.
AMP states that they are benefiting the local economy by bringing in jobs and money

to this area but this is cancelled out by the degradation of the existing business listed

above.

All of the above reasons form our strong opinion that this development is a

mistake, affects us negatively as residents and is not in the best interests of our

community.

Yours sincerely,

Mr J. Dunevski & Mrs S Dunevski

K—?Zmy

) itz



Use this letier or write your own:

TO: The Hon. Carmel Tebbutt MP
244 lllawarra Road,
Marrickville NSW 2204

Dear Minister Tebbutt,

t ask you to stop the expansion of the Marrickville Metro shopping cenire because:
e it will clog local streets with traffic and delivery trucks
¢ it will cause parking chaos in Enmore and Marrickville
e it will devastate our local shopping villages and businesses
e it is not located in an area with suitable infrastructure for a shopping mall

° it is a grab for profit by AMP that will impact negatively on [ocal residents and businass

Signed: _&M

Name: T H/{ DM EVET
Address: B R opgheE  arn

MHBRRICKVILLE 2RO Y

ST WATGHBag Y

Lete keep it Small, NoHega.Hal.

Email us metro_watch@optusnet.com.au and let us know what your concerns are and we'll incorporate them
when ever we submit information to stakeholders.

Or let us know if you want to get involved; there are lots of things i do and you might have specific skills we need.



3 August 2010

Director, Metropolitan Projects
Department of Planning

GPO Box 39

SYDNEY NSW 2001

@
Ret Application Reference Number MP09_0191

I wish to lodge my objection to the above Major Project MP 09_0191 for the
following reasons:

1. Traffic impact on surrounding streets in Marrickville, Enmore, South Newtown and
St Peters. It is estimated that traffic will increase by a minimum of 50% (more during
peak times). Currently peak traffic brings surrounding streets to a gridlock and the
proposed increase in trucks, cars, noise and pollution will have a major impact on

local traffic and residents.

2, Size and scale of development. The proposed redevelopment will tower over the
low rise federation and post federation homes that surround the Metro. The proposal
to extend to five floors of retail and parking will more than double the current height.

3. The proposed redevelopment will have a devastating effect on local shopping
villages on Enmore Road, King St South, Marrickville Rd and Illawarra Rd.

4. Purchase of Smidmore Street and purchase of warehouse on Smidmore St. The
warehouse is currently zoned industrial and the aim appears to be able to increase the

retail space by closing Smidmore Street. This is a public road which services the
community and provides a bus stop for community members and therefore should not

be sold to AMP for the purpose of profit making.

Yours sincerely

0

Joan Ryan

10 Bourne Street
Marrickville NSW 2204
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Andrew Beattie - Online Submission from Jayson Tracey (object)

From: Jayson Tracey <jaysont@itpg.com.au>
To: Andrew Beattie <andrew.beattie@planning.nsw.gov.au>
Date: 10/08/2010 8:34 PM

Subject: Online Submission from Jayson Tracey (object)

cC: <assessments@planning.nsw.gov.au>

The last thing in the world we need in the inner-city is more shops. The impact on small nearby businesses would
be totally crushing to local shopkeepers which would destroy the whole atmosphere & village like appeal of
Marrickville. The increase in traffic and air-pollution levels would reach an unacceptable height.. We are already
plagued by aircraft noise & heavy traffic and we are already suffering from extremely high levels of both in the
area. The traffic in the area around the Marrickville metro area already needs to just experience the slightest traffic
incident to cause chaos to the traffic & it becomes grid locked. There is not the infrastructure to support this centre
we want to preserve the village-like community that we have in the inner-city.. and with IKEA coming to Tempe
next year there's already more than enough development for business to keep local residents happy... There is no

need for this expansion project nor desire by local residents

Name: Jayson Tracey

Address:
209 Victoria Rd
Marrickville

IP Address: backup.patrickjoy.com - 123.243.7.45

Submission for Job: #3734 MP09_0191 - Marrickville Metro
https://majorprojects.onhiive.com/index.pl?action=view_job&id=3734

Site: #2118 Marrickville Metro - 35 Victoria Road, 13-55 £dinburg Road and within the Public Reserve of Smidmore

St
https://majorprojects.onhiive.com/index.pl?action=view_site&id=2118

Andrew Beattie

P: 02 9228 6384
E: andrew.beattie@planning.nsw.gov.au

Powered by Internetrix Affinity
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Online Submission from Jayson Tracey of Na (object) Page 1 of 1

Andrew Beattie - Online Submission from Jayson Tracey of Na (object)

From: Jayson Tracey <jaysoni@ipg.com.au>

To: Andrew Beattie <andrew.beattie@planning.nsw.gov.au>
Date: 10/08/2010 12:32 AM

Subject: Online Submission from Jayson Tracey of Na (object)
ccC: <assessments@planning.nsw.gov.au>

I am strongly against this development due to the following reasons
Negative impact on traffic flow, environment, pollution ., As well as the negative impact on local established

businesses

Name: Jayson Tracey
Organisation: Na

Address:
209 Victoria rd
Marrickville 2204

1P Address: backup.patrickjoy.com - 123.243.7.45

Submission for Job: #3734 MP09_0191 - Marrickville Metro
https://majorprojects.onhiive.com/index.pl?actionzview_job&id=3734

Site: #2118 Marrickville Metro - 35 Victoria Road, 13-55 Edinburg Road and within the Public Reserve of Smidmore

St
https://majorprojects.onhiive.com/ index.pl?action=view_site&id=2118

Andrew Beattie

P: 02 9228 6384
E: andrew.beattie@planning.nsw.gov.au

Powered hy Int
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Online Submission from Chris Edwards of Taxi operator (support} Page 1 of 1

Andrew Beattie - Online Submission from Chris Edwards of Taxi
operator (support)

From: Chris Edwards <chried@bigpond.com:>

To: Andrew Beattie <andrew.beattie@planning,nsw.gov.au>

Date: 10/08/2010 4:30 PM

Subject: Online Submission from Chris Edwards of Taxi operator {suppork)
ccC: <assessments@planning.nsw.gov.au>

The taxi rank needs at least 6 spaces and about 4 no standing spaces immediately back beyond the rank.

At present the taxis have to illegally park in "no standing” spaces.
People need kiss and ride spaces to pick up and set down old or disabled customers. This area needs to be clear of

the taxi rank.

Name: Chris Edwards
Organisation: Taxi operator

Address:
72 Frederick St
St Peters NSW 2044

IP Address: cpe-58-173-104-229.ant1.ken.bigpond.net.au - 58.173.104.229

Submission for Job: #3734 MP0S_0151 - Marrickville Metro
https://majorprojects.onhiive.com/index.pE?actionzview_iob&id=3734

Site: #2118 Marrickville Metro - 35 Victoria Road, 13-55 Edinburg Road and within the Public Reserve of Smidmore

St
https://majorprojects.onhiive.com/index.pl?action=view_site&id=2118

Andrew Beattie

P: 02 9228 6384
£: andrew.beattie@planning.nsw.gov.au

Powered by Internetrix Affinity
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Andrew Beattic - Roads Act 1993 Section 64(1A) Marrickville Metro Development under Part
3A

From: "Chris Edwards" <chried@bigpond.com>

To: "Melissa Kasmarek" <melissa. Kasmarek@ampcapital.com>

Date: 9/09/2010 11:47 AM

Subject: Roads Act 1993 Section 64(1A) Marrickville Metro Development under Part 3A

CC: "Department of Planning” <information@planning.nsw.gov.au>, "Editor”
<editor@innerwestcourier.com.au>, "Glebe” <letters@theglebe.com.au>, "Linton Besser
and Kate McClymont" <scoop@smh.com.au>, "Shail Faridy"
<pln13@marrickville.nsw.gov.au-, "Sydney Morning Herald editorial feedback”
<readerlink@smbh.com.au>

Melissa,
| am pleased to make your acquaintance this morning for the first time.

Section 64(1A) of the Roads Act 1993 (NSW) reads as follows:
“ The RTA may, for the purposes of the carrying out of a project approved under Part 3A of the
Environmental Planning and Assessment Act 1979, exercise the functions of a road authority with respect to

any road.”

Apparently the Marrickville Council out of spite are refusing to allow the closing of Part of Smidmore Street
for the new Marrickville Metro development. They have “dodgy legal” advice that leads them to think that if
they the Road Authority alone disapprove the road closure and sale of land to the developer then that is the
final word and that will can the project. Thus this is what they have resolved at last Tuesday’s meeting in
Marrickville Council chambers.

Unfortunately or fortunately depending on your viewpoint their legal advice is faulty as you can see.
 tried to tell them at the meeting last Tuesday this but they smugly dismissed my advice?

All you have to do is make application to the RTA for the Smidmore St road purchase if you get approval
under Part 3A for the shopping centre development. You dont need to deal with Council again except for
payment of certain fees and doing capital road works. You will have to eventually pay the Council for the
Smidmore road land resumed at the Valuer Generals assessed value. You wont need to negotiate with
Council which will make it cheaper for you.

The only problem is the Counciilors are a bunch of incompetent amateurs as you can see from their “dodgy
legal” advice and they may still cause trouble.

Chris Edwards Ratepayer and member of the Silent Majority of Ratepayers and no vested pecuniary
interests.

72 Frederick 5t

St Peters

NSW 2044

0422952214

95909588

Retired local Government engineer and former senior development engineer.
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Andrew Beattie - Details on Roads Act legals for your Part 3A Marrickville Metro ~F

From: "Chris Edwards" <chried@bigpond.com>

To: "Melissa Kasmarek" <melissa.Kaczmarek@ampcapital.com>

Date: 9/09/2010 12:49 PM

Subject: Details on Roads Act legals for your Part 3A Marrickville Metro

CC: "Shail Faridy" <plnl3@marrickville.nsw.gov.au>, "Department of Planning"
<information@planning.nsw.gov.au>

Section 64(1A) of the Roads Act 1993 (NSW) reads as follows:

“The RTA may, for the purposes of the carrying out of a project approved under Part 3A of the
Environmental Planning and Assessment Act 1979, exercise the functions of a road authority with respect to
any road.”

Apparently the Marrickville Council out of spite are refusing to allow the closing of Part of Smidmore Street
for the new Marrickville Metro development. They have “dodgy legal” advice that leads them to think that if
they the Road Authority alone disapprove the road closure and sale of land to the developer then that is the
final word and that will can the project. Thus this is what they have resolved at last Tuesday’s meeting in
Marrickville Council chambers,

Unfortunately or fortunately depending on your viewpoint their legal advice is faulty as you can see.

I tried to tell them at the meeting last Tuesday this but they smugly dismissed my advice?

All you have to do is make application to the RTA for the Smidmore St road purchase if you get approval
under Part 3A for the shopping centre development. You dont need to deal with Council again except for
payment of certain fees and doing capital road works. You will have to eventually pay the Council for the
Smidmore road land resumed at the Valuer Generals assessed value. You wont need to negotiate with

Council which will make it cheaper for you and Council will lose money.

Chris Edwards
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Andrew Beattie - Marrickville Metro Shopping Centre Part 3A development application
Attention Andrew Beatty (Submission.)

From: "Chris Edwards" <chried@bigpond.com>

To: "Department of Planning” <information@planning.nsw.gov.auw>

Date: 8/09/2010 11:24 AM

Subject: Marrickville Metro Shopping Centre Part 3A development application Attention
Andrew Beatty (Submission.)

CC: "Shail Faridy" <plnl3@marrickville.nsw.gov.au>, "Glebe"

<letters@theglebe.com.au>, "Howard Harrison" <info@nswtaxi.org.au>, "Editor"
<editor@innerwestcourier.com.au>
Attachments: Letter to Marrickville re Marrickville Metro conditions.doc

Dear Andrew Beatty,

| wish to advise that | attended and spoke at the Planning Committee meeting at Marrickville Councit last
night.

The meeting was attended by a focused group representing either Marrickville Road strip shopkeepers or a
few local resident representatives and the usual biased Councillors that dont like anyone doing anything.
We would all live in bark huts if they had their way. Why do people vote for them? Three Councillors
declared pecuniary interests.

More important that who was not there was the silent majority that are in favour of improvements to this
tired Metro shopping centre.

Please find enclosed a copy of my letter sent to Marrickville Council last night after | spoke at the meeting.

I on behalf of the silent majority request that the Department of Planning being the Part 3A consent
Authority seek to overrule Council regarding the resumption of some of Smidmore Street road reserve. |
believe the Roads Act 1993 allows the Minister for Roads to be the highest Authority for Roads Act matters.
Council are opposed to the closing of Smidmore Street out of spite and not for valid reasons. They claim to
have legal advice that says they alone can approve road closures. Without reading the Roads Act again |
cannot be sure they are correct. | was a local government development engineer in my past working life and
do remember a clause early in the Act that permitted the Minister for Roads to make overriding regulations
and decisions on all public roads. The Minister for Lands needs to approve any sale of land to the developer.
Council receives all money from any sale at Valuer Generals valuation.

| believe their needs to be a connection between the two development land parcels including car bridge for
car parking and so | agree the sale of a small part of Smidmore Street is needed to make the development
effective.

| also believe that a condition be included for Deferred Commencement relating to the need for special road
design for Edinburgh Road between Bedwin St and Steel Road and for Murray Street between Edinburgh
Road and Smidmore Street. This may require the lowering by about 500mm the roundabout at the corner of
Edinburgh Road and Murray Street to permit proper graded road shoulders and footpath separated by
standard integral kerb and gutter on both sides of Edinburgh Road and Murray Street. Also heavy duty
concrete paverment will be required to accommodate buses at proposed bus stops in Edinburgh Road and at
locations of truck turning in Murray Street. The deferred commencement will also involve the setting of new
road boundary levels by Council for the parcel of land being developed bounded by Edinburgh, Murray and
Smidmore Streets. Concerns by Councils development engineer regarding stormwater drainage and
overland flows will need addressing in the road designs. These design works by either Council or the
developers civil works designer are needed prior to internal structural design of footway access and
driveway ramps and other access for the new development. Services conflicts will need detailed
investigation as part of the design to reduce costs of construction and to reduce conflict with Service
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Authorities.

These abovementioned works are Capital Works directly associated and caused by the development and
not Section 94 developer contributions. it is important to make this distinction.

The access for deliveries needs to be 24 hours to reduce the conflict between shoppers cars and reversing
trucks at the 2 locations on Murray Street. These conflicts restrict customer access to the shopping centre.
These accesses are in an industrial area and so 24 hours unioading should be permitted. Council is
proposing restricting night time unloading which is a nonsense. The more night time truck deliveries the
better. Maybe it should be a requirement similar to what happened during the 2000 Sydney Olympics.

The taxi rank needs to be 6 spaces not 3 as erroneously suggested by the Councils consulting traffic
engineer. This is the major priority taxi radio despatch rank for the suburbs of Marrickville, South
Marrickville, Dulwich Hill, Enmore, Stanmore , South Newtown, St Peters, Sydenham and Tempe. Also 1in 3
public passengers travels by taxi compared with buses and this statistic will accelerate as the population gets
older. Note taxis barely rates a mention in any reports. Why is this?

Their needs to be 2 lanes of traffic on both sides permitted in Edinburgh Road to allow through traffic not
accessing the development to bypass freely along Edinburgh Road. This may mean traffic lights at the
intersection of Murray and Edinburgh {replace roundabout} with storage lanes for right turning traffic from
Edinburgh into Murray Street.

Yours Sincerely

Chris Edwards, Ratepayer Marrickville Council

72 Frederick St

Sydenham 9590 9588 or 0422552214

Member of the silent majority {one who is not silent}

Taxi Operator and former Local Government Engineer over 40 years
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Chris J Edwards

72 Frederick Street
St Peters NSW 2044
9590 9588

0422 952 214

Tuesday, 7 September 2010

The General Manager
Marrickville Council
PO Box 14
Petersham NSW 2044

Dear Sir/ Madam,

Re: Part 3A Marrickville Metro Assessment

I spoke tonight at the meeting of Council to discuss the Metro Development.

It was very apparent that Council will not support the development. I note that
Council is not the Consent Authority.

It is likely that the Department of Planning will approve the development under
Part 3A and they will ask Council for conditions of approval.

I ask that:

1.
2.

LI

6 taxi spaces be recommended rather than the 3 suggested.

Edinburgh and Murray Street central pavement be redesigned to eliminate
the low level footpaths and adverse crossfalls and overland flows drainage
problems. Lower at least 2 roundabouts by up to 0.5 metres.

That heavy duty concrete pavements be designed in the public road reserves
for the parking of buses and turning of large delivery trucks.

That 2 lanes of traffic be designed in Edinburgh Rd both sides unhindered
by parking on the kerbside lane to prevent any blockage caused by turning
traffic into Murray St and reversing trucks entering the loading bays in
Murray St.

That loading of trucks be permitted 24 hours on Murray Street and
Smidmore St to encourage the reduction in traffic conflicts during shop
opening periods. Trucks reversing and blocking traffic flows will be a major
problem on Murray St for traffic if Smidmore St is closed.. Dont make it
worse by restricting trucks hours in what is basically an industrial area.
The Council request the Department to have a condition for deferred
commencement until designs for streets drainage pavement and parking are
approved as Roads Act matters.

That Council require the reconstruction of Edinburgh Road and Murray
Street as capital works improvements and designs be approved prior to
commencement of structural building works on private land.

That Council issue new boundary alignment levels for the land bounded by
Smidmore, Murray and Edinburgh road as a Roads Act approval.

Yours faithfully
Chris Edwards
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Andrew Beattie - Online Submission from YILIN WANG of ACEMAR
VARIETY (object)

From: YILIN WANG <baicai2000@hotmail.com>
To: Andrew Beattie <andrew.beattie@planning.nsw.gov.au>

Date: 9/08/2010 7:27 PM
Subject: Online Submission from YILIN WANG of ACEMART VARIETY (object)

cC: <assessments@planning.nsw.gov.au>

I'm the owner operator of the ACEMART VARIETY at 208 Enmore Rd. ENMORE NSW 2042. I have operated this
business for the past four and a half years. we are only 20 metres from the intersection of Enmore Rd. and
Edgeware Rd. -- an existing high density traffic area. I am extremely concerned at the proposed Marrickville Metro
expansion. Particularly how the proposed roadworks on surrounding streets to support the dramatically increased
traffic that the expanded centre will create. Parking for shop owners and residents within the area surrounding
Enmore Road is already at capacity. The traffic movement figures cited in the developer traffic study seem to be on
the "conservative" side. That's about 500 - 900 more cars per hour on our roads. During holiday periods and rainy
days one could expect double these numbers. My other concerns is that, trading in the shopping strip of Enmore
road will be devastated by the development as will Marrickvill, Dulwich Hill,Petersham, Stanmore and South
Newtown. It will be a repeat of the Marrickville road experience of 23 years ago upon the original opening. A loss of
vitality and viability for local businesses will lead to shop closures and loss of local sustainable economic

development.

Name: YILIN WANG
Organisation: ACEMART VARIETY

Address:
208 ENMORE RD. ENMORE NSW 2042

IP Address: - 121.91.102.16

Submission for Job: #3734 MP09_0181 - Marrickville Metro
https://majorprojects.onhiive.com/index.pl?action=view_job&id=3734

Site: #2118 Marrickville Metro - 35 Victoria Road, 13-55 Edinburg Road and within the Public Reserve of Smidmore

St
https://majorprojects.onhiive.com/index.pl?action=view_site&id=2118

Andrew Beattie

P: 02 9228 6384
E: andrew.beattie@planning.nsw.gov.au

owered by Internefrix Affinity
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Andrew Beattie - Online Submission from Michael Ienna (object)

From: Michael Ienna <easts_2002@hotmail.com>

To: Andrew Beattie <andrew,beattie@planning.nsw.gov.au>
Date: 9/08/2010 5:37 PM

Subject: Online Submission from Michael Ienna (object)

cC: <assessments@planning.nsw.gov.au>

I am writing to formally reject the proposal put forward for the redevelopment of Marrickville Metro shopping
center. I am extremely disappointed that council has been bypassed {due to their refection of the proposal)and that
a structure which will not anly destroy the road system around my area plus the parking space but will also destroy
the character that makes this area of Marrickville and Newtown so unique.

This is a great shame and It Is not to late to realise that trying to increase the amount of money you will make isn't
always the right thing to do.

Name: Michael Ienna

Address:
248 Edgeware Road Newtown

IP Address; 203-158-44-64.dyn.iinet.net.au - 203.158.44.64

Submission for Job: #3734 MP0S_0191 - Marrickville Metro
https://majorprojects.onhiive.com/index.pl?action=view_job&id=3734

Site: #2118 Marrickville Metro - 35 Victoria Road, 13-55 Edinburg Road and within the Public Reserve of Smidmore

St
https://majorprojects.onhiive.com/index.pl?action=view_site&id=2118

Andrew Beattie

P: D2 9228 6384
£: andrew.beattie@planning.nsw.gov.au

Powered by Internetrix Affinity
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(o)

ElectorateOffice Marrickville - Marrickville Metro Expansion

From:  Mick lenna <easts2002@gmail.com>
To: <marrickville@parliament.nsw.gov.au>
Date: 31/08/2010 9:26 AM

Subject: Marrickville Metro Expansion

Dear Ms Tebbultt,

| am writing to voice my concerns over the proposed expansion to Marrickville Metro. The plans proposed
and the laws allowing them to bypass council have disillusioned myself and many other local residents. | am
a fairly new resident of the Newtown/Marrickville area having moved here for the lifestyle and ambience
that is in abundance. If this proposal goes ahead this area will lose all of its charm and become like every
other suburb with a major shopping mall. This does not even take into account the damage this building will
do to the traffic and surrounding schools and churches. Unfortunately in this day and age money and big
business control most things please do not let this be the case again.

Sincerely

Michael lenna

2R Edgemrae  Koud
NQ_._.J&'BWA 1.0%&-
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Andrew Beattie - Online Submission from Sofie Loizou (object)

From: Sofie Loizou <indigobyte@yahoo.com>

To: Andrew Beattie <andrew.beattie@planning.nsw.gov.au>
Date: 8/08/2010 6:33 PM

Subject: Online Submission from Sofie Loizou (object)

CcC: <assessments@planning.nsw.gov.au>

I strongly oppose the re-development of Marrickville Metro.

The Marrickville area is a hive of arts, music and community spaces.
It's a cultural hub of Sydney. As an artist this threatens not only the income of myself and my colleagues, it

threatens Marrickville as the cultural hub that it is.

I would support more public community and arts spaces, more parks and gardens. I won't support shopping cities.
The Marrickville Metro is big enough already.

Don't destroy cultural diversity in the inner-west.

Name: Sofie Loizou

Address:
42 Albion 5t
Annandale NSW 2038

IP Address: cpe-58-164-24-240.Inseb5.ken.bigpond.net.au - 58.164.24.240

Submission for Job: #3734 MP09_0191 - Marrickville Metro
https://majorprojects.onhiive.com/index.pl?action=view_job&id=3734

Site: #2118 Marrickville Metro - 35 Victoria Road, 13-55 Edinburg Road and within the Public Reserve of Smidmore

St
https://majorprojects.onhiive.com/index.pl?action=view_site&id=2118

Andrew Beattie

P: 02 9228 6384
E: andrew.beattie@planning.nsw.gov.au

Powered by Internetrix Affinity
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Andrew Beattie - Online Submission from Sierra Classen of STUCCO
Housing Cooperative, Newtown (object)

From: Sierra Classen <scla4121@uni.sydney.edu.au>

To: Andrew Beattie <andrew.beattie@planning.nsw.gov.au>

Date: 7/08/2010 2:19 PM

Subject: Online Submission from Sierra Classen of STUCCO Housing Cooperative, Newtown (object)

CC: <assessments@planning.nsw.gov.au>

It is not financlally viable because it will alienate all residents and all those who use and support th area. This will
ruin the community ambiance. Please note that, speaking on behalf of STUCCO, this poject is extremely
unwelcome. It cannot be brought about. The community will not support this.

Name: Sierra Classen
Organisation: STUCCO Housing Cooperative, Newtown

Address:
5/197 Wilson Street, Newtown, NSW, 2042

IP Address: stucco.lnk.telstra.net - 203.45,202.173

Submission for Job: #3734 MP09_0191 - Marrickville Metro
https://majorprojects.onhiive.com/index.pl?action=view_job&id=3734

Site: #2118 Marrickville Metro - 35 Victoria Road, 13-55 Edinburg Road and within the Public Reserve of Smidmore

St
https://majorprojects.onhiive.com/index.pl?action=view_site&id=2118

Andrew Beattie

P: 02 9228 6384
E: andrew.beattie@planning.nsw.gov.au

Powered by Internetrix Affinity
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Andrew Beattie ~ Online Submission from Siobhan Hannan (object)

From: Siobhan Hannan <siobhanhannan@gmail.com>

To: Andrew Beattie <andrew.beattie@planning.nsw.gov.au>
Date: 6/08/2010 9:58 PM

Subject: Online Submission from Siobhan Hannan {object)

cC: <assessments@planning.nsw.gov.au>

I object to the proposal MP09_0191 - Marrickville Metro.

The proposal ignores the mixed use of the area being both residential, light industrial and the already heavy road
traffic using the surrounding streets. The proposal to redevelop Marrickville Metro demands that the Metro attract
more shoppers and more employees to the Metro, more delivery trucks and service vehicles. At present the local
streets are overburdened with traffic and the area not well served by public transport. A bigger Metro will increase
the traffic burden, noise, and pollution on local streets and dramatically change the nature of a suburb in which

residence and light industry currently co-exist relatively harmoniously.

In addition, Marrickville currently has vibrant and thriving main street shopping areas in Marrickville and Illawarra
Roads. A bigger Metro would be aggressively pursuing local shoppers to abandon these shopping districts to centre

all their grocery and other shopping at the bigger Metro.

1 would urge the Department of Planning to consider the nature of the Marrickville community and it's various
shopping districts and consider this planning proposal in relation to the needs and wishes of the community, it's

effect on the local residents, traffic density and other local businesses.

Name: Siobhan Hannan

Address:
20 Union Street
Tempe NSW 2044

IP Address: d122-104-25-109.riv7.nsw.optusnet.com.au - 122.104.25,109

Submission for Job: #3734 MP09_0191 - Marrickville Metro
https://majorprojects.onhiive.com/index.pl?action=view_job&id=3734

Site: #2118 Marrickville Metro - 35 Victoria Road, 13-55 Edinburg Road and within the Public Reserve of Smidmore

St
hitps://majorprojects.onhiive.com/index.pl?action=view_site&id=2118

Andrew Beattie

P: 02 9228 6384
E: andrew .beattie@planning.nsw.gov.au

Powered by Internetrix Affinity
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Director of Metropolitan Projects
Department of Planning

GPO Box 39

Sydney NSW 2001

Re: MY OBJECTICN TO: Major Project --MP_0191
34 Victoria road, 13-55 Edinburgh Road and part of Smidmore Street, Marrickville

7 August 2010

Dear Director,
I run 2 Home Occupation in Edgeware Road Newtown, just opposite the furnoff to

Marrickville Metro. I worked very hard for many many years before I was in the position to
finally buy my first property and create this opportunity for myself to finally get out from
under the thumb of greedy landlords. Ease of unlimited time parking for my clients was one
of the most important on my list of criteria when I chose my property.

For myself, if you allow the proposed expansion of Marrickville Metro to take place I believe
you are also saying 'ves' to:

o making parking along Edgeware Rd a shitfight

increasing already incessant traffic along Edgeware Rd by god-knows-how-many-
percent

reducing the value of my property significantly

decimating my business

increasing noise levels
creating opportunities for even more vehicle collisions to happen right in front of my

house, which already happen at alarming frequency

-]

e & o0 o

Please also take the time to consider the lives and well-being of proprietors of other
business's in Newtown/Enmore/Marrickville most of whom will be impacted in some
undesirable way if this proposed expansion is allowed to take place. Many of them are simple
working class people. One of the most beautiful things about Marrickville for me is the multi-
culturalism. This is currently reflected in the wide array of businesses in this area, many of
whom it appears might already be struggling to stay afloat. Please please please support them

instead.

1 live across the road from Marrickville Metro and do some of my shopping there, IT IS BIG
ENQUGH ALREADY! Please do not allow these greedy people-eaters to have their way!

// « ’
Wishin ,)p/u vx/le/l%d hoping praying you can stay on the side of the people on this one..
ot

]
5\ Fa

V S
/ //13 \\D E\wﬁ Housc of Ferﬁlﬂzg & Hcaling
4 o 230 [ dgeware Rd, Newtown NSW 2042

z/ 02 9557 6440
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Andrew Beattie - Re: MY OBJECTION TO: Major Project --MP_0191 34 Victoria road, 13-55
Edinburgh Road and part of Smidmore Street, Marrickville

From: Ngaio Richards <me@ngaio.net>
To: <Plan_comment@planning.nsw.gov.au>

Date: 9/08/2010 8:13 AM
Subject: Re: MY OBJECTION TO: Major Project --MP_0191 34 Victoria road, 13-55 Edinburgh

Road and part of Smidmore Street, Marrickville

or of Metropolitan Projects
tment of Planning

ox 39

y NSW 2001

MY OBJECTION T10: Major Project --MP_0191
34 Victoria road, 13-55 Edinburgh Road and part of Smidmore Street, Marrickville

7 August 2010

Dear Director,

I run a Home Occupation in Edgeware Road Newtown, just opposite the turnoff to Marrickville
Metro. I worked very hard for many many years before I was in the position to finally buy my first
property and create this opportunity for myself to finally get out from under the thumb of greedy
landlords. Ease of unlimited time parking for my clients was one of the most important on my list of

criteria when I chose my property.
For myself, if you allow the proposed expansion of Marrickville Metro to take place I believe you
are also saying 'yes' to:

¢ making parking along Edgeware Rd a shitfight

e increasing already incessant traffic along Edgeware Rd by god-knows-how-many-percent

e reducing the value of my property significantly

» decimating my business

e increasing noise & pollution levels

e creating opportunities for even more vehicle collisions to happen right in front of my house,
which already happen at alarming frequency

Please also take the time to consider the lives and well-being of proprietors of other business's in
Newtown/Enmore/Marrickville most of whom will be impacted in some undesirable way if this
proposed expansion is allowed to take place. Many of them are simple working class people.

One of the most beautiful things about Marrickville for me is the multi-culturalism. This is currently
reflected in the wide array of businesses in this area, many of whom it appears might already be
struggling to stay afloat. Please please please support them instead.

I live across the road from Marrickville Metro and do some of my shopping there. IT IS BIG
ENOUGH ALREADY!
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Please do not allow these greedy people-eaters to have their way!

Wishing you well and hoping praying you can stay on the side of the people on this one..

Best regards,

Ngaio Richards . Hib. Sc. (TCM), Dip. App. Sc. (Ac), Memb. AACMA
Acupuncturist, Chinese Herbalist

House of Fertility & Healing
230 Edgeware Rd Newtown NSW 2042 (between Alice & Laura Streets)

T 02 9557 6440

Qi Natural Therapies & Yoga

53 The Corso, Manly NSW 2095
T 02 9976 6880

Www.ngaio.net

"Pain is inevitable. Suffering is optional".
- Haruki Murakami
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Andrew Beattie - Online Submission from Ngaio Richards of House of
Fertility and Healing (object)

From: Ngaio Richards <me@ngaio.net>
To: Andrew Beattie <andrew.beattie@planning.nsw.gov.au>

Date: 6/08/2010 2:07 PM
Subject: Online Submission from Ngaio Richards of House of Fertility and Healing (object)

CC: <assessments@planning.nsw.gov.au>

I run a Home Occupation in Edgeware Road Newtown, just oppoesite the turnoff to Marrickville Metro. I worked very
hard for many many years before I was in the position to finally buy my first property and create this opportunity
for myself to finally get out frorm under the thumb of greedy landlords. Ease of unlimited time parking for my clients
was one of the most important on my list of criteria when I chose my property.

For myself, if you allow the proposed expansion of Marrickville Metro to take place I befieve you are also saying

‘ves' to:

* making parking along Edgeware Rd a shitfight

* increasing already incessant traffic along Edgeware Rd by god-knows-how-many-percent
* reducing the value of my property significantly

* decimating my business

* increasing noise levels
* creating opportunities for even more vehicle collisions to happen right in front of my house, which already happen

at alarming frequency

Please also take the time to consider the lives and well-being of proprietors of other business’s in
Newtown/Enmore/Marrickville most of whom will be impacted in seme undesirable way if this proposed expansion

is allowed to take place. Many of them are simple working class people.

One of the most beautiful things about Marrickville for me is the multi-culturalism. This is currently reflected in the
wide array of businesses in this area, many of whom it appears might already be struggling to stay afloat. Please

please please support them instead.

Many residents will be detrimentally affected by this development should it take place, particularly in regard to
parking, noise & property prices. These are working class people not multi-millionaires.

I live across the road from Marrickville Metro and do some of my shopping there. IT IS BIG ENOUGH ALREADY!

Please do not aliow these greedy people-eaters to have their way!

Wishing you well and hoping praying you can stay on the side of the people on this one..

Best regards,

Ngaio Richards M. Hith. Sc. {TCM), Dip. App. Sc. {Ac), Memb. AACMA
Acupuncturist, Chinese Herbalist

House of Fertility & Healing

230 Edgeware Rd Newtown NSW 2042 (between Alice & Laura Streets)
T 02 9557 6440
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"Pain is inevitable. Suffering is optional".
- Haruki Murakami

Name: Ngaio Richards
Organisation: House of Fertility and Healing

Address:
230 Edgeware Rd Newtown 2042

IP Address: cpe-58-173-104-240.nwqtl.ken.bigpond.net.au - 58.173.104.240

Submission for Job: #3734 MP09_0191 - Marrickville Metro
https://majorprojects.onhiive.com/index.pl?action=view_job&id=3734

Site: #2118 Marrickville Metro - 35 Victoria Road, 13-55 Edinburg Road and within the Public Reserve of Smidmore
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Andrew Beattie

P: 02 9228 6384
E: andrew.beattie@planning.nsw.gov.au
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Andrew Beattie - Online Submission from Ngaio Richards of House of
Fertilty & Healing (object)

From: Ngaic Richards <me®@ngaio.net>
To: Andrew Beattie <andrew.beattie@planning.nsw.gov.au>

Date: 19/08/2010 12:52 PM
Subject: Online Submission from Ngaio Richards of House of Fertilty & Healing {object)

cC: <assessments@planning.nsw.gov.au>

Hi,
I have already sent in a submission and clicked 'object’ but in that letter did not raise the concerns I want to raise

now:

My house is directly opposite the turnoff to Marrickville Metro (Edgeware & Victoria). My rate-paying neighbors and
I share laneway access to our rear garages, 19 houses in all. Our laneway enters Edgeware Rd directly opposite

this turnoff to Marrickville Metro.

It is already quite difficult to get out of our laneway and onto Edgeware Rd due to the heavy traffic & also the ever-
present chaos at the intersection of Victoria & Edgeware, especially if we need to turn right.

Many of us hold grave concerns that our access in and out of this lane will be even more severely hampered at the
very least, extremely dangerous at worst, should the proposed Marrickville Metro expansion & the resulting massive

increase in traffic be allowed to take place.

It is already very dangerous on that particular section of the road, I hear accidents & near-misses nearly every day
and have had to bandage wounds and help people who are walting for the ambulance numerous times in the 12

months I have lived there, as have other neighbors.

As homeowners & rate-payers we should be and are legally entitled to have clear access to our own homes.

If the proposed expansion of the Metro is allowed to happen we may have to insist on our own set of traffic lights
or perhaps a roundabout to enable this access.

Also, one of the main reasons I came to this area & purchased my house was because of the abundant street
parking. I fear we will have to fight for continued access to this as well should the expansion of Marrickville Metro
be allowed to take place. No street parking for my clients would devastate my business. I have a Home Occupation

at this address.

Lastly, do you have any suggestions on how to prevent motorists parking in our laneway, which they may consider
to be conveniently located just across the road from the Metro within easy walking distance, given the full-time
traffic gridlock which would be the case in the event the expansion is allowed to take place. It is not difficult to
imagine that people will get sick of the gridlock and choose instead to dump their cars wherever and just walk to

the Metro.

Thank you for seriously considering our concems.

Kind regards

Name: Ngaio Richards
Organisation: House of Fertilty & Healing
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Address:
230 Edgeware Rd, Newtown NSW 2042
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From: Daniel Szanto <daniel.szanto@gmail.com>

To: Andrew Beattie <andrew.beattie@planning.nsw.gov.au>
Date: 5/08/2010 11:11 PM

Subject: Online Submission from Daniel Szanto (object)

CC: <assessments@planning.nsw.gov.au>

I think this development wi! undermine many of the small businesses on the Marrickville shopping strip, and will
be an even larger blight on the community than the current complex.

Name: Daniel Szanto

Address:
12 Iredale street, Newtown

IP Address: stucco.Ink.telstra.net - 203.45.202.173

Submission for Job: #3734 MP09_0191 - Marrickville Metro
https://majorprojects.onhiive.com/index.pl?action=view_job&id=3734

Site: #2118 Marrickville Metro - 35 Victoria Road, 13-55 Edinburg Road and within the Public Reserve of Smidmore
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Andrew Beattie

P: 02 9228 6384
E: andrew.beattie@planning.nsw.gov.au
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From: Alison Byrne <headhoncho@vintagepatterns.com.au>
To: Andrew Beattie <andrew.beattie@planning.nsw.gov.au>
Date: 6/08/2010 2:01 PM

Subject: Online Submission from Alison Byrne (object)

CC: <assessments@planning.nsw.gov.au>

I object to the submission based on many factors, mainly the impact of additional traffic on the surrounding

streets, Fdgeware Rd is already a high use and flow street, this development would increase traffic making it harder
to exit from Camden St onto Edgeware Rd and from Clara St into Alice St. Additional traffic would also impact the
nearby school. Lastly, the impact on smail retailers in the immediate area would be devastating, based on studies
where large retail centres have decimated the ability of local retailers to compete. The inner west is well serviced
with large supermarkets, small boutique retailers and good public transport. It does not need another car centric

shopping centre.

Name: Alison Byrne

Address:
11/27 James St Enmore NSW 2042

IP Address: - 129.78.32.21

Submission for Job: #3734 MP09_0191 - Marrickville Metro
https://majorprojects.onhiive.com/index.pl?action=view_job&id=3734

Site: #2118 Marrickville Metro - 35 Victoria Road, 13-55 Edinburg Road and within the Public Reserve of Smidmore

st
https://majorprojects.onhiive.com/index.pl?action=view_site&id=2118

Andrew Beattie

P: 02 9228 6384
E: andrew.beattie@planning.nsw.gov.au
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Andrew Beattie - Online Submission from Hannah Farrugia (object)

From: Hannah Farrugia <hannah_farrugia@yahoo.com.au>
To: Andrew Beattie <andrew.beattie@planning.nsw.gov.au>
Date: 8/08/2010 7:05 PM

Subject: Online Submission from Hannah Farrugia (object)

CC: <assessments@planning.nsw.gov.au>

1 have viewed the proposed plans for the redevelopment and expansion of Marrickville Metro and find it imperative

to submit my complete objection o the upgrade.
As a local Marrickville resident, I feel it is completely unnecessary for AMP Capital to introduce a multi-storey

shopping complex into our neighbourhood, for the following reasons:

1. The current Marrickville metro serves the community sufficiently in terms of retail accessibility. There is a choice
of supermarkets, a large department store, chemist, doctor's surgery, butcher, bottle shop, newsagency, post
office, banks, food court and various retail outlets to please the consumers. The community has all their retail
needs met at Marrickville Metro.

2. The location of Marrickville metro ensures high amounts of traffic congestion in surrounding streets such as
Edgeware Rd, Edinburgh Rd, Victoria Rd, Campbell St, Fitzroy St, Smidmore St and Murray St in times of peak
traffic. The traffic is expected to increase by 50-56% in the aforementioned streets if the development goes ahead,
creating a traffic nightmare for shoppers and residents, These are residential streets housing over 2000 residents,

churches, schools and parks, and are ill-equipped to manage such a large influx of traffic.
3. Surrounding shopping villages of Marrickville, Newtown, Enmore, Dulwich Hill, Petersham and Stanmore will

suffer financially as a result of the upgrade, creating a severe decline in local business.
4, The cultural diversity of the community will be directly threatened with the expansion, as many culturally and

Linguistically Diverse families operate small local businesses in the area,
5. The development of a multi-storey shopping mall will hinder any sustainability progress for Marrickville Council,
and as the developers have not provided any firm details on how they will meet sustainability practices, the future

outcome for Marrickville Council environmental plans look very bleak.

Overall, I remain adamant and confident that it would be a grave mistake to go ahead with the expansion.

Name: Hannah Farrugia

Address:
71 Church St
St Peters NSW 2044

IP Address: 60-241-115-248.static.tpgi.com.au - 60.241.115.248

Submission for Job: #3734 MP09_0191 - Marrickville Metro
https://majorprojects.onhiive.com/index.pl?action=view_job&id=3734

Site: #2118 Marrickville Metro - 35 Victoria Road, 13-55 Edinburg Road and within the Public Reserve of Smidmore
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https://majorprojects.onhiive.com/index.pl?action=view_site&id=2118

file://C:\Documents and Settings\abeattie\Local Settings\Temp\XPgrpwise\dCSEFFE7...  9/08/2010



Online Submission from Hannah Farrugia (object) Page 2 of 2

Andrew Beattie

P: 02 9228 6384
E: andrew.beattie@planning.nsw.gov.au

Powered by Internetrix Affinity

file://C-\Documents and Settings\abeattie\Local Settings\Temn\XParowise\dCSEFFE7... 9/08/2010



RE: MPP_0121

34 VICTORIA ROAD, 13-55 EDINBURGH ROAD
AND PART OF SMIDMORE STREET, MARRICKVILLE

Dear Sir,

| strongly oppose the plans by AMP Capital Investments to expand the current
subregional shopping mali into a giant mall the size of Broadway Shopping Cenire in
this residential, historic area of Marrickville, and | am amazed that the department of
planning is even entertaining this inappropriate development application by allowing
AMP to apply as a major project via the Part 3A Process!

There are more than 2000 residences within 600m radius of the centre of Marrickville
Metro and aver 11,000 residences within a 1 kilometre radius of the centre.

AMP Capital purports 1o be community focussed and to have cansulted with the local
community. However, research has uncovered that the majority of those consulied
were not local residents and a very high number of local residents did not receive
previous AMP newsletiers nor were they door-knocked or contacted by phone. AMP
have only recently letterbox dropped a newsletter to the residents who will be most
impacted by this expansion, and this happened just before plans were on exhibition.

Phone polling was conducted at 2pm on a weekday when most people are at work
and related to shopping preference rather than consultation on impact of proposed
development of the Metro shopping centre, about which no information was provided.

A community group have communicated with over 1500 local residents and almost afl
were under the miscenception that Marrickville Metro Shopping Centre is undergoing
a “revitalisation”. Residents assumed revitalisation meant modernising and rencvating
the centre. Nobody realised the actual size and scale of the proposed redevelopment
until after 28th July 2010.

AMP’s proposal for & shopping centre more than twice the size and height of the
current centre is not in sympathy with the surrounding built environment (three sides of
the existing centre are largely Federation and post-federation cottages).

AMP’s own traffic study has identiffed that iraffic will increase by a minimum of 50%.

At peak times projected traffic increase is mare. The report says that the surrounding
roads are currently already at maximum capacity. Currently peak traffic brings
sureounding streets to gridiock. The projected increase in traffic will _se‘ri'ously affect
many streets in Newlown, Enmore, St Peters and Sydenham in addition to the streets
around the Metro shoppirig centre. There will be a huge increase in trucks, cars, noise
and air pollution.

AMP has lodged a formal regquest with Marrickville Council to purchase Smidmore
Street. In return it is offering “open green space for community enjoyment”, The
Community have never asked for this, we have open green spaces in our parks,
including Enmore Park, located one block away, AMP's true intention is to link the
current Metro site with the warehouse it purchased in Smidmore Streat. AMP has no
regard for how this will worsen the fraffic situation. '



local residents surveyed Smidmore Street on Saturday 31 July 2010. The following
number of vehicles used Smidmore Street in the duration of 3 hours,

11am-12 noon 994 vehicles

12 noon-1pm 10562 vehicles

Tpm-2pm 1003 vehicles

Losing Smidmore Street will increase the burden of traffic on surrounding streets,

which if this proposal goes ahead, will increase by a minimum of 50%.

Expanding Marrickville Metro shopping centre by almost 40,000 square metres means:

+  More than doubling current retal space arid more than doubling the current
building height

s 4 million extra shoppers each year

= 50% More cars and trucks clogging lccal roads

» More litter, abandoned trolieys, neise and air pofiution

»  Devastation of our local shopping villages and businesses

e Parking problems for shoppers and lecal residenis

= Privatised community space

¢ Rermoval of eslablished tress

Please do not approve this development for the sake of the Marrickville community.

Yours Smcerely jﬁ W
oY ut}

3
{;wm GE(/\

" f Clau c:,(/\
St Peters 2044
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To: The Hon. Carmel Tebbutt MP
244 Tllawarra Road
MARRICKVILLE NSW 2204

Dear Minister Tebbutt

I am writing to you to ask that you stop the expansion of the Marrickville Metro shopping
centre.

I understand that the owners of Marrickville Metro, AMP Capital, applied directly to the NSW
Government, completely bypassing Marrickville Council in their development application.
Consequently, this has ensured that members of the Marrickville Council and Marrickville
community members were insufficiently consulted in the decision making process. Providing
limited and inadequate information has instilled heavy mistrust and disapproval towards AMP
Capital and their survey methods.

As a local community member [ am strongly opposed to the proposed development as it will
devastate our local shopping villages, creating much financial demise for small business owners,
and impacting negatively on the local economy and environment. Enthusiasm toward the
environment and sustainability has made me an influential advocate for Marrickville Council, a
fact I will find difficult to support if the expansion is to commence.

Introducing a larger mall to the Marrickville residential area will create extreme levels of traflic
congestion in an area which will not accommodate such an increase. Additionally, the traffic
analysis research that AMP Capital provided was false, and not an adequate representation of
traffic movements. The current location of Marrickville Metro is situated near to educational
institutions, churches and many residential homes. [t is my belief that the expansion will
guarantee difficulty in local travel for students, and create an unsafe environment for children en
route to school. It is in the best interest of the Marrickville council to consider the safety and
welfare of the residents in the area.

If the expansion of Marrickville Metro commences, the vibrancy and diversity assisting in social
capital creation will minify, having severe detrimental impacts on the entire community.

[ urge you to show your support in opposing the Marrickville Metro expansion and consider
examining the part 3a legislation in vour future campaigning.

(
Signed: %/w@”

Name: nyﬂf‘\&h/‘?qu %f V‘e%‘i (A
Address; 71 C[’ﬂ@ Ulffct’/l Q‘i‘ ST pé?f/\{g
NSW 2044




.Online Submission from James Grant (other) Page 1 of 2

72

Andrew Beattie - Online Submission from James Grant (other)

From: James Grant <jamie.grant@optusnet.com.au>
To: Andrew Beattie <andrew.beattie@planning.nsw.gov.au>
Date: 12/08/2010 12:25 PM

Subject: Online Submission from James Grant (other)

CC: <assessments@planning.nsw.gov.au>

Currently the Metro is very inward focused and does not relate fo is surrounds or streetscapes. This detracts from
the immediate surrounds and does not create street activity or promote passive surveillance and safety. One
posttive aspect of the proposal is the attempt to open the facades promoting on street activity and creating open

frontages.

In principle I am not against development and progress generally, however I have two key concerns in relation to
this proposal.

1. Retaining Main Street Activity in the Marrickville LGA
The vibrancy of Marrickville can be attributed in part to its main streets. These include King Street, Enmore Road

and Marrickville Road among others, and are unique attributes of the local area. The concern is that retail centres
potentially draw life away from main street activity. The retail study downplays the role of our main streets,
suggesting they perform a ‘niche’ and 'localised' role. What the Pitney Bowes study does not consider is that the
Marrickville LGA is different, and this is one of the key factors in defining its identity. Comments in the retail study
like ?the study concluded that 75% of Australians preferred shopping centres to retail strips and high street areas?,

demonstrates a lack of relevance to the area.

I also disagree with some of the key recommendations of the report:

? ?v. The trade area served by Marrickville Metro is undersupplied in terms of comparison shopping facilities, but
oversupplied in terms of localised shopping strips.? Saying that the Marrickville is oversupplied in localised shopping
strips Is like saying its oversupplied in train stations or bus stops. This does not help justify the proposal.

? ?vi. On the basis of data relating to recent vacancy rates along Sydney?s prime retail strips, it is fair to assume
that strip retail generally has been heavily impacted by the economic downturn, and that this is a key contributor to
the observed level of vacancies on retail strips within Marrickville Metro?s trade area.? The proponent should
demonstrate the proposal does not further impact local businesses in localised shopping strips by amplifying this
effect.

? Currently the recommendations of the report, puts the onus on localised shopping strips to market and
differentiate themselves, to mitigate impacts of the expansion, not the proponent,

Recommendation.
The Retail study should quantify the amount of additional retail floor area that can be added to Marrickville metro

without impacting localised shopping strips.
Councll should not endorse the proposal until it demonstrates the retail floor area does not adversely impact

localised shopping strips.

2. Sale of Smidmore Street
The proposal contains an option to purchase Smidmore Street from Council. Council should consider carefully the

sale of public domain and streetscapes, and its appropriateness.

Uitimately community access and safety is enhanced by a fine grain of public streets with smaller blocks (i.e. more
streets not fewer). The sale of Smidmore Street would potential reduce this in the future. The proposal should be
made to ensure public access is maintained and enhanced where possible. The public domain and streetscapes
should also be enhanced and frontages be required te open up to the street where possible.
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Name: James Grant

Address:
94 Simmons Street
Enmore NSW 2042

IP Address: ¢122-106-82-158.randw3.nsw.optusnet.com.au - 122.106.82.158
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Andrew Beattie - RE: Major Project --MP_0191 34 Victoria road, 13-55 Edinburgh Road
and part of Smidmore Street, Marrickville

From: Libby Knott <libbyknott@optusnet.com.au>
To: <Plan_comment{@planning.nsw.gov.au>

Date: 12/08/2010 9:05 PM
Subject: RE: Major Project --MP_0191 34 Victoria road, 13-55 Edinburgh Road and part of

Smidmore Street, Marrickville

Thursday 12 August, 2010

Director of Metropolitan Projects
Department of Planning

GPO Box 39

Sydney NSW 2001

RE: Major Project --MP_0191
34 Victoria road, 13-55 Edinburgh Road and part of Smidmore Street, Marrickville

To whom it may concern:

I implore you to cease the expansion of the Marrickville Metro shopping centre. [ have recently been informed of the intention to
expand the existing shopping center and firmly believe the development proposals to be utterly preposterous. Having lived in the local
area over many years until only quite recently I believe the following points need to be considered.

Any further development of the kind intended will place at risk existing small businesses. The lovely community atmosphere and the
usefulness of these businesses will be unfavorably compromised to the detriment of their owners, and in turn the citizens that use their
services. These existing shops and businesses more than cater for the needs of the community and do so in good faith that councils,
and the community will look out for their best interests. Please don't fail them by allowing this development to happen.

Local inhabitants of the proposed center will be adversely affected by the impact of increased traffic (from increased delivery trucks
etc), noise and pollution that would no doubt triple in volume should this development be granted. The ramifications of increased
unpleasantness of this nature would, in the long term, decrease the current positive citizenry and neighborhood solidarity, and
adversely decrease land values because the area will ultimately become nothing but an ugly,bleak and unsightly shopping precinct,

where clearly the existing area is not suitable for this type development.

It is clear to anyone with a conscience that this proposal be binned immediately. The profiteering developers should be ashamed of
themselves for assuming that they can build a development such as this in what is primarily a residential area- clearly it is not located
in an area with appropriate facilities for a shopping complex or plaza, Extra traffic and parking mayhem will be caused in the local
area if this goes ahead. This will have a negative effect on local residents and business also.

Mega-malls are not something this locale needs or wants. Quite simply, this proposed development must be stopped. Do not allow
this to happen as it will certainly clog the streets with more traffic. Please, do not allow parking problems to increase. Please, do not

destroy local community minded businesses. Do not allow this proposed plan go ahead.

Sincerely,
Libby Knott

Libby Knott
8 Victoria Street, Lilyfield NSW 2040

Mobile: 0406 484 308
Home: +612 8084 5327

& Please consider the envirenment befare printing this email.
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Phil Pick

From: Libby Knott {licbyknott=optusnet.com.au@sendgrid.info] on behalf of Libby Knott
flibbyknott@optusnet.com.au]

Sent: Thursday, 2 September 2010 10:35 AM

To: Planning

Subject: NO MARRICKVILLE METRO EXPANSION

Dear Minister Tony Kelly,

Marrickville Metro desperately needs a facelift. BMP Capital doesn’t need to double
its size to do this. The Metro is in z residential area surrounded by single lane
roads. An expansion will bring 56% more traffic to the already at capacity area.

Expanding the Metro Shopping Centre by 44,000 sgm means:

° More than doubling current retail space and meore than
doubling the current building height

° 4 million extra shoppers each year

® At least 56% more cars and trucks clogging local recads/daily gridiock ¢ More
litter, abandoned trolleys, noise and air pellution e Devastation of our local
shopping villages and businesses ® Parking problems for shoppers and local residents e
Removal of established trees ¢ Privatised community space

As minister for planning, I ask you to save the residents, business owners and inner
west community from this massive over develcpment.

Regards,
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From:  Libby Knott <libbyknott@optusnet.com.au>
To: <marrickville @parliament.nsw.gov.au>
Date: 12/08/2010 8:59 PM

Subject: Stop Marrickville Metro Development

Thursday I2 August, 2010

‘TO:

The Hon. Carmel Tebbutt MP
244 [awarra Road,
MARRICKVILLE NSW 2204

Dear Minister Tebbutt,

T implore you to cease the expansion of the Marrickville Metro shopping centre. [ have recently been informed of the intention to
expand the existing shopping center and firmly believe the development proposals to be utterly preposterous. Having lived in the local
area over many years until only quite recently I believe the following points need to be considered.

Any further development of the kind intended will place at risk existing small businesses. The fovely community atmosphere and the
usefulness of these businesses will be unfaverably compromised to the detriment of their owners, and in turn the citizens that use their
services. These existing shops and businesses more than cater for the needs of the community and do se in good faith that councils,
and the community will look out for their best interests. Please don't fail them by allowing this development to happen.

Local inhabitants of the proposed center will be adversely affected by the impact of increased traffic (from increased delivery trucks
etc), noise and pollution that would no doubt triple in volume should this development be granted. The ramifications of increased
unpleasaniness of this nature would, in the long term, decrease the current positive citizenry and neighborhood solidarity, and
adversely decrease land values because the area will ultimately become nothing but an ugly,bleak and unsightly shopping precinct,
where clearly the existing area is not suitable for this type development.

Itis clear to anyone with a conscience that this proposal be binned immediately. The profiteering developers should be ashamed of
themselves for assuming that they can build a development such as this in what is primarily a residential area- clearly it is not located
in an area with appropriate facilities for a shopping complex or plaza. Extra traffic and parking mayhem will be caused in the local
area if this goes ahead. This will have a negative effect on local residents and business also.

Mega-malls are not something this locale needs or wants. Quite simply, this proposed development must be stopped. Do not allow
this to happen as it will certainly clog the streets with more iraffic. Please, do not allow parking problems to increase. Please, do not
destroy local community minded businesses. Do not allow this proposed plan go ahead.

Sincerely,

Libby Krott

Libby Enott

8 Victoria Street, Lilyfield NSW 2040
Mobile: 0406 484 305

Home: +612 8084 5327

& Please consider the environmes before printing this emall.
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From: ) émsemarie@sydneybookbinc_ling;com>

Fo: <kristina.kcneally'@ parliament.nsw.gov.auw>
Date: : 7/09/2010 4:43 pm

Subject: Re: Proposed Marrickville Metro Redevelopment
Attnetion Kristina Keneally MP,

I am writing to you concerning the proposed expansion of the
Marrickville Metro.

With my husband I own and operate a lacal business that has been
operating in this area for 16.5 years, 13.5 years in Enmore Road and
previously in Wilson Street, Newtown.” Our specialty paper shop draws
customers from all around Sydney, countyr NSW and interstate.

Our customers soon enjoy the shops and cafes around us. Without
exception they respond to the colourful strip shopping experience of
our wonderful street as well as get their requirements from us.

We employ 3 casual staff as well as ourselves and one other full time
person. Al have been with us for some years now. Qur casual staff
enjoy regular hours of work of their choosing. One is a young single
mumn, arother is a mother of 2 and the third has health issues that
prevent him for working longer hours with us. We offer them
flexibility to attend to family and medical commitments and see value
in working closely with them and their needs. These valuable people,
with their outside commitments, would find alternate employrent
difficult.

I have lived at 101 Church Street for 25 years. I moved here and

started my business in this area because of its unique, artistic, :
colourful and multicultural guality. With the residential developments
in this area there is already increased traffic congestion especially
-along Edgeware Road,

- My strong objection to the Metro expansion is that it will destroy
what we value most as local business people, employers of local people
and residents of this area.

Traffic —Our local streets will not be able to cope with the
anticipated increase of traffic stated o be at least 50% more than
the current situation.

: Stnp shopping —the umque and attractive smp shoppmg, a major _
attraction of this area, will be destroyed by this development . AMP
‘have stated that thcy will draw 48 miltion from surrounding area, that '

~* can only mean through the demise of our businesses.

Employment — The local family and specialty businesses will cease to
operate thus putting a lot of people cut of work including local
people with special needs. I appreciate that the Metro Expansion will
employ people but I suggest that the businesses created by this
expansion will not be sensitive to this area, or even committed to
this unique community and thus not of the culture to employ locat
people with special needs.




Large shopping centres have a piai:e _b'ut:-so do unique strip shopping
areas. We are well serviced by the Broadway and East Gardens shopping

‘complexes as well as the existing Metro and the CBD. They are not .

currently a threat to the colourful strip shopping area of
Marrickville, Newtown and Enmore. This proposed expansion is a threat

~ to our businesses and quality of life.

Finally, as a person who has voted labour fot most of my life I will
not be able to support Labour in the forthcoming state elections if
this development goes ahead due to the ability of the developers to
bypass our local council which is the voice of local people. Qur local
council, as well as many residents of this area, is against this |
development. I trust that you will support us who are the ones who
vote for you. '

Please give us your support against this proposed developiment.

I remain yours sincerely,

Rosemarie Jeffers-Palmer
Amazing Paper

184 Enmore Road,
Enmore




Kevin & Rosemarie Jeffers-Palmer,
101 Church Street,

St Peters,

NSW 2044

15th July 2010

Director of Metropolitan Projects
Department of Planning

GPO Box 39

Sydney NSW 2001

RE:

Major Project --MP_0191
34 Victoria road, 13-55 Edinburgh Road and part of Smidmore Street, Marrickville

We are writing to object to the development proposed by AMP to expand the Marrickville Metr:
Not only do we reside in this area but have gur retail business in Enmore Road, Enmore,

Our objection is that we see this expansions as detrimental to the area in both its size which we
believe is not needed or desirable for this area and the traffic congestion it would cause. We als
believe it will harm the current strip shopping from Newtown through to Marrickville which
creates the interesting and colourful character of this area.

We already encounter traffic congestion in Edgeware Road travelling to and from our retail
business. The streets around the exciting Metro Shopping centre are narrow and already
experiencing congestion when delivery vehicles arrive and depart. The proposed expansion wi
double the size of this shopping complex and at least double the traffic congestion. With this
increase of traffic there is increased noise and air pollution.:

Most of us who live here chose to do so because of the diverse nature of the area and the village
feel of the strip shopping of Newtown through te Marrickville. Thus we opened our business to
part of this style of shopping. We believe the proposed expansion will greatly alter the characte
of this area and be detrimental to the strip shopping we currently enjoy.

The strip shops encourage pedestrian walking and allow for many unique, specialty shops to ex
It is visually attractive and reflective of the interests of the community. A large Westfields style
shopping complex filis up with uniform, franchise businesses and we loose the uniqueness of tt

area very quickly.

When and if we need a large shopping complex we can go to Broadway or the city. We do not n«
this proposed expansion here at all.

Yours sincerely,
Kevin and Rosemarie

Plan_comment@planning.nsw.gov.au



Kevin & Rosemarie Jeffers-Palmer,
101 Church Street,

St Peters,

NSW 2044

15t July 2010

Director of Metropolitan Projects
Department of Planning

GPO Box 39

Sydney NSW 2001

RE:

Major Project --MP_0191
34 Victoria road, 13-55 Edinburgh Road and part of Smidmore Street, Marrickville

We are writing to object to the development proposed by AMP to expand the Marrickville Metr
Not only do we reside in this area but have our retail business in Enmore Road, Enmore.

Our objection is that we see this expansions as detrimental to the area in both its size which we
believe is not needed or desirable for this area and the traffic congestion it would cause. We als
believe it will harm the current strip shopping from Newtown through to Marrickville which
creates the interesting and colourful character of this area.

We already encounter traffic congestion in Edgeware Road travelling to and from our retail
business. The streets around the exciting Metro Shopping centre are narrow and already
experiencing congestion when delivery vehicles arrive and depart. The proposed expansion wi
double the size of this shopping complex and at least double the traffic congestion. With this

increase of traffic there is increased noise and air pollution.

Most of us who live here chose to do so because of the diverse nature of the area and the village
feel of the strip shopping of Newtown through to Marrickville. Thus we opened our business to
part of this style of shopping. We believe the proposed expansion will greatly alter the characte
of this area and be detrimental to the strip shopping we currently enjoy.

The strip shops encourage pedestrian walking and allow for many unique, specialty shops to ex
It is visually attractive and reflective of the interests of the community. A large Westfields style
shopping complex fills up with uniform, franchise businesses and we loose the uniqueness of tk

area very quickly.

When and if we need a large shopping complex we can go to Broadway or the city. We do not n¢
this proposed expansion here at all.

Yours sincerely,
Kevin and Rosemarie

Plan comment@planning.nsw.gov.au
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RECEIVED % Rosemarie Jeffers-Palmer
3 { Amazing Paper.

1 SEF 2010 s 184 Enmore Road,
AT MARRICKVILLE Enmore, NSW 2042

7" September 2010

Carmel Tebbutt MP,
244 Tllawarra Road,
Marrickville,

NSW 2204

Dear Ms Carmel Tebbutt MP.
T am writing to you concerning the proposed expansion of the Marrickville Metro.

With my husband I own and operate a local business that has been operating in this area for
16.5 years, 13.5 years in Enmore Road and previously in Wilson Street, Newtown. Our
specialty paper shop draws customers from all around Sydney , NSW country area and
interstate.

Our customers soon enjoy the shops and cafes around us. Without exception they respond to
the colourful strip shopping experience of our wonderful street as well as get their
requirements from us.

We employ 3 casual staff as well as ourselves and one other full time person. All have been
with us for some years now. Qur casual staff enjoy regular hours of work of their choosing.
One is a young single mum, another is a mother of 2 and the third has health issues that
prevent him for working longer hours with us. We offer them flexibility to attend to family
and medical commitments and see value in working closely with them and their needs. These
valuable people, with their outside commitments, would find alternate employment difficult.

[ have lived at 101 Church Street for 25 years. [ moved here and started my business in this
area because of its unique, artistic, colourful and multicultural quality. With the residential
developments in this area there is already increased traffic congestion especially along
Edgeware Road,

My strong objection to the Metro expansion is that it will destroy what we value most as local
business people, employers of local people and residents of this area.

Traffic — Our local streets will not be able to cope with the anticipated increase of
traffic stated to be at least 50% more than the current situation.

Strip shopping — the unique and attractive strip shopping, a major attraction of this
area, will be destroyed by this development. AMP has stated that they will draw 48 million
from surrounding area which can only mean through the demise of our businesses.

Employment — The local family and specialty businesses will cease to operate thus
putting a lot of people out of work including local people with special needs. I appreciate that
the Metro Expansion will employ people but I suggest that the businesses created by this



expansion will not be sensitive to this area, or even committed to this unique community and
thus not of the culture to employ local people with special needs.

Large shopping centres have a place but so do unique strip shopping areas. We are
well serviced by the Broadway and East Gardens shopping complexes as well as the existing
Metro. But, they are not currently a threat to the colourful strip shopping area of Marrickville,
Newtown and Enmore. This proposed expansion is a threat to our quality of life.

Finally, as a person who has voted labour for most of my life I will not be able to support
Labour in the forthcoming state elections if this development goes ahead due to the ability of
the developers to bypass our local council which is the voice of us local people. Our local
council, as well as many residents of this area, is against this development.

I have asked my staff to also sign this letter as people are also against this proposed
development and who agree with the points I have raised in this letter.

Please give us your support against this proposed development.

I remain yours sincerely,

Rosemiarie Jeffers-Palmer
Amazing Paper

Staff — .

Kevin Jeffers-Palmer Isis Dunderdale Jessie Godfrey

Htbrek iy bbn —

1 M IR el
Julist Mikha Grant Parke




The proposal states that in the future, Marrickville Metro shopping centre will be open for longer
hours than it already operates. In addition to longer opening hours, the increased number of shops
meas an increased number of delivery trucks attempting to navigate residential streets.

If the development goes ahead and traffic increases by more than the estimated amount, which is
highly likely, the owners of the centre could easily apply to place further parking restrictions on
local residents to accommodate their needs at the expense of our own.

The Marrickville municipality is already overburdened with heavy traffic and extensive truck

movements. As residents we have seen an increase in traffic over the years. The proposed
expansion of Marricville Metro will be yet another imposition on already crowded residential streets.

Please do not let this development go ahead.

Yours faithfully,

Linda Carmichael!

0421 101 504
lindagc@optusnet.com.au
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From: Linda Carmichael <lindagc@optusnet.com.au>

To: Andrew Beattie <andrew.beattie@planning.nsw.gov.au>

Dake: 23/08/2010 B:26 AM

Subject: Online Submission from Linda Carmichael of Local resident (object)
CcC: <assessments@planning.nsw.gov.au>

I object to the redevelopment of Marrickville Metro, in particular the proposal to double the fioor size. This
shopping centre is bounded by a residential area and some factories. The houses are typically single story 19th

teri-aces and early 20th semidetached bungalows.

Doubling the size of the Metro, increasing its height by at least three stories, including parking but not including the
plant equipment on the top floor, will overshadow the surrounding houses. I am concerned about the effect of light

poliution an the surrounding houses.

The proposed roof top parking will bring with it light towers that will need to be lit whenever the centre is operating
at night, and as a carparks typically stay open longer than the shops,surrounding residents can expect to have
bright lights shining for most of the night. Coupled with the lighting required to operate the large, consolidated
loading dock they could be facing a situation of almost contiunous bright, flouresent light throughout the hours of
daricness. This will have a major impact on peoples ability to rest and sleep. This includes adults and children.

light does not just affect those living immediately next to the centre.It will affect all of us within a thousand metres
as the light towers will rise far above the current roof line of the centre and so have a wider effect.

Name: Linda Carmichael
Organisation: Local resident

Address:
104 Edgeware Road. Enmore. 2042

IP Address: ¢220-239-174-74.randw3.nsw.optusnet.com.au - 220.239.174.74

Submission for Job: #3734 MP0O9S_0121 - Marrickville Metro
https://majorprojects.onhiive.com/index.pl?action=view_job&id=3734

Site: #2118 Marrickville Metro - 35 Victoria Road, 13-55 Edinburg Road and within the Public Reserve of Smidmore

St
https://majorprojects.onhiive.com/index.pl?action=view_site&id=2118

Andrew Beattie

P: 02 5228 6384
E: andrew.beattie@planning.nsw.gov.au

Powered by Internetrix Affinity

file://C\Documents and Settings\abeattie\Local Settings\Temp\XPgrpwise\dC7230C...  23/08/2010



Online Submission from Linda Carmichael of Local resident (object) Page 1 of 1

Andrew Beattie - Online Submission from Linda Carmichael of Local .
resident (object)

From: Linda Carmichael <lindagc@optusnet.com.au>

To: Andrew Beattie <andrew.beattie@planning.nsw.gov.au>

bDate: 23/08/2010 8:26 AM

Subject: Online Submission from Linda Carmichael of Local resident (object)

ce: <assessments@planning.nsw.gov.au>

I object to the redevelopment of Marrickville Metro, in particular the proposal to double the floor size. This
shopping centre Is bounded by a residential area and some factories. The houses are typically single story 19th

terraces and early 20th semidetached bungalows.

Doubling the size of the Metro, increasing its height by at least three stories, including parking but not including the
plant equipment on the top floor, will overshadow the surrounding houses. I am concerned about the effect of light

pollution on the surrounding houses.

The proposed roof top parking will bring with it light towers that will need to be lit whenever the centre is operating
at night, and as a carparks typicaily stay open longer than the shops,surrounding residents can expect to have
bright lights shining for most of the night. Coupled with the lighting required to operate the large, consolidated
loading dock they could be facing a situation of almost contiunous bright, flouresent light throughout the hours of
darkness. This will have a major impact en peoples ability to rest and sleep. This includes adults and children,

Light does not just affect those living immediately next to the centre.It will affect all of us within & thousand metres
as the light towers will rise far above the current roof line of the centre and so have a wider effect.

Name: Linda Carmichaet
Organisation: Local resident

Address:
104 Edgeware Road. Enmore, 2042

1P Address: ¢220-239-174-74.randw3.nsw.optusnet,com.au - 220.235.174.74

Submission for Job: #3734 MP09_0191 - Marrickville Metro
https://majorprojects.onhiive.com/index.pl?action=view_job&id=3734

Site: #2118 Marrickville Metro - 35 Victoria Road, 13-55 Edinburg Road and within the Public Reserve of Smidmore

st
https://majorprojects.onhiive.com/index.pl?action=view_site&id=2118

Andrew Beattie

P: 02 9228 6384
E: andrew.beattie@planning.nsw.gov.au

Powered by Internetrix Affinity

file://C:ADocuments and Seitings\abeattie\Local Settings\Temp\XParpwise\dC7230C... 23/08/2010



Online Submission from Linda Carmichael (object) Page 1 of 2

Andrew Beatt:e Onlsne Submlssaon from Lmda Carmuchael (object)

From: Linda Carmichael <lindagc@optusnet.com.au>

To: Andrew Beattie <andrew.beattie@planning.nsw.gov.au>
Date: 9/09/2010 1:51 PM

Subject: Online Submission from Linda Carmichael {object)

cC: <assessments@planning.nsw.gov.au>

The community consulkation for this project has been unacceptable. 1 live within 500 metres of Marrickville Metro
and at no time have I been surveyed, spoken to or otherwise consulted by AMP. None of my neighbours have been
spoken to or surveyed and my friends who live opposite the Metro have been likewise ignored.

AMP has shown nothing but contempt for the local community. At a so called community consultation session on
August 14, AMP and Marrickville Metro management saw fit to call the police to provide security and when I
complained they tried to tell me that the police just sponateously turned up. I am sorry but we are talking Enmore
at 10.30am on a saturday merning. Half a dozen police and two squad cars do not just decide to go and stop
people from entering a shopping centre - I was questioned and I am a middle aged woman with shopping cart in
tow. Intimidating shoppers is not the mark of a company that is interested in "community consultation”.

I have lived in Enmore for 25 years and at no time do I recall thinking we need an artifically created town centre
and more traffic in the middie of a residential area. The developer does not live here, the residents do and we are
totally against doubling the size of the existing shopping centre. Even the council is on record as saying that
approving the centre over 25 years ago was a mistake and that doubling the size now would be disastrous for the
local community.

The road I live on is busy enough as it is without the added burden of AMP's so called traffic improvements, which
include restricting parking for local residents,the majority of whom do not have rear lane access and so will have
nowhere to park their cars near their homes.

There is no way that I support this development.

If the Minister for Planning approves it then I can tell you that this electorate will definately be voting Green at the
next state election.

Name: Linda Carmichael
Address:

104 Edgeware Road
Enmore, 2042.

IP Address: ¢122-106-80-192.randw3.nsw.optusnet.com.au - 122.106.80.152

Submission for Job: #3734 MP09_0191 - Marrickville Metro
https://majorprojects.onhiive.com/index.pl?action=view_job&id=3734

Site: #2118 Marrickville Metro - 35 Victoria Road, 13-55 Edinburg Road and within the Public Reserve of Smidmore

St
https://majorprojects.onhiive.com/index.pl?action=view_site&id=2118
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Andrew Beattie

P: 02 9228 6384
E: andrew.beattie@pilanning.nsw.gov.au

Powered by Internetrix_Affinity

file://C:\Documents and Settings\abeattie\Local Settings\Temp\XPgrpwise\dC88E6SE... 10/09/2010



From: ) émsemarie@sydneybookbinc_ling;com>

Fo: <kristina.kcneally'@ parliament.nsw.gov.auw>
Date: : 7/09/2010 4:43 pm

Subject: Re: Proposed Marrickville Metro Redevelopment
Attnetion Kristina Keneally MP,

I am writing to you concerning the proposed expansion of the
Marrickville Metro.

With my husband I own and operate a lacal business that has been
operating in this area for 16.5 years, 13.5 years in Enmore Road and
previously in Wilson Street, Newtown.” Our specialty paper shop draws
customers from all around Sydney, countyr NSW and interstate.

Our customers soon enjoy the shops and cafes around us. Without
exception they respond to the colourful strip shopping experience of
our wonderful street as well as get their requirements from us.

We employ 3 casual staff as well as ourselves and one other full time
person. Al have been with us for some years now. Qur casual staff
enjoy regular hours of work of their choosing. One is a young single
mumn, arother is a mother of 2 and the third has health issues that
prevent him for working longer hours with us. We offer them
flexibility to attend to family and medical commitments and see value
in working closely with them and their needs. These valuable people,
with their outside commitments, would find alternate employrent
difficult.

I have lived at 101 Church Street for 25 years. I moved here and

started my business in this area because of its unique, artistic, :
colourful and multicultural guality. With the residential developments
in this area there is already increased traffic congestion especially
-along Edgeware Road,

- My strong objection to the Metro expansion is that it will destroy
what we value most as local business people, employers of local people
and residents of this area.

Traffic —Our local streets will not be able to cope with the
anticipated increase of traffic stated o be at least 50% more than
the current situation.

: Stnp shopping —the umque and attractive smp shoppmg, a major _
attraction of this area, will be destroyed by this development . AMP
‘have stated that thcy will draw 48 miltion from surrounding area, that '

~* can only mean through the demise of our businesses.

Employment — The local family and specialty businesses will cease to
operate thus putting a lot of people cut of work including local
people with special needs. I appreciate that the Metro Expansion will
employ people but I suggest that the businesses created by this
expansion will not be sensitive to this area, or even committed to
this unique community and thus not of the culture to employ locat
people with special needs.




Large shopping centres have a piai:e _b'ut:-so do unique strip shopping
areas. We are well serviced by the Broadway and East Gardens shopping

‘complexes as well as the existing Metro and the CBD. They are not .

currently a threat to the colourful strip shopping area of
Marrickville, Newtown and Enmore. This proposed expansion is a threat

~ to our businesses and quality of life.

Finally, as a person who has voted labour fot most of my life I will
not be able to support Labour in the forthcoming state elections if
this development goes ahead due to the ability of the developers to
bypass our local council which is the voice of local people. Qur local
council, as well as many residents of this area, is against this |
development. I trust that you will support us who are the ones who
vote for you. '

Please give us your support against this proposed developiment.

I remain yours sincerely,

Rosemarie Jeffers-Palmer
Amazing Paper

184 Enmore Road,
Enmore




Online Submission from Linda Carmichael (object) Page 1 of 2

Andrew Beattse Online Submlssuon from Lmda Carmuchael (object)

From: Linda Carmichael <lindagc@optusnet.com.au>

To: Andrew Beattie <andrew.beattie@planning.nsw.gov.au>
Date: 3/09/2010 7:38 AM

Subject: Online Submission from Linda Carmichael {object)

CccC: <assessments@planning.nsw.gov.au>

I ask you to stop the expansion of the Marrickville Metro shopping centre because:

7 it is situated in a primarily residential area of terraces and semi detached housing without off street car access.
The development will vastly increase traffic and will clog local streets with more traffic and delivery trucks

? it will cause parking chaos in Enmore and Marrickville as residents displaced from parking near their homes seek
a car space further afield.

? a private developer should not be in a position to determine parking restrictions, changes to traffic lights and flow
or to close local streets simply because it is in their interest to do so. The developer does not live in the suburb, the
residents do.

7 it will devastate our local shopping villages and businesses who are already struggling in the recent economic
down turn.

? there are major shopping centres and business districts within a short public transport ride from Enmore -
Eastgardens, the city, broadway, burwood to name a few. It unneccesary duplication and economically unsound to
have the same chain stores and franchises cannibalising themselves by introducing yet another version of the same
shopping centre in this focation.

7 it is not located in an area with suitable infrastructure for a shopping mall. This is a residential area with an
artificially created shopping centre in the middle of it. The proposal to create a developers "town centre” in an area
where there isn't a call for one is a fantasy on the part of AMP. Community spaces are created by the community
out of community need. Why would people in an area already well served by an active local environment (King
Street, Enmore Road, the local markets, restaurants and cafes) want to hang around an artificial, paved area
surrounded by tall empty buildings in the middle of a housing precinct?

? it is a grab for profit by AMP that will impact negatively on local residents and business. If AMP were serious
about the Metro they would manage it more effectively and encourage a better mix of businesses within the
existing space and maintain the existing infrastructure. If AMP has done such a poor job of maintaining the current
shopping centre that the only thing they can think of is to double the size to make a profit, what does that say
about their abilty to maintain and manage a larger centre?

As Deputy Premier and our Local member for Marrickville, the community is relying on you to protect us from this
inappropriate, unsustainable development.

Regards,
Linda Carmichael
104 Edgeware Road

Enmore. 2042,
0421 101 504

Name: Linda Carmichael

file://C:\Documents and Settings\abeattic\Local Settings\Temp\XParpwise\dC80AG605S... 9/09/2010



Online Submission from Linda Carmichael (object) Page 2 of 2

Address:
104 Edgeware Road
Enmore. 2042

1P Address: c122-106-80-192.randw3.nsw.optusnet.com.au - 122.106.80.192

Submission for Job: #3734 MP09_0191 - Marrickville Metro
https://majorprojects.onhiive.com/index.pl?action=view_job&id=3734

Site: #2118 Marrickville Metro - 35 Victoria Road, 13-55 Edinburg Road and within the Public Reserve of Smidmore
St
https://majorprojects.onhiive.com/index.pi?action=view_site&id=21 18

Andrew Beattie

P: 02 9228 6384
E: andrew.beattie@planning.nsw.gov.au

Powered by Internetrix Affinity
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Phil Pick

From: Linda Carmichael [Eindagcmoptusnet.com.au@sendgrid.me] on behalf of Linda
Carmichael [lindagc@optusnet.com.au]

Sent: Friday, 3 September 2010 7:33 AM

To: Planning

Subject: NO MARRICKVILLE METRO EXPANSION

Dear Minister Tony Kelly,

Marrickville Metro desperately needs a facelift. AMP Capital doesn’t need to double
its size to do this. The Metro is in a residential area surrounded by single lane
roads. An expansion will bring 56% more traffic to the already at capacity area.

Expanding the Metro Shopping Centre by 44,000 sgm means:

® More than doubling current retail space and more than
doubling the current building height

° 4 million extra shoppers each year

s At least 56% more cars and trucks clogging local roads/daily gridlock e More
litter, abandoned treolleys, noise and air pollution e Devastation of our local
shopping villages and businesses ® Parking problems for shoppers and lecal residents e
Removal of established trees ¢ Privatised community space

As minister for planning, I ask you to save the residents, business owners and inner
west community from this massive over development.

Regards,

Linda Carmichael
104 Edgeware Road
Enmore. 2042.

0421 101 504



Linda Carmichasl
104 Edgeware Road,
Enmore. 2042.

11 August 2010

The Hon. Carme! Tebbutt, MP
244 Hlawarra Road
Marrickviile, NSW 2204

Dear Ms Tebbutt,

RE: Major Project --MP_0191 34 Victoria road, 1
3-55 Edinburgh Road and part of Smidmore Street, Marrickville

| am writing to you as my local member of Parliament to urge you to make representation to the Minister
for Planning to object to the above proposal. | was at the meeting last week at St Peters where you
stated your personal objection to the proposal, so | am hopeful that you will be actively working on
behalf of your constituents to see that it does not go ahead.

| live on Edgeware Rd and | am concerned about the traffic study in the Marrickville Matro
redevelopment plans that are currently on public exhibition. it is proposed the centre will increase
in size from 23,000sgm to 44,403sgm retail floor space over two levels (plus parking levels with an
increase of 750 spaces) and two buildings — a new building opposite the existing building, with
either a bridge or pedestrian mall (closing Smidmore St, which is owned by the Marrickville
Council) connecting the two.

The traffic management study states that:

s The intersection of Edgeware Road, Liewellyn Street and Alice Street operales at or near
capacity during both survey periods. [Survey period: Thursday PM, Saturdayl].

= The proposed development is considered to result in an increase in traffic generation to a rate of
1,567 vehicles per hour (a 50% increase) on Thursday evenings and 2,563 vehicles per hour (a
56.8% increase) on Saturdays.

That’s about a minimum of 500-900 more cars per hour.

Edgeware Road is a busy road and it is primarily a residential road. Most residents like myself park
on the street because they lack rear lane access and off street parking. Many residents use public
transport to go to work so we leave our cars parked near our houses during the day.

We are already subject to council parking restrictions in the lanes behind our houses and
Marrickville Gouncil is about to introduce (in September) a new traffic management plan that will
see further restrictions on parking in Edgeware Road. The recently installed cycle lane in front of
my house has already removed three street parking spaces. :

The plans say that the intersection of Edgeware Rd, Llewellyn St and Alice St will not be able to
cope with the new traffic from the shopping centre. It proposes that the restricted parking on the
southbound side of Edgeware Rd (opposite The Golden Barley) be extended by 50 metres (near
the intersection of Camden St and Edgeware Rd). It recommends a similar 50 metre parking
restriction for Alice St approaching the intersection. This restriction would occur at peak traffic times
— weekdays and weekends.

If this to happen | envisage the parking situation in Edgeware Road will become even worse than it
already is as residents who will not be at home during peak hour to move their cars will be forced



to park further away from their houses. The parking problem will cascade throughout our already
crowded streets.

The proposal states that in the future, Marrickville Metro shopping centre will be open for longer
hours than it already operates. In addition to longer opening hours, the increased number of shops
meas an increased number of delivery trucks attempting to navigate resideniial streets.

If the development goes ahead and traffic increases by more than the estimated amount, which is

highly likely, the owners of the centre could easily apply to place further parking restrictions on
local residents to accommodate their needs at the expense of our own.

The Marrickville municipality is already overburdened with heavy traffic and extensive truck
movements. As residents we have seen an increase in traffic over the years. The proposed
expansion of Marricville Metro will be yet another imposition on already crowded residential streets.

Please do not let this development go ahead.

Yours faithfully,

Linda Carmichael

0421 101 504
lindagc @ optusnet.com.au
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Andrew Beattie - Online Submission fromgiiiiiiiillll} (object)

From:
To: Andrew Beattie <andrew.beattié@planning.nsw.gov.au>

Date: 13/08/2010 4:25 PM

Subject: Online Submission from—object)

cc: <assessments@planning.nsw.gov.au>

RE: Development, Marrickville Metro
NOTE: I do not wish my name or address be made available to the proponent

As a local resident and parent of a young child at the school neighbouring this development, I wish to abject most
strongly to the propasal and urge you to reject it.

ase in local traffics
savity congested and

Marnckwlle Metro does not need to expand S0 dramatically in order to renovate The vast i

And please consider the impact on St Pius School nearby, especially the increased danger to children with S0 many
more vehicles (particularly delivery trucks) further crowding already narrow and busy streets.

I strongly urge you reject this development proposal.

Yours sincerely

vee: R

Address:

Submission for Job: #3734 MP09_0191 - Marrickvilte Metro ‘
https://majorprojects.onhiive.com/index.pl?action=view_job&id=3734

Site: #2118 Marrickville Metro - 35 Victoria Road, 13-55 Edinburg Road and within the Public Reserve of Smidmore

St
https://majorprojects.onhiive.com/index.pl?action=view_site&id=2118

Andrew Beattie

P: 02 9228 6384
E: andrew.beattie@planning.nsw.gov.au

Powered by Internetrix Affinity
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.Governor Macquarie Towet,

St Peters NSW 2044
August 30, 2010

'The Hon. Tony Kelly, ALGA MLC

Level 34, 1 Farrer Place,
SYDNEY NSW 2000

Re: MP_(3191
34 Victoria Road, 13-55 Edinburgh Road and patt of Smidmore Street, Marrickville -
proposed development of Matrickville Metro Shopping Centre

Dear Minister Keily,

[ am totally opposed to this ghastly overdevelopment which will

1. Vastly increase local traffic to the utter detriment of quality of life of local residents,
with incteased cars and delivery trucks, reduced parking, increased noise and congestion

etc etc..

2. Devastate local small businesses and shops in King Street, Enmore Road and
Martickville and Illawarra Roads.

3. Create a huge and inappropriate Westfield type development crowding and toweting

over our nearby school (St Pius Enmote), and lowex:ing the quality of life of the kids who
will have to deal with greatly increased traffic - which is already at bursting point - and
patticulatly the added danger of even more delivery trucks crowding the nearby narrow

streets.

Please reject this awful proposal. Marrickville Council is totally opposed to it and every
local resident I know is disgusted by it. It is outrageous that there was no real community
consultation in advance, and that the developets ate seeking to override the council's

wishes by appealing straight to the State government.

The outcome of this issue will cettainly decide my vote in the upcoming State election. 1
cannot vote for a Government that allows such inappropriate developments ot ignores
the valid and genuine objections of local government and local residents in favour of 2

tuthless and greedy developer.

Yours Sincerely




(22D

S SEIVED
-1 SEP 200
AT MARRICKVILLE

St Peters NSW 2044
- August 30, 2010

The Hon. Carmel Tebbuti MP
244 Ilavwarra R_oad,
MARRICKVILLE NSW 2204

Dear Minister Tebbutt,

RE: Proposed developrﬁent of Matrickville Metro Shopping Centre

I am totally opposed to this ghastly overdevelopment which will -

. 1. Vastly increase local traffic to the utter detriment of quality of life of local residents,

with increased cars and delivery trucks, reduced parking, increased noise and congestion

etc etc..

2. Devastate local small b_usinesses and shops in King Sﬁ:eet, Enmqre Road and
Marrickville and Illawarra Roads. ' ‘ '

3. Create a huge and inappropriate Westfield type development crowding and towering

.over our neatby school (St Pius Enmote), and loweting the quality of life of the kids who

will have to deal with greatly increased traffic - which is already at bursting point - and

particularly the added danger of even more delivery trucks crowding the nearby natrow

streets.

Please reject this awful proposal. Marrickville Council is totally opposed to it and evety
local resident I know is disgusted by it. It is outrageous that there was no real community
consultation in advance, and that the developers are seeking to override the council's
wishes by appealing straight to the State government. '

The outcome of this issue will certainly decide my vote in the 'upcom.ing State election. I
cannot vote for a Government that allows such inappropriate developmerits ot ignotre$ -
the valid and genuine objections of local govetnment and local residents in favour of 2
ruthless and greedy developer. |

Yours Sicerely
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Andrew Beattie - Major Project MP_ 0191

From:
To: "Plan_commcntgplanning.nsw.gov.au" <Plan_comment@planning.nsw.gov.au>

Date: 31/08/2010 9:53 AM
Subject: Major Project MP_ 0191

Director of Metropolitan Projects
Department of Planning

GPO Box 39

Sydney NSW 2001

RE: Major Project MP_ 0191 (expansion of Marrickville Metro shopping centre).

As a local resident and a regular Metro shoppet, I am uttetly opposed to this proposed development.

Finally, as the parent of a child at the neighbouring schoo
1 hopping centre cr the scho

Yours sincerely

Please consider the environment before printing this email,

NOTICE

The information contained in this e-mail may be confidential. You should only read, disclose, re-transmit,
copy, distribute, act in reliance on or use the information if you are authorised to do so. If you are not the
intended recipient of this e-mail, please immediately notify the sender by e-mail and then destroy any
electronic or paper copy of this e-mail.

Any views expressed in this e-mail are those of the sender, except where the sender specifically states them
to be the views of ACP Magazines. ACP Magazines does not represent, warrant or guarantee that the
integrity of this e-mail has been maintained nor that this e-mail is free of errors, viruses or interference.

Any information contained in this e-mail in relation to an advertising booking should be read in
conjunction with ACP Magazines’ standard advertising terms and material and booking cancellation
deadlines, which are available at www.acpmagazines.com.au. All advertising bookings made with ACP
Magazines are subject to ACP Magazines’ standard advertising terms.
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| (16/08/2010) Andrew Beattie - Major project — MP_0191

From: Peter Haastrup - LNA <peter.haastrup@iion-nathan.com.au>

To: "Plan_comment@planning.nsw.gov.au" <Plan_commeni@planning.nsw.gov.au>
Date: 11/08/2010 7:51 pm

Subject: Major project -- MP_0191

Major project -- MP_0181
34 Victoria rd, 13-565 Edinburgh Road and part of Smidmore Street, Marrickville

Dear Director of Metropolitan Projects,

We write to you to object to the above proposal on a number of grounds:

1.
Surrounding streets are presently over congested making transport through the area time consuming

and noisy. The expansion the above project represents will lead to massive increases in traffic and
bring traffic to gridlock, make parking difficult and increase noise in the area all impact local resident

2.
The size of the development over powers a small suburban area with if's scale and size

3.
The development will have major detrimental impacts to local shopping villages impacting our local

sense of community and putting many local business out of business. These hubs are a important
element f the area and it's important that we continue to support these to be vibrant areas in order

maintain a vibrant community.

For these key reasons we strongly believe the development should be rejected.

Regards
Peter & Janine Haastrup
43 Pine Street

Marrickvilie, NSW,

CAUTION: The information contained in this e-mail is confidential and
may be legally privileged. if the reader of this message is not the
intended recipient you are hereby notified that any use,

dissemination, distribution, or reproduction of this message is
prohibited. If you have received this message in error please forward
this message to unsubscribe@lion-nathan.com.au and delete all copies
of this message.

If you wish to have us block your email address from receiving any
future emails from this organisation please forward this email with

your request to unsubscribe@lion-nathan.com.au

You can also contact the Lion Nathan company responsible for sending
this message by calling our IT helpdesk on +61 1300 300320

or you can reply directly by email to the sender above. Thank you.
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Andrew Beattie - Online Submission from Belinda Cole (object)

From: Belinda Cole <belinda@modularpeople.com>

To: Andrew Beattie <andrew.beattie@planning.nsw.gov.au=
Date: 16/08/2010 10:30 AM

Subject: Online Submission from Belinda Cole (object)

CC: <assessments@planning.nsw.gov.au>

This massive overdevelopment will negatively impact our local community.
The infrastructure is not in place to support the traffic that this will attract. Local roads are already blocked in the

mornings, evenings & at weekends.

Small shops in the surrounding area will struggle enen more than they are now, and Marrickville Road will decline
once again. People who want mainstream fashion and variety stores are already well provided for in this area by
Broadway Shopping Centre, The wonderful thing about living in the Newtown/Enmore/Marrickville district is the
diversity in all areas of life, we do not want to become just another bland, souless suburb.

The application to buy Smidmore Street is outrageous - this is a very busy street with both STA & community bus
stops, a taxi rank, loading dock & car park entrance. No-one has asked AMP to provide 'community green space’,
we already have Enmore Park over the road.

They should renovate The Metro (mend the holes in the roof, clean up the public tollets)and leave it the size it is
now. It is a well-loved asset to the area as it is, there are sufficient shops to cater to all needs, and the floor plan is
small encugh for everyone, including the large population of elderly people, to get around with little trouble.

1 urge the minister to deny AMP this cynical grab for profits over the wishes of the local community.

Name: Belinda Cole

Address:
73 Juliett St
Marrickville

IP Address: - 115.128.9.144

Submission for Job: #3734 MP0S_0151 - Marrickville Metro
https://majorprojects.onhiive.com/index.p!?action=view,,job&id=3734

Site: #2118 Marrickville Metro - 35 Victoria Road, 13-55 Edinburg Road and within the Public Reserve of Smidmore

st
https://majorprojects.onhiive.com/index.pE?action=view_site&id=21 i8

Andrew Beattie

P: 02 9228 6384
E: andrew.beattie@planning.nsw.gov.au

Powered by Internetrix Affinity
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Phil Pick

From: Belinda Cole [bcole=zapruder.com.au@sendgrid.info] on behalf of Belinda Cole
[beole@zapruder.com.auj

Sent: Thursday, 2 September 2010 12:28 PM

To: Planning

Subject: NO MARRICKVILLE METRO EXPANSION

Dear Minister Tony Kelly,

Marrickville Metro desperately needs a facelift. AMP Capital doesn’t need to double
its size to do this. The Metre is in a residential area surrounded by single lane
roads. An expansion will bring 56% more traffic to the already at capacity area.

Expanding the Metro Shopping Centre by 44,000 sgm means:

° More than doubling current retail space and more than
doubling the current building height

e 4 million extra shoppers each year

s« At least 56% more cars and trucks clogging local roads/daily gridlock ¢ More
litter, abandoned trolleys, noise and air pollution e Devastation of our local
shopping villages and businesses °® parking problems for shoppers and local residents °
Removal of established trees ® Privatised community space

As minister for planning, I ask you to save the residents, business owners and inner
west community from this massive over development.

Regards,

Belinda Cole



Andrew Beattie - FW: Objection to proposed development of Marrickvilie Metro -
MP0O191

From: Matt Wiseman <wisemanmatt@hotmail.com>
To: <andrew.beattie@planning.nsw.gov.au>

Date: 19/08/2010 12:03 PM
Subject: FW: Objection to proposed development of Marrickville Metro - MP0191

To the Director of Metropolitan Projects

RE: Major Project --MP_0191
34 Victoria road, 13-55 Edinburgh Road and part of Smidmore Street, Marrickville

I am writing to strongly object to the proposed redevelopment of the Marrickville Metro shopping
centre. This development would negatively affect the character and liveability of Marrickville,
Enmore, St Peters and Newtown and other surronding areas.

The increased traffic and pollution would adversely affect the health and lifestyle of residents living
in the area. The development would also negatively impact on businesses located on King Street
Newtown, a huge contributor to the character and appeal of Newtown and its surrounding

suburbs.

The proposed development would be an unecessary eyesore (the existing Metro already has all the
retailers required to meet the needs of the local population) with its ridiculous height
overshadowing the lives of residents in the immediate vacinity, not to mention the impact on
existing federation homes some of which may be demolished as | understand it {another
contributor to the character of the area | live in and love). The felling of established trees further
highlights the lack of regard this development has for the area affected and those that live init. In
short this seems to be more about AMP trying to squeeze extra profits than providing something

the community actually wants.

The underhanded way in which the developers have circumvented Marrickville Council (which
OBIJECTS to the development) and gone to the state governement leaves a bad taste in
residents mouths. The proposed purchasing and closure of local streets further exacerbates

this.

Please use your influence to halt this development. It is neither wanted nor necessary and wiil
forever adversely affect the area and residents in proximity to it. No Marrickvilie ‘Mega Mall’ -

not now or ever.

Thank you for your time.
Matt Wiseman.
St Peters resident.

This message is intended for the addressee named and may contain confidential/pri
Views expressed in this message are those of the individual sender, and are not n

You should scan any attached files for wviruses.
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B s A N e P B R R et

Andrew Beattle Onlme Submlssuon from Matthew Wiseman {object)

From: Matthew Wiseman <wisemanmatt@hotmail.com>
To: Andrew Beattie <andrew.beattie@planning.nsw.gov.au>

Date: 24/08/2010 10:22 AM
Subject: Online Submission from Matthew Wiseman (object})
CC: <assessments@planning.nsw.gov.au>

NO METRO EXPANSION,

As a resident of the Marrickville Council area I wish to express my disgust at this proposed expansion of the
Marrickville Metro shopping centre. This is grossly unecessary and unwanted by the majority of the community. The
increase in traffic, poliution and noise to the surrounding suburbs will be severe. The damage done to the vibrancy
and culture of the area, particularly the local shopping strips in Marrickville, Enmore Rd and King Street will be
serlous, as previously seen when the orlginal metro opened in the 80's. Residents love the diversity, vibrancy and
sense of community In our areas, and this is focused around these shopping strips. A hideous MEGA MALL will kill
these areas and all that comes with it. The current Metro is more than sufficient as it is. Please use your influence
to stop this greedy cash and land grab by AMP and keep Marrickville, Enmore, St Peters, Newtown et al as the

thriving villages they are. Thank you for your time.

Name: Matthew Wiseman

Address:
83 Church Street, St Peters

IP Address: - 153.107.33.158

Submission for Job: #3734 MP09_0191 - Marrickville Metro
https://majorprojects.onhiive.com/index.pl?action=view_job&id=3734

Site: #2118 Marrickville Metro - 35 Victoria Road, 13-55 Edinburg Road and within the Public Reserve of Smidmore

St
https://majorprojects.onhiive.com/index.pl?action=view_site&id=2118

Andrew Beattie

P: 02 9228 6384
E: andrew.beattie@planning.nsw.gov.au

Powered by Internetrix Affinity
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Andrew Beattie - RE: Objection to proposed development of Marrickville Metro -
MP0191

From: Matt Wiseman <wisemanmatt@hotmail.com>

To: <plan_comment@planning.nsw.gov.au>

Date: 9/09/2010 3:03 PM

Subject: RE: Objection to proposed development of Marrickville Metro - MP0191

To The Director of Metropolitan Projects
Dear Director,
It has come to my attention that Ikea have not renewed their lease at the current Rhodes address.

Therefore the new development on Princes Hwy Tempe will force even more traffic through your electorate,
thus making the current 3A development application to expand Marrickville Metro shopping centre even more
unviable. This factor is additional to the other negative impacts that I have expressed to your office
previously (please see below) regarding the damage this unwanted and unwarranted centre will do to the
local shopping strips in Marrickville, Enmore, Newtwon et al (the very things that make our area so special,
vibrant and diverse). These and other concerns I have raised previously now stand poised to be swept aside
and the views of local people and local government (Marrickville Council is unanimously united AGAINGST the
development as I'm sure you are aware) ignored by the horrendous loophole that is the Part 3a legislation. All
to satisfy nothing more than AMP’s greed for profits.

Director, I again urge you to do all you can to stop the expansion of Marrickville Metro shopping centre and
thank you for all you have done for the [ocal community in the past.

Best regards,
Matt Wiseman
St Peters Resident.

To: plan_comment@planning.nsw.gov.au
Subject: Objection to proposed development of Marrickville Metro - MP0191
Date: Thu, 12 Aug 2010 14:54:53 +1030

To the Director of Metropolitan Projects

RE: Major Project --MP_0191
34 Victoria road, 13-55 Edinburgh Road and part of Smidmore Street, Marrickville

| am writing to strongly object to the proposed redevelopment of the Marrickville Metro shopping
centre. This development would negatively affect the character and liveability of Marrickville,
Enmore, St Peters and Newtown and other surronding areas.

The increased traffic and pollution would adversely affect the health and lifestyle of residents living
in the area. The development would also negatively impact on businesses located on King Street
Newtown, a huge contributor to the character and appeal of Newtown and its surrounding
suburbs.

The proposed development would be an unecessary eyesore {the existing Metro already has all the
retailers required to meet the needs of the local population) with its ridiculous height
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overshadowing the lives of residents in the immediate vacinity, not to mention the impact on
existing federation homes some of which may be demolished as | understand it (another
contributor to the character of the area | live in and love). The felling of established trees further
highlights the lack of regard this development has for the area affected and those that live init. In
short this seems to be more about AMP irying to squeeze extra profits than providing something
the community actually wants.

The underhanded way in which the developers have circumvented Marrickville Council (which
OBIECTS to the development) and gone to the state governement leaves a bad taste in
residents mouths. The proposed purchasing and closure of local streets further exacerbates
this.

Please use your influence to halt this development. It is neither wanted nor necessary and will
forever adversely affect the area and residents in proximity to it. No Marrickville 'Mega Mall' -
not now or ever.

Thank you for your time.

Matt Wiseman.
St Peters resident.
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Page 1 of 2

Andrew Beattie - Objection to proposed development of Marrickville Metro -

From: Matt Wiseman <wisemanmatt@hotmail.com>

To: <andrew.beattie@planning.nsw.gov.au>

Date: 9/09/2010 3:05 PM

Subject: Objection to proposed development of Marrickville Metro - MP0191

To The Director of Metropolitan Projects

Dear Director,
It has come to my attention that Ikea have not renewed their lease at the current Rhodes address.

Therefore the new development on Princes Hwy Tempe will force even more traffic through your electorate,
thus making the current 3A development application to expand Marrickville Metro shopping centre even more
unviable. This factor is additional to the other negative impacts that I have expressed to your office
previously (please see below) regarding the damage this unwanted and unwarranted centre will do to the
local shopping strips in Marrickville, Enmore, Newtwon et al (the very things that make our area so special,
vibrant and diverse). These and other concerns I have raised previously now stand poised to be swept aside
and the views of local people and local government (Marrickville Council is unanimously united AGAINGST the
development as I'm sure you are aware) ignored by the horrendous loophole that is the Part 3a legislation. All
to satisfy nothing more than AMP's greed for profits.

Director, I again urge you to do all you can to stop the expansion of Marrickville Metro shopping centre and
thank you for all you have done for the local community in the past.

Best regards,
Matt Wiseman
St Peters Resident.

From: wisemanmatt@hotmail.com

To: plan_comment@planning.nsw.gov.au

Subject: Objection to proposed development of Marrickville Metro - MP0191
Date: Thu, 12 Aug 2010 14:54:53 +1030

To the Director of Metropolitan Projects

RE;: Major Project --MP_0191
34 Victoria road, 13-55 Edinburgh Road and part of Smidmore Street, Marrickville

| am writing to strongly object to the proposed redevelopment of the Marrickville Metro shopping
centre. This development would negatively affect the character and liveability of Marrickville,
Enmore, St Peters and Newtown and other surronding areas.

The increased traffic and pollution would adversely affect the health and lifestyle of residents living
in the area. The development would also negatively impact on businesses located on King Street
Newtown, a huge contributor to the character and appeal of Newtown and its surrounding
suburbs.

The proposed development would be an unecessary eyesore (the existing Metro already has all the
retailers required to meet the needs of the local population) with its ridiculous height
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overshadowing the lives of residents in the immediate vacinity, not to mention the impact on
existing federation homes some of which may be demolished as | understand it (another
contributor to the character of the area | live in and love). The felling of established trees further
highlights the lack of regard this development has for the area affected and those that live init. In
short this seems to be more about AMP trying to squeeze extra profits than providing something
the community actually wants.

The underhanded way in which the developers have circumvented Marrickville Council {which
OBJECTS to the development) and gone to the state governement leaves a bad taste in
residents mouths. The proposed purchasing and closure of local streets further exacerbates

this.

Please use your influence to hait this development. It is neither wanted nor necessary and will
forever adversely affect the area and residents in proximity to it. No Marrickville 'Mega Mall' -
not now or ever,

Thank you for your time,

Matt Wiseman.
St Peters resident.
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Phil Pick

From: Matt Wiseman [wisemanmatt=hotmail.com@sendgrid. me] on behalf of Matt Wiseman
[wisemanmatt@hotmail.com]

Sent: Monday, 6 September 2010 10:52 AM

To: Planning

Subject: NO MARRICKVILLE METRO EXPANSION

Dear Minister Tony Kelly,

Marrickville Metro desperately needs a facelift. AMP Capital doesn’t nead to double
its size to do this. The Metro is in a residential area surrounded by single lane
roads. An expansion will bring 56% more traffic to the already at capaclty area.

Expanding the Metro Shopping Centre by 44,000 sgm means:

¢ More than doubling current retail space and more than
doubling the current building height

e 4 million extra shoppers each year

o At least 56% more cars and trucks clegging local roads/daily gridlock e More
litter, abandoned trolleys, noise and air pollution ® Devastation cf our local
shopping villages and businesses ¢ Parking problems for shoppers and local residents
Removal of established trees ¢ Privatised community space

As minister for planning, I ask you to save the residents, business owners and inner
west community from this massive over development.

Regards,
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Andrew Beattie - Online Submission from Matthew Wiseman (object)

From: Matthew Wiseman <wisemanmatt@hotmail.com>

To: Andrew Beattie <andrew.beattie@planning.nsw.gov.au>
Date: 24/08/2010 10:22 AM

Subject: Online Submission from Matthew Wiseman (object)

CC: <assessments@planning.nsw.gov.au>

NO METRO EXPANSION.
As a resident of the Marrickville Council area I wish to express my disgust at this proposed expansion of the

Marrickville Metro shopping centre. This is grossly unecessary and unwanted by the majority of the community. The
increase in traffic, poliution and noise to the surrounding suburbs will be severe. The damage done to the vibrancy
and culture of the area, particularly the local shopping strips in Marrickville, Enmore Rd and King Street will be
serious, as previously seen when the original metro opened in the 80's. Residents love the diversity, vibrancy and
sense of community in our areas, and this is focused around these shopping strips. A hideous MEGA MALL will kill
these areas and all that comes with it. The current Metro is more than sufficient as it is. Please use your influence
to stop this greedy cash and land grab by AMP and keep Marrickville, Enmore, St Peters, Newtown et al as the

thriving villages they are. Thank you for your time.

Name: Matthew Wiseman

Address:
83 Church Street, St Peters

IP Address: - 153.107.33.158

Submission for Job: #3734 MP0GS_0191 - Marrickville Metro
https://majorprojects.onhiive.com/index.pi?action=view_job&id=3734

Site: #2118 Marrickville Metro - 35 Victoria Road, 13-55 Edinburg Road and within the Public Reserve of Smidmore

St
https://majorprojects.onhiive.com/index.pi?action=view_site&id=2118

Andrew Beattie

P: 02 9228 6384
E: andrew.beattie@planning.nsw.gov.au

Powered by Internetrix Affinity
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The Hon Tony Kelly MLC

Recej
Minister for Planning Celved

Governor Macquarie Tower 76 AUG 2010
1 Farrer Place Tha Ho
SYDNEY NSW 2000 - Tony Kelly MLc
24 August 2010

Ref rio. 0810_9413pn

Dear Minister

I am writing on behalf of Kristina Keneally MP, Member for Heffron in relation
to the attached correspondence from Mr Matt Wiseman of 42 Campbell Street,
5t Peters regarding his concerns about the proposed redevelopment of the
Marrickville Metro shopping centre.

Would you kindly consider the contents of Mr Wiseman'’s correspondence and
provide a response at your earliest convenience.

Yours sincerely

Phillip Norman
Electorate Officer

Kristina Heneally MP uses
Greenhouse Friendly™

Envi Laser carbon neutral paper
COHSUMER B! : > :

Shop 117, 747 Botany Road, Rosebery, NSW 2018
Phone: {02) 96992 8166 = Fax (02) 9699 8222 = Email: kristina.keneally@pariiament.nsw.gov.au

The electorate of Heffron includes: Alexandria, Beaconsfield, Daceyville, Eastlakes, Erskinevilie, Green Square, Kensington,
Kingsford, Mascot, Pagewocd, Redfern, Rosebery, St Peters, Sydenham, Tempe, Waterloo and Zetiand.
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To the Carmel Tebbutt, M.P

RE: Major Project --MP_0191

34 Victoria road, 13-55 Edinburgh Road and part of Smidmore Street, Marrickville

| am writing to strongly object to the proposed redevelopment of the Marrickville Metro
shopping centre. This development would negatively affect the character and liveability of
Marrickville, Enmore, St Peters and Newtown and other surronding areas.

The increased traffic and pollution would adversely affect the health and lifestyle of
residents living in the area. The development would aiso negatively impact on businesses
located on King Street Newtown, a huge contributor to the character and appeal of
Newtown and its surrounding suburbs.

The proposed development would be an unecessary eyesore {the existing Metro already has
all the retailers required to meet the needs of the local population) with its ridiculous height
overshadowing the lives of residents in the immediate vacinity, not to mention the impact
on existing federation homes some of which may be demolished as | understand it (another
contributor to the character of the area | live in and love). The felling of established trees
further highlights the lack of regard this development has for the area affected and those
that live init. In short this seems to be more about AMP trying to squeeze extra profits than
providing something the community actually wants.

The underhanded way in which the developers have circumvented Marrickville Council
(which OBJECTS to the development) and gone to the state governement leaves a bad
taste in residents mouths. The proposed purchasing and closure of local streets further
exacerbates this.

Please use your influence to halt this development, It is neither wanted nor necessary
and will forever adversely affect the area and residents in proximity to it. No Marrickville
'Maga Mall' - not now or ever.

Thank you for your time.
Matt Wiseman.

St Peters resident.
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Andrew Beattie - Major Project: MP_0191

From: Brooke Strazdinis <brookes_01@hotmail.com>
To: <plan_comment@planning.nsw.gov.au>
Date: 16/08/2010 5:24 PM

Subject: Major Project: MP_0191

To whom it may concern,
I wish to object to the Marrickville Metro Shopping Centre Redevelopment proposal.

My husband and I have lived on Edgeware Road for 3 years and in this time we have seen traffic congestion
rise and rise. The traffic is often bumper to bumper and it is difficult to safely cross the road. Redeveloping
the Marrickville Metro Shopping Centre will cripple this already overloaded road, and bring other key arterial
roads to a standstill. We are already overloaded with noisy delivery trucks travelling to and from the Metro.

In addition to the inevitable traffic concerns, perscnally I do not see the need for a large-scale mall in
Marrickville. Residents of Newtown has access to a plethora of shops (covering clothing, food, entertainment

etc.} on King Street, all within walking distance.

I hope that you will consider my voice and those of other residents opposing this unnecessary development.

Kind regards
Brooke Stapleton

61 Edgeware Road
Enmore NSW 2042
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Andrew Beattie - Online Submission from Matthew SPILLANE (object)

From: Matthew SPILLANE <matthew.tanya@gmail.com>

To: Andrew Beattie <andrew.beattie@planning.nsw.gov.au>
Date: 16/08/2010 5:08 PM

Subject: Online Submission from Matthew SPILLANE (object)

CC: <assessments@planning.nsw.gov.au>

I'm a local resident who lives in Lord Street. I object to the proposal to extend the existing Marrickvilie Metro
Shopping Centre based on insufficient evironmental planning considerations. Lord street is a narrow street that
currently carries a large amount of traffic travelling to the Metro from the East. I have serious concerns about the
capacity of local streets and intersections to sustain the additional traffic the Metro development proposal entails.
The development Preliminary Environmental Assessment notes that "capacity limitations at certain intersections will
need to be addressed”, however provides no indication of the effect of the increased traffic, or how these effects

may be managed. I cannot see how any government organisation can support this proposal in the absence of this
most basic planning consideration.

1 do not belleve there is sufficient flexibility in the surrounding streets or intersections to enable the increased
traffic flow to be managed through minor modifications or variations. The developers are fully aware of this, so
have not addressed the environmental issues in their plan. My concern is that the small streets in the approaches
to the developed Metro would inevitably be transformed into high volume feeder streets. This would destroy the
character of the surounding suburbs through increased traffic, parking pressures and noise, and difficulties for
pedestrians, especially the elderly or those with young children. This would siginifacntly reduce the quality of life of

local residents

Name: Matthew SPILLANE

Address:
177 Lord St Newtown 2042

IP Address: 60-242-176-40.static.tpgi.com.au - 60.242.176.40

Submission for Job: #3734 MP09_0191 - Marrickville Metro
https.//majorprojects.onhiive.com/index.pl?action=view_job&id=3734

Site: #2118 Marrickville Metro - 35 Victoria Road, 13-55 Edinburg Road and within the Public Reserve of Smidmore

St
https://majorprojects.onhiive.com/index.pl7action=view_site8id=2118

Andrew Beattie

P: 02 9228 6384
E: andrew.beattie@planning.nsw.gov.au

owered by Internetrix Affinity
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Online Submission from Michael Milton (object) Page 1 of 1

Andrew Beattie - Online Submission from Michael Milton (object)

From: Michael Milton <miltronG07@gmail.com>

To: Andrew Beattie <andrew.beattie@planning.nsw.gov.au>
Date: 19/08/2010 12:14 AM

Subject: Online Submission from Michael Milton {object)

CcC: <assessmenis@planning.nsw.gov.au>

As a nearby resident I am very concerned about the parking and traffic implications if this development goes
ahead. I park my car in Alice Street and am concerned that spaces will be taken by people using the Metro if it is
expanded. I also note that the parking provision does not comply with the DCP for shops. If this development goes
ahead then Marrickville Council will need to issue parking permits to nearby residents to ensure that spaces remain

and are not taken by visitors to the Metro.
It is also vital that the trofley system used is changed to be coin operated so that we are notf plagued by trolleys on

the streets nearby (this is already a problem even with the current capacity of the centre).

I also note that the traffic in Newtown is already overly congested (i.e. King Street and Edgware Roads} and
increasing the size of the Metro will only make this worse. I would prefer that the size of the centre (floor space)
was not increased to such a great extent. It already adequately caters for the surrounding population, though

renovation to bring the centre up to date would be appreciated.
Lastly, I am not a fan of the 'driftwood' architectural concept. I suggest a more modern and clean design be put

forward rather than a muddled clutter of shapes and sticks.

Kind regards
Michael Milton

Name: Michael Milton

Address:
171 Alice Street Newtown

IP Address: proxyl9.messagelabs.net - 85,158.139.100

Submission for Job: #3734 MP09_0191 - Marrickville Metro
https://majorprojects.onhiive.com/index.pl?action=view_job&id=3734

Site: #2118 Marrickville Metro - 35 Victoria Road, 13-55 Edinburg Road and within the Public Reserve of Smidmore

St
https://majorprojects.onhiive.com/index.pl?action=view_siteRid=2118

Andrew Beattie

P: 02 9228 6384
E: andrew.beattie@planning.nsw.gov.au

Powered by Internetrix Affinity
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Online Submission from G | * Page 1 0f1
Andrew Beattie - Online Submission from NN )

From:
To: Andrew Beattie <andrew, beattle@planmng nsw.gov.au>
Date: 18/08/2010 10:19 AM

Subject: Online Submission from—

CC: <assessments@planning.nsw.gov.au>

Iam agai‘nst the proposed development at Marrickville Metro. I would prefer my name be kept private on this

matter.

“thing-in the worid we need in the inner-city is more shops: The iripact on small nearby businesses that

5 lave supported for years would be fotally crushing to Iocal shopkeepers: The increase in traffic and air-
! 'would reach an unacceptable height and we are ing from both in the area.Our
daughter attends a local nearby school near the Metro and the tra the : ady badly congested We have
ral incidents where children have narrowly escaped being hit by cars: We want to preserve the wllage -like,-
iat we have in the inner-city and with Ikea coming to Tempe next year there's already more than
~‘enough development for business to keep local residents happy. I would prefer my name be kept private in this

matter.

Name: SR

Address:

- e

Submission for Joh: #3734 MP09_0191 - Marnckwlle Metro -
https: //majorpm]ects onhiive. com/findex. pl?actson view_job&id=3734

Site; #2118 Marrickville Metro - 35 Victoria Reoad, 13-55 Edinburg Road and within the Public Reserve of Smidmore

St .
https://majorprojects.onhiive.com/index.pl?action=view_site&id=2118

Andrew Beattie

P: 02 9228 6384
E: andrew.beattie@planning.nsw.gov.au

Powered by Internetrix Affinity

file://C:\Documents and Settings\abeattie\Local Settings\Temp\XPgrpwise\4C6BB39... - 19/08/2010
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21 Boume Street
Marrickville 2204

¥

Director of Metropolitan Projects
Department of Planning

GRO Box 38

Sydniey NSW 2001

il

RE: Major Project --MP_0191 PCUDT3469
34 Victoria road, 13-55 Edinburgh Road and part of Smidmore Street, Marrickvilie

_ Dear Sir/Madam,

o am writing te object fo the prepesal for the redevelopment of the Marrickville Metro as

i planned by AMP Capltat | ask that the project be stopped for several reasons: increased traffic
“to'the road network in the area, destruction of shopping precincts in Marrickvifle, Enmore and
Newtown with the massive “one stop shop" envisaged by AMP Capital, the proposal being
complete[y inappropriate for the surrotindirig Federation neighbourhood and lack of information

being provided about the development.

LA present traffic heading fo and from the Marrickville Metro is responsible for traffic jams at

- peak shopping times, stich as Saturdays, Sundays and Thursday nights. The infrastructure of

L ' _'-'smail neighbourhood streets will not be able to cope with the increasein traffic caused by the
o proposed development; Traffic is anticipated to rise by 50%. The traffic problems will spread
" from Edinburgh Road to Enfnore Road, Alice ‘Street and an already congested King Street. In

g their development application AMP Capltal hope that customers will come to the Metro for the:

: “orie stop shop” which ehcourages private car use rather than public transport.

x-’The nearby shopping precincts in Marrickville, Enmore and Newtown will be decimated ifthe

‘ ::Marnckwife Metro increases in size. The redevelopment will create a monopoly of shops ina
ot mega mall”, rather than the individual shopping strip, which is characteristic of our inner city
. -suburb. Our area is well serviced with'small, interesting: shops that cater to our needs. if

G ‘development. There are no ‘drawings that show. prOJected height. changes to the deve

o Bourne Street have no models prowded for their perusaf

o :__pecple want to shop-at chain: department stores they are Willmg to travel to the. Breadway
?Shoppmg Centre or Lefchhardt Markét Town. The. type of shoppmg expetience enwsaged by =
;AMP Capital is:not needed in Marnckw[!e . _ o

i !'am opposed to the redeveiopment of the Mamckvzlie Metro asa feur storey. me'ga pall’. l't '

ill not bein. sympathy with the built: enwronment ofthe surroundmg Federation houses of the ‘
e’nghbourheed The: proposals put forth by AMP Cap;tal only mention the historic.“Mill House”. -
owever a twenty met‘ "tall shoppmg aentre ina lew—iymg Federatlon ne:ghbourhood would

nai[y, 1 feei that there has been a gfarmg Iack of ;nformation about the redevelopment for -
sidentsin the. surroundmg streets ‘Consulation. has been. superf icial, at best. falso wcander ;f; S
it s standard practice for a devefopment of this. size toonly have pians ina fwo- dimenSIonai

" form. At no point in any of the, proposa[s is there.a three d;mens;onai model of the final e
! iopment

. directly opposite or near. residential areas. Residents on Victoria Road, Murray Strgéet and - _
elther in the appltcatlon that has

. Department of Piannmg -
Regeived |

12806 zmu
Scanmng Room




been lodged or in the “Community Information Display” within the Marrickville Metro. AMP
Capital have stated that they will spend $140 million to redevelop the Marrickville Metro. Yet,
they have not been bothered to create a final mode} of the development for local residents. |
can-only assume that this is an intentional act, ancther examp!e of the supetficial and
dismgenuous nature of AMP Capital's consultation.

The issues are clear. !f the development proceeds, the livelihood of locg] businesses in
- Marrickvills \Enrnore and Newtown will be destroyed. The quallty of life focal residents will be
diminished because of mcreased traffic tothe surroundlng streets. The creation of a four-
“storey. mega. mall will not be in character with the surrounding Federation neighbourhood. And
R 1 rtally1 the concept of open consuftation: has been non-existent because of the omission of
- ':lmporiant information, by AMP Capital. | feel that the redevelopment of the Marrickville Metro

' istinappropriaté and urge you to stop- the development

- ook forward to hearing from you regarding this-matter.

Yours sincerely,~

- Ailsa Plekering




21 Bourne Street
Marrickville 2204
251612010

The Hon. Tony Kelly
Level 34, 1 Farrer Place
Sydney

NSW 2000

Dear Minister Kelly,

| am writing to ask you {o stop the exdension of the Marrickville Metro Shopping
Cenire. There are three major reasons that the extension must be stopped: the
liveability of the area will be degraded, competition will decline and the
environment will be damaged.

Development of Marrickville Metro will diminish the liveability of the surrounding
area. The increased traffic to the area will exacerbate problems that already exist
because of the Marrickville Metro. Murray Street, Edgeware Road, Edinburgh
Road and Enmore Road will be permanently clogged with the increase of traffic
to the area. Plans for the development of Marrickville Metro anticipate a retail
space of 44,000 square metres. The high rise plans for the development mean

that shoppers in cars will be encouraged to come and do the “one stop shop™.
The increase in traffic will be horrendous.

Competition in retail will be diminished if Marrickville Metro is developed to the
extent envisaged by AMP Capital. The shopping strips in King Sireet, Marrickville
Road, lllawarra Road and Enmore Road will be directly affected by extension of
Marrickville Metro. Another supermarket, discount depariment store and 90
specialty shops are planned for Marrickville Merra. King Street, Newtown is
renowned for its specialty shops and will be directly impacted by the changes to
Marrickville Metro. The shopping strips in Marrickville Road and lilawarra Road
are filled with discount stores, cafes and small businesses selling clothes and
fresh food. These small businesses in surrounding areas will suffer if the plans
for Marrickville Metro proceed. There will be no competition for surrounding
areas. Again, the concept of a “one stop shop” and the development of a “mega
mall” will lessen competition for local businesses. The document fitled
“Marrickville Metro Revitalisation” states that “upgrade plans have been designed
to minimise impacts to local business owners along King Street, Marrickville
Road and lllawarra Road. It will offer different types of shops and services to the
strips”. No evidence is given as to how this will be achieved. | would suggest that
the extent of the development planned for Marrickville Metro directly contradicts
the statements quoted.



The environment in the immediate surrounding streets will be desiroyed with the
expansion of Marrickville Metro. Trees that are up o 80 years old might be cut
down for the development fo take place. The surrounding sireeis will be
overshadowed for most of the day as the centre height more than iriples from 6
meires to 21 metres. The streets in the local area will be clogged with iraffic and
the resulting pollution from car emissions.

There is a suggestion that community consultation has taken place but | would
disagree with this statement. | live directly beside the Marrickville Metro. 1 found a
survey in my letterbox but nobody collected it. | have never been phoned,
doorknocked or interviewed for a focus group about the development plans for
my neighbouring shopping centre. | saw a notice about a community feedback
session inconveniently held on a Saturday morning in May. Unfortunately, { have
two sessions of Saturday sport that | have to attend every week, so didn’t go.

The plans for changes which are outfined in “Marrickville Metro Revitalisation”
are vague and at fimes ridiculous. Page 4 of the document states “key benefiis
include: more opan, green space for the community to enjoy; community spaces
for facilities such as a library, meeting rooms, child care or pro bono office
areas...greater integration of surrounding streets, for example, landscaping o
improve the aesthetic of the Victoria Road entry”

The Marrickvilie Metro is located 250 metres from Enmore Park, one of the most
popular parks in the Marrickville Couincil area. Enmore Park is an ideal green
space used by many residents and visitors to Marrickville. lt is a beauiiful, open
green space situated outdoors, rather in the noisy confines of a shopping cenire.
Any “green space” planned for the shopping centre would be a sorry comparison
to what is already on the doorstep of the Marrickville Metro.

The concept of community space suggested for the shopping centre is interesting
but would duplicate sarvices that are already provided by Marrickville and
Sydney City Councils. Our area is well serviced with libraries and child care
centres. Local council halls are also available to community groups for meetings
already. | look forward to seeing a commercial entity such as AMP capital
providing pro bono office areas for community groups but | don't envisage if ever
eventuating.

As for the proposed landscaping fo the Victoria Road entrance, what does this
mean? Are we still going to have the stand of 19 fig trees that grest us on
Victoria Street or will they be moved? Are the current eucalypts on Victoria Street
going to remain or will they be cut down and replaced by the ubiquitous plane
tree?



My final concern with this document s that most of the drawings in the
“Marrickville Metro Revitalisation” plans show landscaping and images at ground
level, with very few images of the proposed height changes. Of the 15 pictures
and drawings only 2 show any height changes fo the centre. So we are seging
pictures of a Marrickville Metro that looks very similar to the one we already
have. | like the Marrickville Metro in its current low rise form and can understand
why this was done in the only document released by AMP Capital io local
residents. However, it is very misleading.

| urge you to stop the development of Marrickville Metro into a mega mall. The
local area doesn’t need the numerous problems and degradation of liveability
that will eventuate if the development proceeds.

| feel the local residential and retail community needs your support in this matter.
{ look forward 1o hearing from you.

Yours sincerely,

Ailsa Plckering



RECEIVED

30 JUL 2010
Marrickville 2204
25/6/2010

The Hon. Carmel Tebbutt
244 Ilawarra Road
Marrickviile

NSV 2204

Dear Minister Tebbuti,

| am writing to ask you to stop the extension of the Marrickville Metro Shopping
Centre. There are three major reasons that the extension must be stopped: the
~ liveability-of the area be degraded, competition will decline and the environment
will be damaged.

Development of Marrickville Metro will diminish the liveability of the surrounding
area. The increased traffic to the area will exacerbate problems that already exist
because of the Marrickville Metro. Murray Street, Edgeware Road, Edinburgh
Road and Enmore Road will be permanently clogged with the increase of traffic
to the area. Plans for the development of Marrickville Metro anticipate a retail
space of 44,000 square metres. The high rise plans for the development mean
that shoppers in cars will be encouraged to come and do the “one stop shop™.
The increase in traffic will be horrendous.

Competition in retail will be diminished if Marrickville Metro is developed fo the
extent envisaged by AMP Capital. The shopping strips in King Street, Marrickville
Road, lllawarra Road and Enmore Road will be directly affected by extension of
Marrickville Metro. Another supermarket, discount department store and 90
specialty shops are planned for Marrickville Mef. King Street, Newtown is
renowned for its specialty shops and will be directly impacted by the changes to
Marrickville Metro. The shopping strips in Marrickville Road and lllawarra Road
are filled with discount stores, cafes and small businesses selling clothes and
fresh food. These small businesses in surrounding areas will suffer if the plans
for Marrickville Metro proceed. There will be no competition for surrounding
areas. Again, the concept of a “one stop shop” and the development of 2 “mega
mall” will lassen competition for local businesses. The document Hiflad
“Marrickville Metro Revitalisation” states that “upgrade plans have been designed
to minimise impacts fo local business owners along King Street, Marrickville
Road and lilawarra Road. It will offer different types of shops and services to the
strips”. No evidence is given as to how this will be achieved. | would suggest that
the extent of the development planned for Marrickville Metro directly contradicts
the statements quoted.



The environment in the immediate surrounding streets will be destroyed with the
expansion of Marrickville Metro. Trees that are up to 80 years old might be cut
down for the development to take place. The surrounding streets will be
overshadowed for most of the day as the centre height more than triples from 6
metres to 21 metres. The streets in the lacal area will be clogged with traffic and
the resulting pollution from car emissions.

There is a suggestion that community consultation has faken place but I would
disagree with this statement. | live directly beside the Marrickville Mefro. | found a
survey in my letterbox but nobody collected it. | have never been phoned,
doorknocked or interviewed for a focus group about the development plans for
my nelghbounng shopping centre. | saw a notice about a community feedback
session inconveniently held on a Saturday morning in May. Unfortunately, | have
two sessions of Saturday sport that | have to attend every week, so | didn't go.

The plans for changes which are outlined in *Marrickville Metro Revitalisation”
are vague and at times ridiculous. Page 4 of the document states “key benefits
include: more open, green space for the community to enjoy; communify spaces
for facilities such as a library, meeting rooms, child care or pro bono office '
areas...greater integration of surrounding streeis, for example, landscaping to
improve the aesthefic of the Victoria Road entry

The Marrickville Metro is located 250 metres from Enmore Park, one of the most
popular parks in the Marrickville Council area. Enmore Park is an ideal green
space used by many residents and visitors to Marrickville. It is a beautiful, open
green space sifuated outdoors, rather in the noisy confines of a shopping centre.
Any “green space” planned for the shopping centre would be a sorry comparison
to what is already on the doorstep of the Marrickville Metro.

The concept of community space suggested for the shopping cenire is interesting
but would duplicate services that are already provided by Marrickville and
Sydney City Councils. Our area is well serviced with libraries and child care
centres. Local council hails are also available to community groups for meetings
already. 1look forward to seeing a commercial entity such as AMP capital
‘providing pro bono office areas for community groups but | don’t envisage it ever
eventuating.

As for the proposed landscaping to the Victoria Road entrance, what does this
mean? Are we still going to have the stand of 19 fig frees that greet us on
Victoria Street or will they be moved? Are the current eucalypts on Victoria Street
going to remain or will they be cut down and replaced by the ubiquitous plane
tree?



My final concern with this document s that most of the drawings in the
“Marrickville Metro Revitalisation” plans show landscaping and images at ground
level, with very few images of the proposed height changes. Of the 15
pictures/drawings only 2 show any height changes to the cenire. So we are
seeing pictures of a Marrickville Metro that looks very similar to the one we
already have. I like the Marrickville Metro in its current low rise form and can
understand why this was done in the only document released by AMP Capital to
local residents. However, it is very misleading.

| urge you to stop the development of Marrickviile Metro into a mega mall. The
local area doesn't need the numerous problems and degradation of liveability hat
will eventuate if the development proceeds.

I feel the local residential and retail community needs your support in this matter.
t look forward to hearing from you.

Yours sincerely,

/ %
Ailsa Plckering |



_premier

From: . george & ailsa [georgeandailsa@iprimus.com.au] gg
Sent: Monday, 30 August 2010 8:11 PM

To: <premier@nsw.gov.au>

Subject: Marricville Metro expansion plans

Dear Premier Keneally,

1 wrote to you regarding this matter on 14th August and thank you for sending my concerns onto the relevant
ministers, : ‘

However, this development will have dire effects on my jocal community if it proceeds. I would like to you to make
your position clear on this issue. Are you prepared to stand up for me, someone who has placed her faith in the Labor
Party and the Labor government for many years? I need to know where you s_tand on this issue.

Iam Iam writing again to express my opposition to the proposal to expand the Marrickville Metro. Since my letter
to you I have found two major points, which I need to address: the lack of information given to

the the community by AMP Capital regarding the expansion and the suggestion that the Marrickville Metro will
become the “town centre”.

What particularly worries me about the Metro expansion, is the fact that all community consultation and local
government involvement has been bypassed in the submission process for this development. This has lead to a
deliberate strategy of limited information being given to the community. I went to a "community consultation" at the
Marrickville Metro on 14th August and was aghast at the lack of information given by the consultants. They were
unable to answer questions about the height of flood lights at the centre, after the expansion. They couid not tell us
the times the lights will be turned off. They could not give information about closing hours for the centre and al fresco
dining in the "piaza” planned on Smidmore Street. While they were unable to give information they were also
unwilling to note my objections to several features of the expansion. It seemed completely at odds with the definition
of a consultation. :

Another major feature of the intentionai lack of information by AMP at the "community consuitation" was the
drawings of the"proposed development” which were on display. The drawings featured on large panels were ali aerial
views - which made them completely irrelevant. We needed to see drawings at ground level, so that perspective could
be gained. They also were presented in isolation, with no pictures of residential dwellings featured, This meant that I
“was unable to gain an idea of scale of the expansion. And finally, for a development which has a proposed $140
million expansion, there was no three dimensional scale model of the proposed complex. We were unable to see what
the final development will look like. This really placed me at a disadvantage. ' '

1 have also taken exception to the suggestion by AMP Capital that the expanded Marrickville Metro will become the
new "town centre”. We already have a town centre in Marrickville. Our town centre is on Marrickville Road and the

* surrounding streets. I buy my fresh bread from the Paris Hot Bread shop, get my haircut at Hair Happens and go to
my favourite opportunity shop, St Vinnies, on Marrickville Road. I also go to Marrickville Library in Petersham Road
and buy my petrol in Iawarra Road. I eat at Vietnamese restaurants in Marrickville and Victoria Roads. Our main
street is our town centre. :

The suggestion that the Marrickville Metro will become a new town centre Is a complete furphy. AMP Capital would
have us believe that their shopping centre will fulfil a community role. However, this is at odds with reality. Itis a fact
that shopping malls are private property, not community property. If I wanted to, I-could hold a cake stall for my
children's local school or my daughter's netball team, on Marrickville Road. However, I could not do this at the
Marrickville Metro. Any community activity of this sort is not allowed in a shopping mall, which is what the Marrickville .
Metro is. AMP Capital is suggesting a "community role" for the Marrickville Metro but the reality is that it will always
be primarily concerned with retail profit, at rates set by AMP Capital. This shopping centre will never be Marrickvilie's
town centre! ‘ .

I am also interested in the proposal to turn the outdoor entrance at Victoria Road into a “illage green” or "meeting " -
place” under the new expansion. My observation of shopping malls in general and the Marrickville Metro in particular
is that outdoor areas are frequented enthusiastically by two particular groups: smokers and teenagers. The
development of & passive smoking area has aiready begun at the Marrickville Metro. It is unattractive and smelly. I
can only predict that this area will become even more undesirable and unattractive. When I discussed the issue of
teenagers in outdoor areas at the community consultation, I was told that AMP were already considering extra

1




security measures because of the teenagers. I stated that services for teenagers, rather than security measures,
were needed. This interaction revealed the true side of AMP's attitude to its community role. They are not as
interested in community as their submission suggests. In fact, they have a very limited view of "community".

For alt these reasons, I again state my opposition to the Marrickville Metro expansion.

1 ook forward to hearing from you in the future. |

Regards,

Ailsa Pickering




=7

I RECEIVED
13 AUG 2010
AT MARRICKVILLE Suzanne Britcher & Adrian Henderson
97 Enmore Road,
Enmore,
NSW 2042
10/8/2010
To Carmel Tebbutt MP,

I am writing on behalf of my business partner and I to strongly
object to the planned development of Marrikville Metro shopping centre. Specifically
regarding, Major Project —~ MP_0191, 34 Victoria road, 13 — 55 Edinburgh Road and part
of Smidmore Street, Marrickville.

As owners of a small business on Enmore Road we are deeply concerned that the planned
development will have a detrimental impact on Enmore Road businesses in addition to all
small businesses and shopping precinets in the surrounding areas. We feel that the
proposed development would decrease street traffic in many commercial precinets
including our own.

Running a small business has become increasingly hard in the tough times which we
currently face and such a development would certainly force the closure of local
businesses as any decrease in street traffic would be financially catastrophic for many
businesses including our own which are already battling with low consumer confidence.
Shopping precincts such as Newtown and Enmore are diverse and culturaily vibrant with
many kinds of small businesses co existing in a community which atracts shoppers from
Australia wide. Large developments such as the one proposed put increased pressure on
independent business, specialty and niche stores. As they close, chain stores and farge
business’ become predominant in large shopping mall environments.

This is not only robs Sydney and the Inner west of culture and diversity but creates a
bland consumer environment with less choices for consumers, less culture and less sense
of community.

We are proud to be part of the vibrant Newtown/ Enmore shopping and café precinct and
wouid hate to see it adversely affected by this planned development. If such a project
were to go ahead we can foresee Enmore Road becoming a desolate, ugly thoroughfare
congested by increased traffic and pollution instead of being the lively hub for arts,
culture, retail and dining that it currently is.

Additionally we would also like to object to the possibility of metered parking on Enmore
Road and its surrounds. We are concerned that this may happen in the future and feel that
it would have a similar effect in driving consumers and street traffic away from Enmore
Road. Many of our customers park short term on Enmore Road or in the surrounding
streets whilst shopping. If metered parking were to be introduced people may bypass the
area all together in favor of free car parks in large shopping centers. The fear of fines
would drive people away in droves. This would be devastating for many businesses for
all of the reasons aforementioned.

Suzanne Britcher & Adrian Henderson



il

Department of Planning |
Recalved i
17 AUG 200 | PCUB13618
: : U Suzanne Britcher & Adrian Henderson
Scanning ROO!TI ‘ 97 Enmore Road,
Enmore,
NSW 2042

10/8/2010

_ Io-ti_‘n_e Director of Mefropolitan Projects,
I am veriting on behalf of my business partner

afid I.to strongly object to the planned development of Marrikville Metro shopping centre.
Speciﬁoai[y regardinig, Major Project — MP_0191, 34 Victoria road, 13 — 55 Edinburgh
Road arid part of Smidmore Street, Marrickville.
As owners of a small business on Enmore Road we are deeply concerned that the planned
development will have a detrimental nnpact on Enmore Road businesses in addition to all
small businesses and shopping precincts in the surrounding areas. We feel that the
proposed development would decrease street traffic in many comnercial precinets
including our own.
~ Running a small business has become increasingly hard in the 10ugh times which we
_currently face and such a development would ce,r{amiy force the closure of local
businessés as any dectease in street traffic would be financially catastrophic for many
businesses including our own.
Shopping precincts such as Newtown and Enmore are diverse and culturally vibrant with
many kinds of small businésses co existing in a community which attracts shoppers from
Australia wide. Large developments such as the one proposed put increased pressure on
mdependent business, specialty and niche stores and as they close, chain stores and large
busiriess” become predominait in large shopping mall énvitonments.
Thigis ot otily robs Sydney and the Inner west of culture and diversity but creates a
- bland consumer environment w1th less choxces for CONSUITers, Iess culture and Jess sense
o fﬁofcommumty
W proud to be part of the vlbrant Newtownl Enmore shoppmw and café precmct and
L :woulif ateito see it adveiseiy affected by this planned development. If such a project
L UWeré ‘o"go ahiead we can foresee’ Enmore Road: becommg a desolats, ugly thoroughfate
e conaeqted By increased traffic-and: pollution instead of being the hvely hub for arts,
(T 1_etaxl and diniiig that Jt currently i, ‘ : _

- Suganine Britcher & Adrian Henderson -




The Residents of Edinburgh Road
Marrickville, NSW, 2204

09.08.10

New South Wales Department of Planning,
23 — 33 Bridge Street
Sydney, NSW, 2000

To Whom it may concern,

Thls letter is written by, for, and on behalf of the residents of Edinburgh Road,
Marrickville, in opposition of the proposed development of the Marrickville
‘Metro shopping complex, development MPO9_0191.

Our greatest concern with the proposed development is the increased amount
of traffic it will generate. Edinburgh Road is already uncomfortably busy; the
estimated traffic increase of between 50 — 56% will push it well beyond its
capacity; an entirely unsustainable proposal.

We recognlse ‘that with an increase in traffic, Edmburgh Road will see an
incréase in noise, in pollution, and in road safety issues. This in turn will make
~our Road:more dangerous less comfortable and will decrease property vaue

) 'SIinfacantly

.. Asd street, neaghbourhood and commumty dlrectly affected by the proposed
: redevelopment we are united in opposmon . :




The Residents of Edinburgh Road
Marrickville, NSW, 2204

09.08.10

New South Wales Department of Planning,
23 - 33 Bridge Street
Sydney, NSW, 2000

To Whom it may concern,

This letter is written by, for, and on behalf of the residents of Edinburgh Road,
Marrickville, in opposition of the proposed development of the Marrickville
Metro shopping complex, development MP0O9_0191.

Our greatest concern with the proposed development is the increased amount .-
of traffic it will generate. Edinburgh Road is already uncomfortably busy; the
estimated traffic increase of between 50 ~ 56% wili push it well beyond its
capacity; an entirely unsustainable proposal.

We recognise that with an increase in traffic, Edinburgh Road will see an
increase in noise, in pollution; and in road safety issues. This in turn will make
our Road more dangerous, less comfortable and will decrease property vaue
significantly.

As a street, neighbourhood and community directly affected by the proposed
redevelopment, we are united in opposition.

Yours Sincerely,

~..» . Edinburgh Rd.
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Online Submission from Coleen Fowler of Local Resident (object)

Andrew Beattie - Online Submission from Coleen Fowler of Ldc
Resident {object)

From: Coleen Fowler <coleen.fowler@bigpond.com>

To: Andrew Beattie <andrew.beattie@planning.nsw.gov.au>

Date: 01/08/2010 15:37

Subject: Online Submission from Coleen Fowler of Local Resident (object)
CC: <assessments@planning.nsw.gov.au>

My first protest today relates to the misadvertising being undertaken by AMP Capital. They are calling it a
"revitalisation project" on their newsletter 03 in August 2010 and show just a picture of the current site. There is no

info on the brochure about doubling the size.

I have been door knocking my neighbours and many believe that Marrickville Metro is just going to do up the current
building which has been left to run down over the last 10 years.

The community consultation process for two hours held one Saturday at the Metro was also biased. There was no
place on the guesticnnaire to say that you opposed the expansion. It was instead a shopping wish list for things like a
library, child minding centre, more retail outlets, cinema, cafe and restaurants.

On the basis of this biased consultative and advertising process, any comments submitted to NSW Planning
Department on behalf of residents should be ignored.

I will definitely be writing again with a range of my objections.

Coleen Fowler

Name: Coleen Fowler
Organisation: Local Resident

Address;
109 Darley Street
Newtown NSW 2042

IP Address: cpe-124-179-57-162.Ins3.chi.bigpond.net.au - 124.179,57.162

Submission for Job: #3734 MP0O9_0191 - Marrickville Metro
https://majorprojects.onhiive.com/findex. pl?action=view_job&id=3734

Site: #2118 Marrickville Metro - 35 Victoria Road, 13-55 Edinburg Road and within the Public Reserve of Smidmore St
https://majorprojects.onhiive.com/findex.pl?action=view_site&id=2118

Andrew Beattie

P: 02 9228 6384
E: andrew.beattie@planning.nsw.gov.au

Powered by Internetrix Affinity

file://C:\Temp\XPGrpWise\dC5594B9SYDNDOM2BRIDPO10017A366D1CAAFI\...  03/08/2010



Coleen Fowler

108 Dariey Street
NEWTOWN NSW 2042

02 9550 4994

coteen. fowler@bizpond.com

Director of Metropolitan Projects
Department of Plarining

GPO Box 39

Sydney NSW 2001

- RE: Major Project '~¢MP_D1_9;[“
34 Victoria Road, 13-55 Edinburgh Road arid part of Smidmore Street, Martickville

‘Dear Ma’d‘amiSir

. object: to the proposal made by AMP Capital Investment (AMPCI) to the Minister for Planining under
-Part3A of the Act. There.should be NO expansaon of the shopplng centre complex into the warehouse
07N he:ght AMPCI should only do what they are telnng the residents: they are doing in their
,;Newsletters je revitaisation of the Metro Shopping Centre. | have several reasons for objecting and
'.have tried to list-these under various headings.

1: Road management plan
1. 1 At:the Metro consultative process in May 2010, | raised my concerns about the road traffic, small

-streets and how an increase in shoppers would be unable to go south-on Edgeware Road. 1 alse twice
sought advice at the community consultation forum held on Saturday 14 August 2010 about the road
management pfan in relatlan to the interséction atVictoria ‘Road and Edgeware Road. Itisvery
o -;dlfflcult now to turn rlght at th|s intersection to go south of Edgeware Road and will often take two to
three: changes of hghts to get: out and usually only when akind driver on Edgeware Road waves me
" out, This.is the only way. that I'can get nto Darley: Street as’ lt IS ‘one’ way with: concrete dw:ders The
e ';responses I'teceived included; .
e e Confirmation that there was nothmg i the plan showmg that this lntersection bottleneck
‘was beun,g addressed by MPCI S
‘e Thatthe plan was still bemg'wntten. That there would:’ e}ﬂo extensnon for compnents past
: '--127 August‘ZOiO he: Department of Planmng (the,Dept) to aljow the_commumty to
al't' o i

: ( ny ntion of usmg the r:omments'->
;p b!zc may not reallse_ they need.‘to lgnore this sham consu!tmg

-the infersect mt acc_ept that [ was saying [ could
s ft:was. now b it that a doub in oft e traﬁ“c if. the. Metro was expanded would

“be unacceptab]e L : :
Bruce Masson saxd i could put my’ concerns to the Dept and that RTA would look atit;




o advised Bruce Masson that my car was side swiped in Darley Street around two months ago
and that the Marrickville Council advised me that there was no- legal way of stopping large
trucks or an increase in traffic from using the streets. The only reason | was able to get
insurance coverage was that my neighbour placed her baby.in the stroller in from of the
truck to stop it leaving.

e |was previously advised by the developer’s consultants that, thére has been no consultation
with the buses, trains or taxi organisations to improve public transport o the location and
that no consultation would octur until after building commeénced. Do AMPCI not
understand what doing research and having a plari means?

1.2 Edgeware Road, Alice Street, Darley Street, Lord Street, Enmore Road and all the roads around the
Mefrq._a',re‘a'i_ready at full capacity and there is little which can be achieved to change this on old
subtrban areas.

Issues:

The responses from AMPC! are totally unsatisfactory. AMPCI is undertaking a cost shifting exercise by
,s'hifti_ﬁ_g the fiiture roads problems to the RTA and/or Marrickville Council who would then be
responsible for doing something about the traffic gridlock at this and other intersections. The tax and
rate:payers'would be asked to fund the sofution to a problem created by a commercial for profit
organisation.

The plan.provided by AMPCI is miainly concerned with buying hali of Smidmore Road from the
Marfickville Council {the Council), moving the buses to Edinburgh Road and their own private access
ramps. They are not interested in other streets or arterial roads or any impact on these roads in the
future.

[ suggested that AMPCI, if they proceéd with the proposal, define the whole shopping complex as a car
free zone and that only pedestrians, cyclists or those coniing by public transport are admitted as this is
the only way to reduce the.impact on narrow local streets and reduce the environmental impact on

the:community.

Over 200 householders in N ewtown (south)-and St Peters Station were surveyed inJuly/August by
- imyselfand angther Darléy Street resident. Around 80% of residents'were opposed to the expansion
to double the size of the Metro. Most thought the Newsletter 3 issued by AMPCI at the end of July
. 2010 meant a “Revitalisation Project” was doing up the current centre and most did nof warit any
. Increase in the'size of the centre o an incredse in traffic on narrow streets. Residents in John and
- Darley S ot were particularly concerned as these one way roads are already treated as through:
roads; o SR S ’

* " “Thefre needs to be a review of thie options for increasing public transport before:any decision is made
. cby'the M’ini;c;fe'r‘fqr..P.I_an_riing-‘.c’:ﬁh*j:hi’s‘.conc'é_bfa_pp_lica‘tio_n; After approval or.aftér building comménces

*AS the cenitre is out of the way, there is nio guarantee that any im provements to public transport

 Would b profitable and the tax payers may bear the loss. Many surveyed.fesidents said it would still

4 Metro

- b_e_'l‘aS"i‘éi;fcq:éatt’;h_pybl'i'c;t:ta;hsfp'prt_tdB-rb"’a:dWay,__BpndiJunttic'h or the City than it was to get to the
nd this'will notchange. s o




Any additional public transport services would incur additional costs to improve access but no
organisations have been consulted to date. All public transport organisations (bus, train and taxis)
should undertake feasibility studies first prior to the Minister making a decision on the application.

2. Traffic congestion

2.1 tam retired and will only go to the Métro outside of peak times whether | am walking or doing my
once every four months big shopping trip as the traffic is already at saturation point. When
entering or exiting even at these times, there is often a backlog of cars on the access rampsand on
the streets surrounding the Metro. AMPCEs proposal will only make this worse.

2.2 Parents have difficulty dropping off and picking up childrén on Edgeware Road (St Pius Public
School) now whether in cars oras pedestrians and further traffic from the Metro expansion will
incréase the risk of accident and injury to children attending the school.

23 Edgew_a_re Roadis at capacity already even.on Sundays as there is & large Catholic Church at the
south of Edgeware Road and delays occur even on Sunday as the pedestrians use-the one traffic
light foot crossing opposite the church.

2.4 All streets within a radius of 10 kilometres will have increased traffic with delivery tfucks as well as
shoppers’ vehicles. There are over 11,000 homes in this area. A dense-urban environment with
narrow roadsand not.on any main access routes is not the right location fora big shopping mall.

2.5 The shopping mall traffic congestion will add to the alreadyincreased traffic expected from
an expanded Enmore swimming pool.

2.6 AMPCI claim they-want to provide one stop shopping. St Peters and Newtown Stations are oo far
away to allow the use of public train services for large one stop shopping trips'and the only option
for public transport is additional buses and taxis.

2.7 lunderstand that the roads around the Metro are not able to take the larger buses which provide
for disabled and wheelchair access.

Issues

One stop shopping for all household and personai goads is available now at the Metro. The only way
any shoppers get large one stap shopping at the Metro now is fo drive a carand this will be
‘exacerbated if the Metro is expanded. ‘

The residential stréets and arterial roads are alteady at full capacity: Mak;ng more of the streets no
j __parkmg 20n8S will only exacerbate parking By residents and visitors to the houses. | will not, accept
_more “ng parkmg sugns nior any timed park:ng on, the streets caused by the massive expansion of the -

;Metro

:‘The_Met‘ro would need to.be made to pay forany additional trafflc !:ghts.or other road works in the
docaland feeder areas as was done when the Metro was built (1987)to énsure a smooth flow of
- '-’jtrafﬂc partaculariy on the stiburban ‘and ai il roads The Dept should review the original approval |
- for the original bmldmg of the Metro to reas: ss‘the condmons cons:dered at that time as it was

' consndered that the roads were already at full capac:ty then ' S

:'3 The comrnumty
'._‘3 1 The dEvefopment would adversely affect the: communlty feel of the suburb Jncludmg the strip
o :shoppmg precincts of King Street; Enmore Road Mamckwlle Road, Vlctoraa Road and
. Duhwich Hill, People eome to live in these suburbs because they are daﬁ’erent with d[ﬁ’erent
:'Sti‘lp shoppmg experzences mcludmg many d:fferent small private busmesses L.do riot want
'3 my suburb to be like everyorie elsg’ 5 commumty ; -




°inWehich to putin submi
e 'masses of documentatlon now forming

3.2 AMPCI research supports the high level of community attitudes, feelings and the village
atmosphere. AMPCI call it a village area, so why do they even think or want to try to turn it
into a “town centre”” like they are proposing to do through the doubling of its size. Is thisso
they can keep expanding the “town centre” in the future to other sites such as the Meadow
tea/Flora site?

3.3 There are numerous community activities and community centres in the area already. There
are community and town halls, four gyms, voga centres, three libraries, The Newtown
Neighbourhood Centre, Tom Foster Welfare Centre, live music.and other events {eg
Newtown annual fair, Australia Day celebrations), Addison Road Markets and centre
activities, Everieigh Markets, Enmore Theatre, New Theatre Newtown, the Edge Theatre, the
Seymore Centre, other performance theatres, The Shed, hotels, nightclubs, RSL Club, Cypriot
Club, University of Sydney museum and classical concerts. There is also a very rarely used
Georges Hall on King'Street. It is also a 15 minuteé trip to the Opera House and other
entertainment venues in the CBD. Most other suburbs of Sydney would be envious of the
local facilities.

3.4 AMPCI had no right-to add the library to the pictures of the concept plans and newsletters
provided to the public.

Issue

Why-acknowledge the community feelings and attitudes to their village area and then try to
change it. The Metro will never be.the town centre. Most people | kiiow oniy go to there
because those types of shops closed on the street {eg pharmacy, post office, deli).

No agreement has been reached with the Council on the inclusion of a fourth library services
branch and the rate payers are not fikely to fund the ongoing operating costs of a new library
being paid forin commercial premises with high lease cgsts.

4. The consultation processes

- 4.1 The consultant confirmed that no newsletters had been distributéd to the shops in King Street
{south)or Enmore Road. | also confirmed th:s ina doorknock of King Street {south) where shop
owhers confirmed they had received no newslettersand they were not aware of the: proposed

development.

- 47 Part3Aallows developers to bypass: any consultatwa processes with the commuhity. or the:
* Marrickville Cotineil which’ represents the community. The Department of Planning did noth;ng o

- notify me of. proposed developments in my. nesghbourhood and has. only provided a one month. penod
sighs. AMPC has had years to write their madequate conce;at plans and the
r'proposal sorie’ ofwhtch Was oniy loaded on: the Dept

" webmte after the commencement of the month consuftat:ve penod

‘ :-:'4 30n 14 August 2010 the AMPCH consultant resp ns'lble for the commUmty communication

. 'processes advised fie. that the newsletters were 'llegediy dlstrlbuted to all residents. bound: by B
iEdmburg Road, up:to Enmore Road to the west, north of Alice Street but not as far as Enmore Road i m =

L L the north and-all Newtown south between EdgeWare Road and King Street. |'have’ only recewed two - _
| eof the four neWsietters issued by AMPC! iri friy hatise in Darley Streét and ne:ghbours do'notseemto .

©have'received any more than I-have. The corisultant could not. expfam why 1 had not received them all,-
‘nor could she explam why res:dents lmmedlate!y around the Metro did not seem to have' received the -

o i ‘flrst twe,’ mc[udlng the one adwsmg them of the May 2010 Metro commumty conSultatron forurn at
= '_._.the Metro o . _




4.4 After doorknocking over 200 residents in my area, it was revealed that no contact or survey
occurred at any shops-and only one resident took part in the early surveys.

4.5 The 14 August 2010 community consultation process was a complete sham. Myself and many
other residents were advised that our comments, only some of which were written in little exercise
books, would go to AMPCI and that nothing would be done by AMPCl with these comments and that |
would need to put my comments to the Dept. Why have consuitation with the locals at all if AMPCI
has afready decided to ignore anything raised at the forum?

4.6 The community consuitative process paid for by AMPCI was totally. inadequate. The first one
occurred on one Saturday in May 2010 over the lunch time period, with-very limited advice of the
forum provided.toi the over 11,000 residents effected by the proposed development. The
following issties should be considered to stop the proposed éxpansion from proceeding.
¢ ltis hard to comment on a proposed development when you do not know it is being
done. What is the Department of Planning doing to ensure appropriate people dré
notified of the proposed development as | would not rely on notification or
information provided by the developer.
e It was notmade clear what the vested interest of the organisers were (ie services paid
for by AMP Ltd). There was just a public notice board with the plans for comment.

There was:no intention of allowing us to say NO to the proposed development. All

surveys and questionnaires were designed to prevent adverse commert on the

development. Residents were only asked for input on what we wanted to be included

(eg more retail shops etc) not to voice our objection to the whole thing. The Minister

for Planning should see the questionnaire and consulfative processes as biased and

disallow any comments submitted by AMPCI.

e There has been no indepéndent consultative process to date with the residents,
council-or businesses. The consultative.process set up by AMPCI through
stbcontracted private companies should be ignored as the questionnaire was so
biased that it did not even have any space to write that.! did not want the
development to proceed atall. | could have developed a more effective unbiased
questlonnalre 1t is now up to the Department of Planning to ensure adequate

_ _consultat!on_occurs

s The deveiopei's 'through the shopplng mall questlonnalre gave the residents a lot: of

rrdlculous options, For example

@ another cinema to compete with the Dendy at Newtownand Hoyts at

.. ‘Broadway. -

o, more restaurants and cafes when there are aiready over 50in

" Newtown and Enmore already. ote that NQ-after hours
- I'restaurant orcafe at Mamckvdle Metro has ever stayed in business, Is L

. “the: Metro deve!opment trymg to.increase the number of small

. -busmesses nour localstreets (eg restaurants cafes, corner stores)

L jgomg ba nkru pt?

(s Communrty faahtles/actlwtzes on: the ground, especially if the
deveiopers are able to buy Smldmore Road are not needed by the
communlty asthereisan adequate commumty centre-in Newtown

_ many theatres libraries, restaurants, cafes, gyms: and yoga centres
: already in the locality and mo __readtly available by public transport.,
0 New retall shops No it would Jjust be the cham shops such as the
- clothing chains which are already availab[e elsewhere suchas
- ;Wltchery, Strand Bags (whlch recently took over an :ndependent




operator at the Metro), Target, etc. | want to maintain Newtown and
Enmore as a place where small independent private businesses can
operate and give variety to the shopping experience. Shoppers
wanting the chain stores can get public transport to Broadway or the
city. Shoppers wanting to take a car can go to Broadway, Bondi
Junction, Eastgardens or Roselands and now ikea.

© A child care centre which would increase the traffic problems when
parents drop off and pick up their children. it would ensure the roads
are a safety hazard.

o Residents could also tick coricerns relating to traffic, however the
whole plan was predicated on the developer being able to buy
Smidmore Road and thisis vehemently'oppqsed by residents and the
niajority at least of the Counciliors.

47 1 thmk itis insulting that AMPCI advised the community residents action group to only attend the
14 August 2010 forum at the Metro only in groups of four at a time and that the Metro security guards
and police were called into be in the Metro at the timme. This is even maore astounding given that ! was

invited by AMPCl to attend this forum.

1ssues:
Part SA should be repealed as it is'totally inadequate to meet the needs of a democratic society. How

can Part 3A call for community consultation and then let the developers.decide on the process which
best suits their views. | for one will make this issue a political one at the Federal, State and Council
electxons (Note the Federal Government also took away any consultative process with the ecanomic

education stimulus grants:)

The developers have not met the adequate and appropriate consultation: requirements of part 3A of
the Act.

Idemand that the Dept approve ah extension of time for'the Iodgementof comments o give me
'.adequate time to prepare a response to ail the AMPCI proposal documents.

- AM PC[ has not consufted with the community. it hasjust had a propaganda newsletter
"comrnu iication program and anew shops/serv:ces ‘Wish Ilst" “There have been no meetings
_ 4-':,convened and all comments made: at the Metro community forums are being igriored. One of thair.
- Tepresentatives on 14 August 2010 said there was nothing thaf wouid be done with the comments
- from’ remdents at that fomm 50 why ask us forour comments. - . :

o .--The urve '-'condueted in 2 ,08 (Appendtx B) to the consultant’s report, Metro forums in May- and.
;  raisg’ the folfowmg EOncerns: ‘
The questlons were blased in the surveys Thej ISSUES of upgrade revitalisation,
o -expansnon were not separated There dre probab[y 100% 6f local residents who want
the centre upgraded (le reno\.rated) given that it has been a![owed to run down for the
e last ten'yeats. :
' e Very | few shop owners were surveyed or'even adwsed of the development and thisis
SR 'not a iarge enough sample to draw ahy conclus:ons on: the impact on strip. shopp;ng

: s in Enmare Road and King Street are part: of. my comm_u.mty but have been completely left .
. ::out of any communlt\/ consultatlon process :




5. Impact on strip shopping

5.1 The AMPCl reports do not adequately explain how they concluded that there would be only a 3%
impact on the shopping strips. Given they have not told any shop owner on Enmore Road or King
Street about the size of the development this is a remarkably low result which is inaccurate. No
shop owners on King Street south want the expansion of the Metro and there are still vacant
shops in King Street (south).

5.2 | have lived here since 1980 and witnessed the impact of the Metro being built. it should never
have been allowed in the first place as‘myone stop strip shopping in Newtown south was
decimated, Around 10 shops or services closed or relecated, including three butchers, two delis,
one pharmacy, one bottle shop, the Commonwealth Bank and the post office. If you exclude the
small number of cafes or restaurants there at that time, the closures had about an 80% impact on
the strip and forced locals to'go to the Metro for things like the pharmacist, butcher and deli.

5.3 l understand that the Metro offered 12 months free rerit to shops opening in the new Metro
which caused the closures in King Street, Marrickville and lilawarra Roads. These shopping areas
are just starting to recover. Is AMPCI planning to do this again to fill its bigger centre and further
reduce the shops and services on the strip shopping?

Issues
| prefer outside street strip shopping not a hiuge air conditioned mall style and I do not want my local
shops decinated for a second time.

The proposed development will only increase the normal retail shopping (ie more of the same
which can be found in every other shopping mall) with no increase inthe provision of services
such as Medicare, health funds, Centrelink etc. Other retail shops can more readily be accessed
by public transport at Broadway and the city.

All shopping malls have the same internationally owned franchise chainsand it is likely that the
development proposed by AMPCI with jts-80 specialty shops,add itional supermarket and

- discount departrent store will bé no different. | prefer to keep the'strip shops which are owned
and operated by smiall Australian business, | would have thought the State-and Federal
Governments have a palicy to support small businesses and would warit to see competition,

innovation and the profitability of small businesses to continue.

The proposal needs to assessed by the Minister in charge of Siniall Business. The State Government
pUrports to support small business and buy Australian made as nilich as possible, The proposed .
~expansion will have an adverse impacton the State -'eﬁd_nomy.iwi_thfxﬁb_fr}é people -unemployed ang

- profits going overseas to multinationals.

-ﬁébgzéﬂwnb rent or buy.in the area know what the street shopping is like and like the feel of the
- ‘commnity. That is.why they move here. AMPCI in'its surveys rated the nature of the community as

~ Very high so why do they want to change it.

6 Landscapingand the environment -

61 Irequired Marrickville Couricil approval ta cut out an old tree ove

five metres tall and

g ementrto plant:a replacement tree Gver 5 metres tall, Where s the agreement with the

- Colincil'for the developars to'do'the same?

: :‘:_ngld be a requirement fbr.'t__h'e”;l\{l_é-ti'rdl‘_co'_be':'ﬁcarbbn meutral,



6.3 The AMPCI report advises that 36 trees to be removed. It further states that the 22 ficus
macrocarpa var. Hillii will be chopped out when they get too old. AMPC says the ficus grow for 5
to 15 years and these trees are already this old so | they will be-cut down now as well and be
replaced with Eucalyptas panicularta (grey ironbark).

6.4 The plan provides for some landscaping of grass spots which will die through pedestrian
traffic and little sun. Are there sun and shading diagrams as i have not had time to read the 10cm

high of documents to be able to comment.

Issues
The ficus will be removed now by AMPCI not atsome time in the future.

This report was loaded on the planning website after the onie month period for comment
commenced. As | have not fiad fime to read the full report, | ask that the period for comment be
extended by one month td allow adequate consultation on this report,

7. Zoning
7.1 The warehouse | is-zonled industrial in keeping with the other areas to the south to meet the future
industrial needs of the area, Sydney and the airport.

7.2 The Federal Government has canned the proposal to build a second airport at Badgerys Creek and
relieve the noise poffution in the inner west and move at least some of the industrial infrastructure to
the west of Sydney. It is how to ensure that adequate industrial land is available close to the current
airport to-reduce the road transport strain on longer distance road transport-to other parts of Sydney.

7.3 Telstra has also submitted ah application to the Council to build a 33 metre tower above the
current'Metrg, This would-changethe height footprinit'and increase the safety risks under the main
.north/south runway for ngsford Srmth alrportand near the St Pius Primary School.-

Issues.
1 would. not be a!iowed to change the zomng plans in my street so: AMPC! should also not be

allowed to change the zomng elther

Any. approvel of thrs proposa! seta precedent for !ater development in the industrlaily zoned area
S -and Under the main ﬂlght path Are. AMPCI trymg to change the zoningan thrs proposai 50 that

. ~;Westf‘eld5 c ‘then buy them out and ‘ut‘a proposal'm usmg thts de\/eiopment as a precedent to
bhuild.a mega mail on these srtes and the Meadow Le‘_\_ Elora 51te whtch is! adjacent to the current

.".Metro?

AT 'I am agalnst the Councr[ seilmg part of Smidmore Street to AMPCI This.is.a public road and

L _1_'-should stayin publtc hands. Gnceé sold it would never be able ta be repurchasecl for communlty
' ‘ LS8, tet's face it once sold it would be. prwate commerr:la[ company property fo do wuth as they
= _'Irke Any ctosure woufd also zmpact ofi the trafﬂc gomg to other strests. :




= -:"Counclls These'councils shou

8, The building

8.1 The building is ugly and out of keeping with the small houses neighbourhood. There will be
two loading docks in the proposed development with an increase in truck and traffic noise
from trucks over a longer section of the road with an increase day and night of trucks. The
height would be out of character with the neighbourhood. The concept designs already show
the ficus macrocarpa trees have been removed.

8.2 The proposed development reduces from two to one the number of escalators which
reduces accessibility and makes it impossible to duck in for a quick shopping visit up one end.
This makes it likely that | will stop going there to shop as the shops on King Street will be

~ more convenient.
:8.3 The proposed building w:ll be around 20 metres tall and this is not in keeping with the one to
two storey buildings in this suburban area.

84 AMPCI Newsletter 03 in July 2010 states that it is proposed to have 715 additional car spaces.
They also claim that there will be 777 long term retail jobs.. These new workers will of course
want fo park in the additional car spaces given the bad public transport available and there is
d lack of street parking. | did a random check with some of the workers in the shops | visit at
the Metro. None lived in the area, some take over an hour each way to get to work and miost
drive to work from places as far away as St Marys, Padstow and Mount Druitt.

9, Other issues in relation to the Metro-proposal

9.1 More shoppers equals more trolleys on our streets. The original owners of the Metro agreed
as part of the consent authority to clear the trolleys from the streets. AMPCI has not maintained
this conditional agreement performance as required and the number of trolleys in the street
continues to rise and cause traffic hazards. AMPCI is hardly likely to improve on their
performance with a bigger shopping mall.

9.2 AMPCI cannot claim that there will be 777 new long term retail jobs as there will bé & loss of
777 old long term retail jobs when the strip shops close down.

- 9.2 The economic impact o small businesses in Marrickville, Enmore and Newtown wauld result
- in‘many. going out of business with the streets looking much iess vibrant and interesting. The
siburbs could end up Iooklng derehct This' changes the vnbrant nature of our communities and
‘shifts the costs for maintaining. the streetscape even more to ‘the Marrickville and Sydney

Id be consulted by the Dept prior to any consideration by the

; .."";53':' M;mster on this proposal i ifi relation to the impact.on the stnp shoppmg streéts;

_','9 3. ThlS is an‘election year for the Federal Government anti next year for the State Government.
oth governments are. decreasmg the consu!tatlve process ar mput of the commun:ty members "

e dems;ons which effect them such ast

L . resndents are cmly now adwsed by the councul of proposed developments i resndenteal
‘housing areas when'the NOthE of Proposed Deve!opment goes upon the fenceor m
~ thelocal paper
e Under Part:3A Iarge developments do not even need Iocal Counc:l approval or input
nor any adequate communlty consultat:on _The. COUFIC‘I thas: prevuously hot. approved 3
masswe Westﬁelds Shoppmg Centre i in the same areaon the Meadow Lea mdustnal
Do ,sﬁ:e ‘ :
. '-;The Federal Government Jntroduced the schooi func!mg economlc shmuius package
S it Ho requnrement fora any community consuttatlon , no‘parents. consultation, no local -
council involvement and no Department of Plannmg NSW controls. For example, this
- has allowed.a huge expansmn and ﬁ.mdmg for Yesh:va Coiiege in Flood Slreet, Bond:
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premier

From: "Coleen Fowler" Icoleen.fowler@bigpond.com]
Sent:  Monday, 30 August 2010 5:02 PM

To: <premier@nsw.gov.'au>

Subject: Against the Metro Expansion

Dear Premier

| want to lodge my opposition fo the proposed expansion of the Marrickville Metro Shopping Cenire
which has been lodged with the Depariment of Planning under Part 3A of the Act. Why should a
profit based company be allowed to iry to change the nature of my community, increase traffic:
congestion and impact on the strip street shopping of the area.

People who buy or rent in this area do so because it is different and do not want to have another
streetscape like Bondi Junction, Oxford Sireet or Chatswood where the streets are now dead and
costly for the Councils to maintain. My community likes to be able to shop outside on the streets
and not in air conditioned mega malls which will have the same 80 specialty shops as every other
mall such-as Broadway, Bondi Junction, Chatswood or the City. The community does not need a
building zoned industrial to be changed to a retain zoning and for the shop floor space to be
doubled to around 44,000 square metres. ‘

The suburban streets around Marrickvilie Metro are already at capacity and any further cars in the
planned extra 715 car parks will cause traffic chaos. AMP Capital Investment has made no '

- provision in the concept designs submitted to the Department of Planning to handle the extra traffic
on the suburban streets. This is a cost shifting exercise to duck shove the problem and costs back
to the RTA and the Marrickville Council. Do not let their profit projections to shareholders cost me
or other State tax and rate payers the later expense. :

The alleged 770 new jobs to be created is a joke as this same number of jobs will be lost when the
shops on the streets close in King Street, Enmore Road, Marrickville Road, lllawarra Road and
Dulwich Hill. Also the 770 jobs will be filled (as they mostly are in the curreni Metro) with people
who have io travel mostly by car as there is no adequate public fransport to the site and these staff
cars will need to park off the urban streets in the new 715 car places proposed by AMPCI.

~ | seek your response and commitment to stop the expansion of the Marrickville Metro Shopping
Centre before it becomes a bigger political issue for the ALP at the State, Federal and Council
levels. ' : o

# Coleen Fowler
109 Darley Street
NEWTOWN NSW 2042
02 9550 4994
coleen.fowler@bigpond.com

3/09/2010
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Andrew Beattie - Online Submission from Carol Menzies of Local
Resident (object)

From: Carol Menzies <carolmenzies@bigpond.com>

To: Andrew Beattie <andrew.beattie@planning.nsw.gov.au>

Date: 17/08/2010 3:02 PM

Subject: Online Submission from Carol Menzies of Local Resident {object)
CC: <assessments@planning.nsw.gov.au>

Attachments: marrickville metro submission.pdf

There are many issues associated with AMP Capitai's development of the Mefro: massive scale of the developed is
not suited to the current site; increase in Traffic congestion on roads already identified as being at maximum
capacity:lack of public transport;impact on local shopping strips: and the cosultation process. Attached is my

submission detailing my objections.

Name: Carol Menzies
Organisation: Local Resident

Address:
167 Darley Street
Newtown NSW 2042

IP Address: cpe-58-173-104-71.nwqgtl.ken.bigpond.net.au - 58.173.104.71

Submission for Job: #3734 MP09_0191 - Marrickville Metro
https://majorprojects.onhiive.com/index.pl?action=view_job&id=3734

Site: #2118 Marrickville Metro - 35 Victoria Road, 13-55 Edinburg Read and within the Public Reserve of Smidmore

st
https://majorprojects.onhiive.com/index.pl?action=view_site&id=2118

Andrew Beattie

P: 02 9228 6384
E: andrew.beattie@planning.nsw.gov.au

Powered by Internetrix Affinity

file-//C-\Docuimenis and Settinos\aheattie\l.ocal Settinos\ Temm\ X PornwisetMdCEAA47 . 19/0R/2010



Submission Submitted By:

Carol Menzies

167 Darley Street

Newtown NSW 2042

Contact Details:

Email: carolmenzies@bigpond.com
Phone: 02 95165727

17 August 2010

Director of Metropolitan Projects
Department of Planning

GPO Box 39

Sydney NSW 2001

RE:

Major Project --MP_0191
34 Victoria road, 13-55 Edinburgh Road and part of Smidmore Street, Marrickville

! object to the development proposed by AMP Capital for the Marrickville Metro.

There are more than 2000 residences within 600m radius of Marrickville Metro and over 11,000 residences within a 1 kilometre
radius of the centre. Within one block is St Pius primary school and church, within two blocks is Camdenviile Primary School and

within three blocks is Enmore TAFE.
There are many issues associated with a devefopment of this size in an area that is not suited for such a massive development

and some of the key issues are:

1. Traffic Conjestion:

AMP's Traffic Management and Accessibility Plan has identified that traffic will increase by a minimum of 50%. it says:
“The proposed development is considered to result in an increase in traffic generation to a rate of 1,567 vehicles per
hour {a 50% increase) on Thursday evenings and 2,563 vehicles per hour (a 56.8% increase} on Saturdays.” That's
about 500-900 more cars per hour on the roads surrounding the Marrickville Metro.

The traffic plan states that the surrounding roads are currently already at maximum capacity. Currently peak traffic
brings surrounding streets to gridlock. The projected increase in traffic will seriously affect many streets in Newtown,
Enmore, Stanmore, Marrickville, St Peters and Sydenham in addition to the streets around the Metro.

The AMP Capital plan does not address the issue of traffic in the surrounding streets and this was evident at the recent
community consultation forum on 14 August at the Metro. The quality of the analysis and knowledge of the issues by
the Traffic Management consultant was appalling. No information was available on the analysis done on the
surrounding streets and the one comment made was “there would be no increase in traffic to Edgeware Rd as the
traffic would be coming from the South and West”.

The plan appears to focus on roads around the Metro area and does not provide solutions to the traffic issues but

simply moves it to Edinburgh Rd. This road is already extremely busy as traffic going to Marrickville comes from King St
down Lord St as well from Edgeware Rd. There are many small local industries which rely on this road as weli. The plan
will create major congestion issues for this road as they plan to also include a bus terminal, car park entry and the main

pedestrian entry will be on this road.

The traffic plan also relies on the council selling Smidmore Street to AMP and the RTA moving the bus terminal to
Edinburgh Rd, However the plans on display only show the option of the sale of Smidmore St. If this street is privatised
it will increase the traffic on the surrounding streets.

AMP's Traffic Management and Accessibility Plan is flawed as a development of this magnitude will cause further
major traffic congestion not only at the Metro but in the surrounding streets,

2. Buying Public Road

A centre piece of AMP Capital’s development is to purchase Smidmore Street from Marrickvifle Council.

In return it is offering “open green space for community enjoyment”. If you look at the plans all they are offering is a
couple of strips of green grass. Residents have never asked for this, we have open green spaces in our parks, including
Enmore Park, located one block away and Sydney Park even though not in the Marrickville area, is also located nearby.



I was one of the Metro Watch members who counted traffic and the survey on Smidmore Street on Saturday 31 July
2010 showed the total number of vehicles that used Smidmore Street from 11.am-2.prm was 3,049. With AMP’s own
figures of traffic increasing by a minimum of 50-60% the closure of Smidmore Street will mean conservatively 4,574
vehicles will be moved to the other streets nearby.

The Smidmore Street will be converted to Smidmore Plaza,

Lack of Public Transport

There is currently inadequate public transport to the Metro. There are some buses which are irregular and the nearest
train station, 5t Peters is not close by.

The concern by AMP that retail dollars are leaving the area eg Broadway shopping centre and cites this is one reason
this development will be good for us. Speaking to residents who often go to Broadway to shop they do so because it
has a very good public transport system,

The AMP solution is to provide a new bus shelter and terminal in Edinburgh Rd and additional bike racks and encourage
employees and customers to use sustainable transport. When speaking with some of the employees at the Metro
about this option it was not embraced as many of the people live out of the area and said they would be spending all
day getting to work if they were to take up AMP's offer.

The reality is AMP's plans cannot not do anything to resolve the local transport issue and the State Government has
so many other infrastructure issues/ priorities that providing more local buses to a shopping centre would not be

high on their agenda.

Destroy Local shopping strips

The AMP states * that the development will only have a 3% impact on the shopping strips and therefore not affect their
viability. This was not the experience when the Marrickville Metro first cpened in 1987 and it has taken nearly 15
vears for the Marrickville strip to get back to close to what it was before the Metro existed.

South Newtown has just started to invent itself as a shopping strip as previously it was very run down with many of the
shops being “sweat shops” and so this development will certainly impact this strip badly..

The Marrickville Chamber of Commerce believes a large-scale expansion of the Metro shopping centre will devastate
local shopping strips in Marrickville, Dulwich Hill, Petersham, Stanmore, Enmore and South Newtown.

AMP's Traffic Management and Accessibility Plan states : “The expanded centre would reduce expenditure from
Marrickville Local Government area and in doing so would contain travel and reduce vehicle kilometres travelled
compared to that which would otherwise occur.” So, it appears they are suggesting alt shoppers would go to
Marrickville Metro and not travel to existing shopping strips?

The AMP also states® it will offer different types of shops and services to the strips, but it then wants to create a cafe
restaurant forum in the Smidmore Plaza and is also exploring options for tenants to have leases to trade into the night.
{ Obviously AMP is unaware of the great selection of restaurants and cafes already in our local shopping strips and it is
not only the quality and price that draws people from all over Sydney but it is the vibrant, bustling diversity of the

shopping strips.}

There is No evidence to support their statement that an increase in consumer traffic may benefit local businesses.
The only boost to the local economy will be AMP’s bottom line.

AMP says it will provide a greater variety of high-quality shops and services. It certainly won't be difficult to do as the
AMP has allowed the current centre to run down and ‘run off’ many of the small retailers. The makeover in the CBD will
be the draw card for shoppers wanting some retail therapy and we are very fortunate that living in Marrickville LGA we
have access to public transport to the city. This is certainly a more environmentally friendly option than driving to the

Metro.

The shopping strips have past experience on the negative impact when this type of development occurs, It doesn’t
matter how AMP “sugar coats” this issue the reality Is they are in direct competition with the shopping strips.

5. Oversized development

The Elton survey® amongst residents captured the following sentiments about the size of the development: “Do not
want a Westfield” “I only shop at Marrickville Metro because it is compact and not a Westfield”; “Ensure the centre

* AMP Newsletter 03
2 Elton Consulting Report 25 May 2010
% Elton Consulting — Community door knock survey —March 2010



3, "E

remains in-keeping with the local area”; “Creating variety doesn’t necessarily mean the centre needs to be bigger”;

’

don’t think people want a bigger shopping centre”.

s  The Community Action Group findings’ support the comments gathered by Elton that the local community does not
support the proposed massive expansion of the Marrickville Metro and do not think it is in keeping with the local area.
One on one resident contacted: 205
79% Do not want site expanded and signed a petition

7% want the development to go ahead
6% require more information

8% are not interested
e Residents were not aware of the extent of the expansion until it went on display on 15 May and assumed it was an

upgrade of the current site with the prospect of going up at most another retail lavel. This is understandable given the
marketing of the proposal speaks of “revitalisation” “upgrading” and not “expanding” to a site across Smidmore Road.

e The AMP Capital says® that 57% support the development and quote a survey conducted by Marrickville Council in
April. The question was “Do you support the proposed doubling of the Marrickville Metro shopping centre?” This
survey guestion needs some context:

The timing of the survey was mid April and at this time there was no disclosure on the actual proposed size of

the development until it went on display at the Metro on 15 May.

The reference to “doubling” would have had to relate in the respondents minds to the current Metro site.

The key focus of the survey was the facilities/ services provided by the Council and it took 45 minutes. This was

the only question on the development and required a Yes/ No/ don’t know response.

- The sample group (606 responded) were from all Marrickville LGA with only 26% from Marrickville.

e  AMP Capital believes that the scale of the plans for the Metro “is appropriate for the local area, comparable to
Broadway Shopping Centre”. What they neglect to say is that Broadway site has a long association with retail. Grace
Brothers opening its store in 1904. This centre is an historical retail landmark and even though the centre has grown the
external building has retained its original look and is in keeping with its environment. This centre is also supported by

good public transport.
s  AMP takes it literally when residents say they don’t want a “Westfields” most people don't distinguish shopping centres

by who owns them eg Mitvac, AMP or Westfield's they are all very much the same. The term “Westfields” is often used
as a generic term for a large shopping mall. (Similar to the word “hover” being associated with any vacuum cleaner.)

o Marrickville Metro has been classified as a village in the NSW Department of Planning’s Draft South Subregional
Strategy. The strategy notes that with increased retail/commercial floor space and higher density housing, it could
achieve Town Centre status. You have got to be kidding the Marrickville Metro being our community hubi!!

The majority of local residents do not want this development they do want the existing Metro site updated as it has
been allowed to become very run down. No matter how the Marrickville Metro expansion is “dressed up” by AMP
Capital the development is still 2 massive expansion that cannot be supported by the current infrastructure and will

have a negative impact on our community.

6. Maintenance & Upkeep
o  AMP has allowed the current centre to run down, litter in the surrounding streets has increased enormously, and

can be tracked all the way up to King Street.  live in Darley Street and am constantly picking up KFC and McDonalds
fitter. Trolleys dot the local landscape and basic health issues at the centre eg unclean tollets and the smoking
areas has never addressed.

e Earlyin the year several local residents had issues with shopping trolleys being dumped in the surrounding streets
and contacted the Centre and were told there was a new policy: residents had to find out which store’s trolley was
left and to contact them direct as it was not the Centre’s responsibility but the storesi!!! We then referred the
matter to Council and suddenly the trolley tractors recommenced their rounds.

» When Metro opened there was a consistent approach with their trolley service but in recent years the contractors
used were “cowboys” with the result local resident cars parked in their streets were being damaged.

o AMP plans to address the issues by discussing with Council to obtain more bins; hiring an additional cleaner to
patrol the area around the centre and near parks and gutters; and there will be a Trolley Management planti!
What guarantees have we that AMP Capital will honour its commitments to maintenance and upkeep when it

hasn’t done so in the past?

4 Conducted door to door 1 Aug & 8 Aug
5 mMarrickville Council Telephone Survey to Residents in Marrickville LGA — conducted 14-21 April 2010



7. Motherhood statements

| understand with any proposal there are always wonderful meaningiess, throw away, feel good lines that actually don’t
really mean anything especially when responding to issues. AMP's marketing material has many of these and | would like to

add a reality check to some of their statements.

AMP Says

Reality

“It understands the inner west has qualities that
cannot be found in other parts of Sydney and has
worked closely with local people to ensure the new
Marrickville Metro reflects the area’s unique
character and diversity.”

All shopping malls have the same formula applied so they have no
differentiating characteristics that reflect the communities they are in
and the usual retail suspects are in all of the malls.

“Upgrade plans have been designed to minimise
impacts to local business owners.”

“ The upgrade will boost Marrickville’s local
economy”

Unfortunately AMP cannot ignore history as the opening of the
Metro in 1987 devastated the local shopping strips particularly in
Marrickville Road and Enmore Road and it has taken the good part of
15 years to get these businesses up again. Certainly will not hoost the
local economy but certainly will AMP’s

“Moving buses to Edinburgh Rd and creating a new
bus shelter to meet community demand”

So, this is their response to locals wanting better public transport. We
will not have any improvements to the current public transport
services but we get a new bus shelter so we can stay dry whilst
waiting for a bus to arrive.

“Reducing water usage by a further 20% reducing
disposable coffee cups and providing
environmental green bags”

“Additional, secure bike racks and showers to
encourage employees and customers to use
sustainable transport”

“ More open green space for the community to
enjoy”

“Education program on recycling, offered in
different languages”

“Architectural features that celebrate the industrial
history of the site and the surrounding area”

Green credentials - things you have to include in a proposal to
‘sweeten’ the council. it will be difficult to reduce (%7? not included)
coffee cups if there are lot more cafes planned for the development.
No mention of making the centre plastic bag free.

Bike riders will have much the same issues as cars with regards to
traffic congestion on the surrounding streets.

Many of the employees are out of area and this mode of transport is
probably not feasible. | wonder if AMP has surveyed the employees
re this concept.

At a cost- closure of Smidmore St. And the removal of 22 fully grown
fig trees. A couple of strips of green grass in a shopping mall do not

constitute ‘open green space’.
As mentioned previously the community has not asked the Metro to

provide this our parks are the open green spaces for the community.

Currently in Metro don't have recycle bins for shoppers and the
community is very well aware of recycling due to the comprehensive
promotion by the council.

There is heritage listing on Mill House but this is a little over the top
to view the Metro design celebrating industrial history — it is and
looks just like any other shopping mall.

“The planned upgrade will provide a range of
benefits to the local community. Key benefits
include:
- More open space for the
community to enjoy
- Community space for facilities
such as a library, meeting rooms,
child care or pro bono office
areas
- Public education display, with
information about community
and council initiatives

“ Possible monthly, outdoor markets”

Currently in the plans it shows a Library. However the recent Council
survey found residents were happy with the library services provided
and the 58% who did not use Marrickvilie fibrary, 33% said they went
online and 33% bought books. So there does not appear to be a need
for this service at the Metro.

Adding child care and pro bono office areas — nice touch.

Venue for entertainment — why? our area already has lots of public
facilities and parks for entertainment.

Outdoor Market- | can just see the tenants in the Metro embracing
this idea anyway a local market already exists in Addison Road.
There are no shopping centres | can recall that pretend they are the
focal point / hub for a community. Granted some shopping centres in
the outer suburbs may have a culture of people spending large
amounts of their time in their shopping centre but | am sure that is
due to there being very few alternate destinations in their area.




8. AMP’s Consultation Process was appalling

The NSW Government states®: “Community and stakeholder consultation is an important component of NSW Government
environment assessment process for projects under Part 3A”. There is enormous community cynicism about Part 3A
enabling developers to go directly to the NSW Planning Department as it enables them to bypass local councils and in effect
the local residents. Yes it is a significant project particularly for the residents as this development will have significant

impact on the residents who live in the area.

AMP’s community consultation process was appalling and | do not think it would pass the test if matched to the guidelines
set out by the NSW Planning Department for community consultation,

AMP Consultation Pre Plans on Display

e Marrickville Community Attitudes Survey, March 2008 - 11 focus groups objective to understand attitudes and
expectations of Marrickville residents towards retail offerings —basically a “wish list”.

o Marrickville Metro Community Attitudes Survey, July 2008- 1200 - telephone survey 27% fived in Marrickville with 73%
lived elsewhere. Research segmented findings into groups based on their attitudes to an upgrade of the Centre but nio
mention was made about the type of expansion or size of the development.

Then 2 years on:

+  Efton Consulting — Community door knock survey — March 2010
The sample size as agreed by Marrickville Council was to target 3,000 local residents. The response rate to the door to

door questionnaire was very small - 3% response rate {119 of which 97 face to face and 22 post back).

Objective: To enable AMP Capital to understand how community needs can be met through the proposed upgrade of
the site. The survey questions were restricted to aspects of improving the Metro site with no mention of the scale of
the development planned. Again it was a “wish list” of what people would like to see in a revitalised centre and the
current issues with the existing centre.

Newsletters: AMP Capital community newsletters 1 & 2 {April/May) refers to 2008 surveys as support for the
revitalisation of the Metro and again does not mention the extent of the development.

Consultation after Development Plans on Display
» Elton consultancy - Community Information and Feedback session (CIFS} Metro 15 May 2010 between 11am and Ipm.

This was the first opportunity for visitors to the Metro to view the plans for the site. Elton Consulting staff ran the
forum. 219 people visited the exhibition with only 29 completing the CIFS feedback form.

e Their Newsletter 03 put in mail boxes at the end of July 2010 calls it the Marrickville Metro revitalisation project. No
mention made of expanded or doubling in size.
Newsletter 04 (August), this distribution actually reached residents living near the Metro. Referred to issues raised and
how they have responded —one line statements that really don’t answer the issues. Again this newsletter does not

mention doubling the size but revitalisation or upgrade.

Local residents’ group Metro Watch has communicated with more than 4000 local residents and almost all were under
the misconception that Marrickville Metro is undergoing a “revitalisation”™. Residents assumed revitalisation meant
modernising and renovating the interior of the centre. Nobody realised the actual size and scale of the proposed

redevelopment.
The longuage used in their communications was deliberate ‘revitalisation’ ‘upgrade ‘no doubt the strategy being to keep

the size of the development under the residents radar until it had to display the plans.

Consultation at Metro 14 August
This is the first time the full extent of the Marrickville Metro development was unveiled and included elevation drawings

and access to the project management team. It still did not inciude option 2 ie plans if Smidmore 5t was not sold.
The quality of the information provided at this forum was very poor particufarly the Traffic Management consultant’s
explanations. The community now has only 2 weeks to respond to this development.

AMP says “It understands the inner west has qualities that cannot be found in other parts of Sydney” and it is correct in that
statement but Marrickvilie, Enmore, and Newtown are great, community-spirited neighbourhoods with vibrant, bustling,
creative and diverse shopping precincts. Our focal shopping strips provide character to, and are the hub of our communities.
The Marrickville Metro is and wilf always be just another soulless shopping mall.

8 “Major Project Community Consultation Guidelines” Oct 2007



Mr Kevin Rooney CEng MICE
5 Victoria Road

Marrickville

New South Wales 2204

eMail: rooneykevin@hotmail.com
Tel: 0449890635

Director of Metropolitan Projects
Department of Planning

GPO Box 39

Sydney NSW 2001

20 August 2010

RE: Major Project —MP_0191
34 Victoria road, 13-55 Edinburgh Road and part of Smidmore Street, Marrickville

I am writing this submission in relation to the above referenced development application, which
is proposed adjacent to my property and to which [ am strongly opposed.

I, together with the majority of local residents in the area object to the proposal submitted by
Urbis on behalf of AMP Capital Investors for an extension to the existing Marrickville Metro
Shopping Centre. My objection is not simply due to the proximity of the proposal to my property
but due to the numerous reasons set out below.

o The local road network appears to be currently operating at or over capacity with
little opportumty for upgrade.

I am a Chartered Civil Engineer with over 12 years experience in the industry.
During my career [ have been involved in numerous new developments and been
intensively involved in the preparation of transport assessments and analysis of . --
existing traffic conditions together with the design of junction upgrades and remedial
measures to mitigate the traffic impact due to new developments.

A development of this scale will geperate significant trips and as there are no
proposals within the applicaticn to provide any additional forms of public transport
or improve the existing services (a relocated bus shelter does not constitute an
upgrade to public transport) the developer is providing little choice but for these trips

to be made by private car.

All major junctions surrounding the existing development have already been
upgraded to signal controlled junctions (I understand as a condition of the original
Metro Shopping Centre planning approval) and dm‘ing peak hour periods, both
during the week and at the weekend, traffic is quening excessively, with the signals
regularly not allowing the full quene to flow through the junction. Even with careful
re-phasing of the signals at these junctions there would not be capacity to

" accommuodate the level of traffic anticipated for an extension of this scale.



In my professional opinion the opportunity does not exist to upgrade or improve the
local road network in order to accommodate the traffic generated by the development

proposal.
o There is little need for the Metro to be expanded.

The metro as it currently exists is a useful amenity to the local community, providing
shopping facilities for everyday use. An expanded metro would be a different
shopping experience, one which can be achieved locally both at Broadway and the

City. Both of which are easily accessible by public transport.

This is the type of shopping experience that people actually want to go to a different
area for, it is not the type of shopping experience that they want on their doorstep.
The travel is part of the experience.

The devélo;;er is claiming that the proposal will be for the local community, This
does not appear to be the case, if anything it will be for people outside the local
community who will travel here to have that shopping experience.

o« Negative impact on local amenities.

Without a doubt an expanded Metro will have a negative impact on local businesses
and the community spirit generated in our local shopping strips. Local stores will not
'be able to compete with the chain stores that will occupy the Metro.

‘When the developer is finding it difficult to fill vacant units in the Metro they will
lower their rental values to entice local businesses, as originally was the case when
the Metro was first opened.

“This will leave local businesses with little option other than shut up shop or move

« into the Metro. Either choice will leave our local shopping strips with vacant units,
which will lead to a drop in patronage to these strips, therefore killing off the
community spirit which currently exists. -

In summary I am strongly opposed to the development proposal submitted for the Metro shopping
centre. The local commnunity is strongly opposed. You cannot ignore our views. You have to
reject this development application.

Yours sincerely

Kevin Rooney CEng MICE
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Andrew Beattie - Online Submission from

From: Marian Andrews <marianandrews@hotmail.com>

To: Andrew Beattie <andrew.beattie@planning.nsw.gov.au>
Date: 18/08/2010 2:23 PM

Subject: Online Submission from Marian Andrews {object)

CcC: <assessments@planning.nsw.gov.au>

The project is too large for the area and would impact badly upon the local amenity. Our roads are already
overcrowded and would not support the extra traffic without adversely affecting the people who live in the area.
The prospect of additional heavy vehicles is appalling - in fact there has been a heavy-vehicle curfew on Edgeware
Road between 10pm and 6am for many years in an effort by the local council to make life more bearable for the
people in the vicinity. We have ample shopping opportunities with the current Metro and access to shops on King
Street. The proposed project is too high for an area of single-storey dwellings. And we don't need to lose a road,
even If it means galning a patch of green - we have a very nice park two minutes walk away. This is
predominantely a residential neighbourhood.

Name: Marian Andrews

Address:
190 Edgeware Road, Newtown, 2042

IP Address: cpe-58-173-49-127.rqsel.ken.bigpond.net.au - 58.173.49.127

Submission for Job: #3734 MP09_0191 - Marrickville Metro
https://majorprojects.onhiive.com/findex.pl?action=view_job&id=3734

Site: #2118 Marrickville Metro - 35 Victoria Road, 13-55 Edinburg Road and within the Public Reserve of Smidmore

St
https://majorprojects.onhilve.com/index.pl?action=view_site&id=2118

Andrew Beattie

P: 02 9228 6384
E: andrew.beattie@planning.nsw.gov.au

Powered by Internetrix Affinity
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Dianne Cummins
76 Silver Street
St Peters NSW 2044

19 August 2010

Director of Metropolitan Projects
Department of Planning

GPO Box 39

Sydney NSW 2001

RE: Major Project --MP_0191
34 Victoria road, 13-55 Edinburgh Road and part of Smidmore Street, Marrickville

I object to the above proposal on the grounds that

+ it will clog local streets with traffic and delivery trucks
» it will cause parking chaos in Enmore and Marrickville
« it will devastate our local shopping villages and businesses
+ it is not located in an area with suitable infrastructure for a shopping mall

* it is a grab for profit by AMP that will impact negatively on local residents and business

Yours sincerely

Dianne Cummins
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Andrew Beattie - Online Submission from Charlotte Melser (object)

From: Charlotte Melser <charliemo6@hotmail.com>

To: Andrew Beattie <andrew.beattie@planning.nsw.gov.au>
Date: 19/08/2010 9:25 PM

Subject: Online Submission from Charlotte Melser (object)

cC: <assessments@planning.nsw.gov.au>

I Lived in the Marrickville area for just over a year, and loved it diversity, creativity and sense of community.
I think it would be a huge shame for Sydney to loose such a thriving, creative suburb.
Marrickville is the Centre of so many artistic and creative projects, and is the heart of the Sydney Fringe

Fest.....Please don't let Sydney loose its creative hub!!i

Namae: Charlotte Melser

Address:

7 Karewa st
Wanganui
New Zealand

IP Address: 124-197-25-121.callplus.net.nz - 124.197.25.121

Submission for Job: #3734 MP09_0191 - Marrickvifle Metro
https://majorprojects.onhiive.com/index.pl?action=view_job&id=3734

Site: #2118 Marrickville Metro - 35 Victoria Road, 13-55 Edinburg Road and within the Public Reserve of Smidmore

St
https://majorprojects.onhiive.com/index.pl?action=view_site&id=2118

Andrew Beattie

P: 02 9228 6384
E: andrew.beattie@planning.nsw.gov.au

Powered by Internetrix Affinity
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Phil Pick

From: Coleen Fowler [coleen.fowler=bigpond.com@sendgrid.info] on behaif of Coleen Fowler
[coleen. fowler@bigpond.com]

Sent: Thursday, 2 September 2010 2:40 PM

To: Planning

Subject: NO MARRICKVILLE METRO EXPANSION

Dear Minister Tony Kelly,

Marrickville Metro desperately needs a facelift. AMP Capital doesn’t need to double
its size to do this. The Metro is in a residential area surrounded by single lane
roads. An expansion will bring 56% more traffic to the alrsady at capacity arsa.

Expanding the Metro Shopping Centre by 44,000 sgm means:

e More than doubling current retail space and more than
doubling the current building height

¢ 4 million extra shoppers each year

¢ At least 56% more cars and trucks clogging local roads/daily gridlock ® More
litter, abandoned trolleys, noise and air pollution ¢ Devastation of our local
shopping villages and businesses ¢ Parking problems for shoppers and local residents e
Removal of established trees o Privatised community space

As minister for planning, I ask you to save the residents, business owners and innerxr
west community from this massive over development.

Regards,
Coleen Fowler
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Andrew Beattie - Online Submission from Coleen Fowler of Private
resident (object)
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From: Coleen Fowler <coleen.fowler@bigpond.com>

To: Andrew Beattie <andrew.beattie@planning.nsw.gov.au>

Date: 9/09/2010 1:04 PM

Subject: Online Submission from Coleen Fowler of Private resident (object}

cC: <assessments@planning.nsw.gov.au>

The Minister should censider the lack of consultation process by AMPCI which is evidenced by the fact that the first
time concept plans were shown o the public was in May 2010 yet none of the newsletters or information provided
by AMPCI to residents has changed since then. This shows clearly that AMPCI never intended to take the
consultation process into consideration which is required under Part 3A of the Act.

Name: Coleen Fowler
Organisation: Private resident

Address:
109 Darley Street
Newtown NSW 2042

IP Address: cpe-203-51-102-238.Ins10.cht.bigpond.net.au - 203.51.102.238

Submission for Job: #3734 MP09_0191 - Marrickville Metro
https://majorprojects.onhiive.com/index.pl?action=view_job&id=3734

Site: #2118 Marrickville Metro - 35 Victoria Road, 13-55 Edinburg Road and within the Public Reserve of Smidmore

St
https://majorprojects.onhiive.com/index.pl?action=view_site&id=2118

Andrew Beattie

P: 02 9228 6384
E: andrew.beattie@planning.nsw.gov.au

Powered by Iniernetrix Affinity
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Andrew Beattie - Online Submission from Coleen Fowler of Private
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From: Coleen Fowler <coleen.fowler@bigpond.com>

To: Andrew Beattie <andrew.beattie@planning.nsw.gov.au>

Date: 9/09/2010 12:42 PM

Subject: Online Submission from Coleen Fowler of Private resident (object}
CC: <assessments@pianning.nsw.gov.au>

AMPCI have sent another letter to residnets on 7 September 2010 which yet again shows they have not addressed
any of the issues raised by residents and just restates what they have said all along. I have still only recelved two
of the five letter box drops they claim to have made and none of these were delivered to shops in King Street south
which I consider are part of my community, They have still not addressed the issue that the number of new retail
jobs (700) needs to be offset against the number of jobs lost when other businesses close, They are stilt not
addressing the traffic concerns of residents and are cost shifting this problem to the council and RTA to fund the fix
in future years. I would also like to know what AMPCI has declared in its donations to political or other groups.

Name: Coleen Fowler
Organisation: Private resident

Address:
109 Darley Street
Newtown NSW 2042

IP Address: cpe-203-51-102-238.Ins10.cht.bigpond.net.au - 203.51.102.238

Submission for Job: #3734 MP09_0191 - Marrickville Metro
https://majorprojects.onhiive.com/index.pl?action=view_job&id=3734

Site: #2118 Marrickville Metro - 35 Victoria Road, 13-55 Edinburg Road and within the Public Reserve of Smidmore
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Andrew Beattie

P: 02 9228 6384
E: andrew.beattie@planning.nsw.gov.au

Powered by Internetrix Affinity
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ElectorateQOffice Marrickville - Metro expansion

T o

From:  "Coleen Fowler" <coleen.fowler@bigpond.com>
To: <marrickville @parliament nsw.gov.au>

Date: 11/08/2010 11:19 AM

Subject: Metro expansion

Dear Ms Tebbutt

| have two issues which you need to be aware of in your electorate: the proposed Telstra new tower on the
top on Marrickville Metro application to Marrickville Council and the application for an expansion in size of
Marrickville Metro. | live in your electorate close to the Marrickville Metro. 1 seek you support and action in
representing me in the State Parliament.

1. Application to build a Telstra tower an Marrickville Metro.
I seek a response on what action you propose to take to represent the views of your constituents to oppose
the building of this Telstra tower. The operation of Telstra is a federal government communications issue
while the application to build a 33 metre tower on the top of Marrickville Metro shopping centre has been
made with Marrickville Council. | have attached a copy of my objection letter to the council to provide you
with details,

2. Massive expansion in the size of the Marrickville Metro.
This development application has been made under Part 3A to the State Minister for Planning and is being
handled by the Department of Planning.

1 seek an email response from you on what action you propose to take to support iocal residents in your
electorate against the massive expansion proposed by AMP Capital. For example have you putina
submission yourself to the Department of Planning NSW expressing your opposition to the proposal. As my
local representative in State Parliament have you discussed these issues with Tony Kelly, Minister for
Planning.

I have attached two documents relating to this development application which | have started to prepare as
my submission to the Dept of Planning. This will give you some idea of the views being expressed by
members of the community. The first relates to the very inadequate consultation process undertaken to
date by the developers. The second is my first draft of some of the issues of concern to me.

3. Changes to commuriity consultation processes and the power of democracy
Itis very evident that the planning processes and mechanisms for consultation with members of the
community at municipal, state and federal levels is taking away the democratic rights of residents to
participate in these issues. 1think this has now become a political issue. Local councils no longer need to
advise the neighbours of any development proposal. The way that processes can bypass local councils is
appalling. How can one Minister for Planning at the state level be the only approving authority for major
developments. The Department of Planning doas not even need to advise locals that the development
application has been submitted. The only information given to locals is from the developer and this advice is
completely hiased.

Political parties need to now consider the impact on their chances of re-election in the light of the effects of
these changes in community values and community consultative processes.

{ thank you for your time and look for to your response.
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ElectorateOffice Marrickville - Marrickville Metre Site

From: “Carol Menzies" <carolmenzies@bigpond.com>
To: <dp.office @tebbutt.minister.nsw.gov.au>

Date: 30/07/2010 10:57 AM

Subject: Marrickville Metro Site

CC: <Marrickville@parliament.nsw.gov.au>

Dear Councillor Tebbutt,

I was ple ased that you attended the first meeting of the Community Action Group.

Since that meeting | have personally spoken with the businesses in South Newtown and have started a door
to door campaign amongst the residents. It has been staggering the number of residents who did not know
about the massive development proposed for the Metro and in fact asked what you as our local

represen Tative were going about it. o :

fappreciate your position and that the approval is with the Planning Minister but you have to concede it was
your Government that introduced the Part 3A legislation that allowed developers to bypass councils and
effectively the community. You stated the Part 3A process must include consuitation with the community
but from my experience this has not happened. | know that the AMP has an exhibition on display on 14
August at the Metro but this is run by consultants and they are not going to be addressing the major
concerns for this massive development on a site that is inadequate- just look at the traffic congestions we
already experience in this area and the lack of public transport.

We have also just heard that Telstra is wanting to put up a 33 meter high mobile tower an top of the
proposed development. Not sure if the Federal Transport minister is aware of this but there is a small matter
of the flight path plus other major concerns with this proposal. | can’t believe it while they are at it lets put
up 20 storey apartment blocks then we too can look like Rockdale.

You mentioned you did not agree with this development and I am therefore surprised you have not
mentioned in public your position and even your newsletter has avoided this issue even though it will have a
major impact on our community.

The NSW Government has a reputation for being very Pro Development (eg Part 3A) and it appears the
developers are using this window of opportunity whilst you are still in power to drive through approvals.
Marrickville is considered a “safe’ Labor seat hoth Federal and State but if elected representatives ignore
their electorate they do so at their peril and this development has become a very emotional topic amongst
the residents and if it goes ahead in its current format the only way that residents feel they can make a point
will be at the next State Election when they vote for who they think deserves to represent them.

| would like to know what you are doing to support your constituents against this development and reassure
us you are not going to be sitting on the fence saying it is not your decision. You need to be the voice for the
people who elected you and if not you do not deserve our support.

Regards

Carol Menzies

Darley Street Resident
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From: Carol Menzies <carolmenzies@bigpond.com>

To: Andrew Beattie <andrew.beattie@planning.nsw.gov.au>

Date: 17/08/2010 3:02 PM

Subject: Online Submission from Carol Menzies of Local Resident (object)
CC: <assessments@planning.nsw.gov.au>

Attachments: marrickville metro submission,pdf

There are many Issues associated with AMP Capital's development of the Metro: massive scale of the developed is
not suited to the current site; increase in Traffic congestion on roads already identified as being at maximum
capécit\'/':l'ack of public transport;impact on local shopping strips: and the cosultation process. Attached is my
subrnission detailing my objections.

Name: Carol Menzies
Organisation: Local Resident

Address:
167 Darley Street
Newtown NSW 2042

IP Address: cpe-58-173-104-71.nwqtl.ken.bigpond.net.au - 58.173.104.71

Submission for Job: #3734 MP09_0191 - Marrickville Metro
https://majorprojects.onhiive.com/index.pl?action=view_job&id=3734

Site: #2118 Marrickville Metro - 35 Victoria Road, 13-55 Edinburg Road and within the Public Reserve of Smidmore

st
https://majorprojects.onhiive.com/index.pl?action=view_site&id=2118

Andrew Beattie

P: 02 9228 6384
E: andrew.beattie@planning.nsw.gov.au

Powered by Internetrix Affinity
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Submission Submitied By:

Carol Menzies

167 Darley Street

Newtown NSW 2042

Contact Details:

Email; carolmenzies@bigpond.com
Phone: 02 95165727

17 August 2010

Director of Metropolitan Projects
Department of Planning

GPO Box 39

Sydney NSW 2001

RE:

Major Project --MP_0191
34 Victoria road, 13-55 Edinburgh Road and part of Smidmore Street, Marrickville

| object to the development proposed by AMP Capital for the Marrickville Metro.

There are more than 2000 residences within 600m radius of Marrickville Metro and over 11,000 residences within a 1 kilometre
radius of the centre. Within one block is St Pius primary schoo! and church, within two blocks is Camdenville Primary School and

within three blocks is Enmore TAFE.
There are many issues associated with a development of this size in an area that is not suited for such a massive development

and some of the key issues are:

i. Traffic Conjestion:

AMP's Traffic Management and Accessibility Plan has identified that traffic will increase by a minimum of 50%. It says:
“The proposed development is considered to result in an increase in traffic generation to a rate of 1,567 vehicles per
hour {a 50% increase) on Thursday evenings and 2,563 vehicles per hour (a 56.8% increase) on Saturdays.” That's
about 500-900 more cars per hour on the roads surrounding the Marrickville Metro.

The traffic plan states that the surrounding roads are currently already at maximum capacity. Currently peak traffic
brings surrounding streets to gridlock. The projected increase in traffic will seriously affect many streets in Newtown,
Enmore, Stanmore, Marrickville, St Peters and Sydenham in addition to the streets around the Metro.

The AMP Capital plan does not address the issue of traffic in the surrounding streets and this was evident at the recent
community consultation forum on 14 August at the Metro. The quality of the analysis and knowledge of the issues by
the Traffic Management consultant was appalling. No information was available on the analysis done on the
surrounding streets and the one comment made was “there would be no increase in traffic to Edgeware Rd as the
traffic would be coming from the South and West”.

The plan appears to focus on roads around the Metro area and does not provide solutions to the traffic issues but
simply moves it to Edinburgh Rd. This road is already extremely busy as traffic going to Marrickville comes from King St
down Lord St as well from Edgeware Rd. There are many small local industries which rely on this road as well. The plan
will create major congestion issues for this road as they plan to also include a bus terminal, car park entry and the main
pedestrian entry will be on this road. .

The traffic plan also relies on the council selling Smidmore Street to AMP and the RTA moving the bus terminal to
Edinburgh Rd. However the plans on display only show the option of the sale of Smidmore St. If this street is privatised
it will increase the traffic on the surrounding streets.

AMP's Traffic Management and Accessibility Plan is flawed as a development of this magnitude will cause further
major traffic congestion not only at the Metro but in the surrounding streets. -

2. Buying Public Road

A centre piece of AMP Capital's development is to purchase Smidmore Street from Marrickville Council.

In return it is offering “open green space for community enjoyment”. If you look at the plans all they are offering is a
couple of strips of green grass. Residents have never asked for this, we have open green spaces in our parks, including
Enmore Park, located one block away and Sydney Park even though not in the Marrickville areg, is also located nearby.



I was one of the Metro Watch members who counted traffic and the survey on Smidmore Street on Saturday 31 July
2010 showed the total number of vehicles that used Smidmore Street from 11.am-2.pm was 3,049. With AMP's own
figures of traffic increasing by a minimum of 50-60% the closure of Smidmore Street will mean conservatively 4,574
vehicles will be moved to the other streets nearby.

The Smidmore Street will be converted to Smidmore Plaza,

3. Lack of Public Transport

There is currently inadequate public transport to the Metro. There are some buses which are irregular and the nearest
train station, St Peters is not close by.

The concern by AMP that retail dollars are leaving the area eg Broadway shopping centre and cites this is cne reason
this development will be good for us. Speaking to residents who often go to Broadway to shop they do so because it
has a very good public transport system.

The AMP solution is to provide a new bus shelter and terminal in Edinburgh Rd and additional bike racks and encourage
employees and customers to use sustainable transport. When speaking with some of the employees at the Metro
about this option it was not embraced as many of the people live out of the area and said they would be spending all
day getting to work if they were to take up AMP's offer.

The reality is AMP’s plans cannot not do anything to resolve the local transport issue and the State Government has
50 many other infrastructure issues/ priorities that providing more local buses to a shopping centre would not be
high on their agenda.

4. Destroy Local shopping strips

The AMP states * that the development will only have a 3% impact on the shopping strips and therefore not affect their
viability. This was not the experience when the Marrickville Metro first opened in 1987 and it has taken nearly 15
years for the Marrickville strip to get back to close to what it was before the Metro existed.

South Newtown has just started to invent itself as a shopping strip as previously it was very run down with many of the
shops being “sweat shops” and so this development will certainly impact this strip badly.

The Marrickville Chamber of Commerce believes a large-scale expansion of the Metro shopping centre will devastate
local shopping strips in Marrickville, Dulwich Hill, Petersham, Stanmore, Enmore and South Newtown.

AMP's Traffic Management and Accessibility Plan states : “The expanded centre would reduce expenditure from
Marrickville Local Government area and in doing so would contain travel and reduce vehicle kilometres travelled
compared to that which would otherwise occur.” So, it appears they are suggesting all shoppers would go to
Marrickville Metro and not travel to existing shopping strips?

The AMP also states’ it will offer different types of shops and services to the strips, but it then wants to create a cafe
restaurant forum in the Smidmore Plaza and is also exploring options for tenants to have leases to trade into the night.
{ Obviously AMP is unaware of the great selection of restaurants and cafes already in our local shopping strips and it is
not only the quality and price that draws people from all over Sydney but it is the vibrant, bustling diversity of the
shopping strips.)

There is No evidence to support their statement that an increase in consumer traffic may benefit local businesses.
The only boost to the local economy will be AMP’s bottom line.

AMP says it will provide a greater variety of high-quality shops and services. It certainly won't be difficult to do as the
AMP has allowed the current centre to run down and ‘run off’ many of the small retailers. The makeover in the CBD will
be the draw card for shoppers wanting some retail therapy and we are very fortunate that living in Marrickville LGA we
have access to public transport to the city. This is certainly a more environmentally friendly option than driving to the
Metro.

The shopping strips have past experience on the negative impact when this type of development occurs. It doesn’t
matter how AMP “sugar coats” this issue the reality is they are in direct competition with the shopping strips.

5. Oversized development

The Elton survey® amongst residents captured the following sentiments about the size of the development: “Do not
want a Westfield” “I only shop at Marrickville Metro because it is compact and not a Westfield”; “Ensure the centre

' AMP Newsletter 03
2 Elton Consulting Report 25 May 2010
3 Elton Consulting — Community door knock survey — March 2010
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remains in-keeping with the local area”; “Creating variety doesn’t necessarily mean the centre needs 1o be bigger
don't think people want a bigger shopping centre”.

s The Community Action Group findings® support the comments gathered by Elton that the local community does not
support the proposed massive expansion of the Marrickville Metro and do not think it is in keeping with the local area.
One on one resident contacted: 205
79% Do not want site expanded and signed a petition
7% want the development to go ahead
6% require more information
8% are not interested

e Residents were not aware of the extent of the expansion until it went on display on 15 May and assumed it was an
upgrade of the current site with the prospect of going up at most another retail level. This is understandable given the
marketing of the proposal speaks of “revitalisation” “upgrading” and not “expanding” to a site across Smidmore Road.

o The AMP Capital says® that 57% support the development and quote a survey conducted by Marrickville Council in
April. The question was “Do you support the proposed doubling of the Marrickville Metro shopping centre?” This
survey question needs some context:

- The timing of the survey was mid April and at this time there was no disclosure on the actual proposed size of
the development until it went on display at the Metro on 15 May.

- The reference to “doubling” would have had to relate in the respondents minds to the current Metro site.

- The key focus of the survey was the facilities/ services provided by the Council and it took 45 minutes, This was
the only question on the development and required a Yes/ No/ don’t know response.

- The sample group (606 responded) were from all Marrickville LGA with only 26% from Marrickville,

e AMP Capital believes that the scale of the plans for the Metro “is appropriate for the local area, comparable to
Broadway Shopping Centre”. What they neglect to say is that Broadway site has a long association with retail. Grace
Brothers apening its store in 1904. This centre is an historical retail landmark and even though the centre has grown the
external building has retained its original look and is in keeping with its environment. This centre is also supported by
good public transport.

o AMP takes it literally when residents say they don’t want a “Westfields” most people don’t distinguish shopping centres
by who owns them eg Mirvac, AMP or Westfield's they are all very much the same, The term “Westfields” is often used
as a generic term for a large shopping mall. (Similar to the word “hover” being associated with any vacuum cleaner.)

e Marrickville Metro has been classified as a village in the NSW Department of Planning’s Draft South Subregional
Strategy. The strategy notes that with increased retail/commercial floor space and higher density housing, it could
achieve Town Centre status. You have got to be kidding the Marrickville Metro being our community hublH

The majority of local residents do not want this development they do want the existing Metro site updated as it has
been allowed to become very run down. No matter how the Marrickville Metro expansion is “dressed up” by AMP
Capital the development is still a massive expansion that cannot be supported by the current infrastructure and will
have a negative impact on our community.

6. Maintenance & Upkeep
e AMP has allowed the current centre to run down, litter in the surrounding streets has increased enormously, and

can be tracked all the way up to King Street. | live in Darley Street and am constantly picking up KFC and McDonalds
flitter. ‘Trolleys dot the local landscape and basic health issues at the centre eg unclean toilets and the smoking
areas has never addressed..

o - Early in the year several local residents had issues with shopping trolleys being dumped in the surrounding streets
and contacted the Centre and were told there was a new policy: residents had to find out which store’s trolley was
left and to contact them direct as it was not the Centre’s responsibility but the stores!!!! We then referred the
matter to Council and suddenly the trolley tractors recommenced their rounds.

e When Metro opened there was a consistent approach with their trolley service but in recent years the contractors
used were “cowboys” with the result local resident cars parked in their streets were being damaged.

¢  AMP plans to address the issues by discussing with Council to obtain more bins; hiring an additional cleaner to
patrol the area around the centre and near parks and gutters; and there will be a Trolley Management plan!!|
What guarantees have we that AMP Capital will honour its commitments te maintenance and upkeep when it
hasn’t done so in the past?

 Conducted door to door 1 Aug & 8 Aug
® Marrickvilte Council Telephone Survey to Residents in Marrickville LGA - conducted 14-21 April 2010



7. NMotherhood statements

! understand with any proposal there are always wonderful meaningless, throw away, feel good lines that actually don’t
really mean anything especially when responding to issues. AMP’s marketing material has many of these and | would like to

add a reality check to some of their statements.

AMP Says

Reality

“It understands the inner west has gualities that
cannot be found in other parts of Sydney and has
worked closely with local people to ensure the new
Marrickville Metro reflects the area’s unigue
character and diversity.”

All shopping malls have the same formula applied so they have no
differentiating characteristics that reflect the communities they are in
and the usual retail suspects are in all of the malls.

“Upgrade plans have been designed to minimise
impacts to local business owners.”

“ The upgrade will boost Marrickville’s local
economy”

Unfortunately AMP cannot ignore history as the opening of the
Metro in 1987 devastated the local shopping strips particularly in
Marrickville Road and Enmore Road and it has taken the good part of
15 years to get these businesses up again. Certainly will not boost the
local economy but certainly will AMP’s

“Moving buses to Edinburgh Rd and creating a new
bus shelter to meet community demand”

So, this is their response to focals wanting better public transport. We
will not have any improvements to the current public transport
services but we get a new bus shelter so we can stay dry whilst
waiting for a bus to arrive.

“Reducing water usage by a further 20% reducing
disposable coffee cups and providing
environmental green bags”

“Additional, secure bike racks and showers to
encourage employees and customers to use
sustainable transport”

“ More open green space for the community to
enjoy”

“Education program on recycling, offered in
different languages”

“Architectural features that celebrate the industrial
history of the site and the surrounding area”

Green credentials - things you have to include in a proposal to
‘sweeten’ the council. It will be difficult to reduce (%? not included}
coffee cups if there are lot more cafes planned for the development.
No mention of making the centre plastic bag free.

Bike riders will have much the same issues as cars with regards to
traffic congestion on the surrounding streets.

Many of the employees are out of area and this mode of transport is
probably not feasible. | wonder if AMP has surveyed the employees
re this concept.

“At a cost- closure of Smidmore St. And the removal of 22 fully grown

fig trees. A couple of strips of green grass in a shopping mall do not
constitute ‘open green space’.

As mentioned previously the cormmunity has not asked the Metro to
provide this our parks are the open green spaces for the community.

Currently in Metro don’t have recycle bins for shoppers and the
community is very well aware of recycling due to the comprehensive
promotion by the council.

There is heritage listing on Mill House but this is a little over the top
to view the Metro design celebrating industrial history — it is and
looks just like any other shopping mall.

“The planned upgrade will provide a range of
benefits to the local community. Key benefits
include:
- More open space for the
community to enjoy
- Community space for facilities
such as a library, meeting rooms,
child care or pro bono office
areas
- Public education display, with
information about community
and council initiatives

“ possible monthly, cutdoor markets”

Currently in the plans it shows a Library. However the recent Council
survey found residents were happy with the library services provided
and the 58% who did not use Marrickville library, 33% said they went
online and 33% bought books. So there does not appear to be a need
for this service at the Metro. )

Adding child care and pro bono office areas — nice touch.

Venue for entertainment — why? our area already has lots of public
facilities and parks for entertainment.

Outdoor Market- | can just see the tenants in the Metro embracing
this idea anyway a local market already exists in Addison Road.
There are no shopping centres | can recall that pretend they are the
focal point / hub for a community. Granted some shopping centres in
the outer suburbs may have a culture of pecple spending large
amounts of their time in their shopping centre but | am sure that is
due to there being very few alternate destinations in their area.




8. AMP’s Consultation Process was appalling

The NSW Government states®: “Community and stakeholder consultation is an important component of NSW Government
environment assessment process for projects under Part 3A”. There Is enormous community cynicism about Part 3A
enabling developers to go directly to the NSW Planning Department as it enables them to bypass local councils and in effect
the local residents. Yes it is a significant project particularly for the residents as this development will have significant
impact on the residents who live in the area.

AMP’'s community consultation process was appalling and [ do not think it would pass the test if matched to the guidelines
set out by the NSW Planning Department for community consultation.

AMP Consultation Pre Plans on Display

e Marrickville Community Attitudes Survey, March 2008 — 11 focus groups objective to understand attitudes and
expectations of Marrickville residents towards retail offerings —basically a “wish fist”.

o Muarrickville Metro Community Attitudes Survey, July 2008- 1200 - telephone survey 27% lived in Marrickville with 73%
lived elsewhere. Research segmented findings into groups based on their attitudes to an upgrade of the Centre but no
mention was made about the type of expansion or size of the development.

Then 2 years on:

e Efton Consulting — Community door knock survey — March 2010
The sample size as agreed by Marrickvilte Council was to target 3,000 local residents. The response rate to the door to
door questionnaire was very small - 3% response rate {119 of which 97 face to face and 22 post back).

Objective: To enable AMP Capital to understand how community needs can be met through the proposed upgrade of
the site. The survey questions were restricted to aspects of improving the Metro site with no mention of the scale of
the development planned. Again it was a “wish list” of what people would like to see in a revitalised centre and the
current issues with the existing centre.

Newsletters: AMP Capital community newsletters 1 & 2 (April/May) refers to 2008 surveys as support for the
revitalisation of the Metro and again does not mention the extent of the development.

Consultation after Development Plans on Display

e  Elton consultancy - Community Information and Feedback session (CIFS) Metro 15 May 2010 between 11am and 1pm.
This was the first opportunity for visitors to the Metro to view the plans for the site. Elton Consulting staff ran the
forum. 219 people visited the exhibition with only 29 completing the CIFS feedback form.

¢  Their Newsletter 03 put in mail boxes at the end of July 2010 calls it the Marrickville Metro revitalisation project. No
mention made of expanded or doubling in size.
Newsletter 04 (August]}, this distribution actually reached residents living near the Metro. Referred to issues raised and
how they have responded — one line statements that really dor't answer the Issues. Again this newsletter does not
mention doubling the size but revitalisation or upgrade.

Local residents’ group Metro Watch has communicated with more than 4000 local residents and almost olf were under
the misconception that Marrickville Metro is undergoing a “revitalisation”. Residents assumed revitalisation meant
modernising and renovating the interior of the centre. Nobody realised the actual size and scale of the proposed
redevelopment.
The language used in their communications was deliberate ‘revitalisation’ ‘upgrade ‘no doubt the strategy being to keep
the size of the development under the residents radar until it had to display the plans.
Consultation at Metro 14 August
This is the first time the full extent of the Marrickville Metro development was unveiled and included elevation drawings
and access to the project management team. It still did not include option 2 ie plans if Smidmore St was not sold.
The quality of the information provided at this forum was very poor particularly the Traffic Management consultant’s
explanations. The community how has only 2 weeks to respond to this development.

AMP says “It understands the inner west has qualities that cannot be found in other paris of Sydney” and it is correct in that
statement but Marrickville, Enmore, and Newtown are great, community-spirited neighbourhoods with vibrant, bustling,
creative and diverse shopping precincts. Our local shopping strips provide character to, and are the hub of our communities,
The Marrickville Metro is and will always be just ancther soulless shopping mall.

6u

Maijor Project Community Consultation Guidelines” Oct 2007



Mr Kevin Rooney CEng MICE
5 Victoria Road

Marrickville

New South Wales 2204

eMail: roonevkevin@hotmail.com
Tel: 0449890635

Director of Metropolitan Projects
Department of Planning

GPO Box 39

Sydney NSW 2001

20 Augnst 2010

RE: Major Project --MP_0191
34 Victoria road, 13-55 Edinburgh Road and part of Smidmore Street, Marrickville

I am writing this submission in relation to the above referenced development application, which
is proposed adjacent to my property and to which I am strongly opposed.

I, together with the majority of local residents in the area object to the proposal submitted by
Urbis on behalf of AMP Capital Investors for an extension to the existing Marrickville Metro
Shopping Centre. My objection is not simply due to the proximity of the proposal to my property
but due to the numerous reasons set out below.

¢ The local road network appears o be currently sperating at or over capacity with
little opportunity for upgrade.

[ am a Chartered Civil Engineer with over 12 years experience in the industry.
During my career | have been invelved in numerous new developments and been
intensively involved in the preparation of transport assessments and analysis of -
existing traffic conditions together with the design of junction upgrades and remedial
measures to mitigate the traffic impact due to new developments,

A development of this scale will generate significant trips and as there are no
proposals within the application to provide any additional forms of public transport
or improve the existing services (a relocated bus shelter does not constitute an
upgrade to public transport) the developer is providing little choice but for these trips
to be made by private car.

All major junctions surrounding the existing development have already been
upgraded to signal controlled junctions (I understand as a condition of the original
Metro Shopping Centre planning approval) and during peak hour periods, both
during the week and at the weekend, traffic is quening excessively, with the signals
regularly not allowing the full queue to flow through the junction, Even with careful
re-phasing of the signals at these junctions there would not be capacity to
accommodate the level of traffic anticipated for an extension of this scale.



In my professional opinion the opportunity does not exist to upgrade or improve the
local road network in order to accommodate the traffic generated by the development
proposal.

¢ There is little need for the Metro to be expanded.

The meftro as it currently exists is a useful amenity fo the local community, providing
shopping facilities for everyday use. An expanded metro would be 2 different
shopping experience, one which can be achieved locally both at Broadway and the
City. Both of which are easily accessible by public transport.

This is the type of shopping experience that people actually want to go to a different
area for, it is not the type of shopping experience that they want on their doorstep.
The travel is part of the experience.

The devéloper is claiming that the proposal will be for the local community. This
does not appear to be the case, if anything it will be for people outside the local
community who will travel here to have that shopping experience.

e Negative impact on local amenities.

Without a doubt an expanded Metro will have a negative impact on local businesses
and the community spirit generated in our local shopping strips. Local stores will not
be able to compete with the chain stores that will ocenpy the Metro,

When the developer is finding it difficult to fili vacant units in the Metro they will
lower their rental values to entice local businesses, as originally was the case when
the Metro was first opened.

This will leave local businesses with little option other than shut up shop or move

- into the Metro. Either choice will leave our local shopping strips with vacant units,
which will lead to a drop in patronage to these strips, therefore killing off the
cominunity spirit which currently exists.-

In summary I am strongly opposed to the development proposal submitted for the Metro shopping
centre. The local community is strongly opposed. You cannot ignore our views. You have to
reject this development application.

Yours sincerely

A

Kevin Rooney CEng MICE




Mr Kevin Rooney CEng MICE
5 Victoria Road

Marrickville

New South Wales 2204

eMail: roonevkevini@hotmail.com
Tel: 0449890635

Director of Metropolitan Projects
Department of Planning

GPO Box 39

Sydney NSW 2001

20 August 2010

RE: Major Project ~MP_0191
34 Victoria road, 13:55 Edinburgh Road and part of Smidmore Street, Marrickville

I am writing this submission in relation to the above referenced development application, which
is proposed adjacent to my property and to which I ain strongly opposed.

I, together with the majority of local residents in the area object to the proposal submitted by
Urbis on behalf of AMP Capital Investors for an extension to the existing Marrickville Metro
Shopping Centre. My objection is not simply due to the proximity of the proposal to my property
but due to the numerous reasons set out below,

e Thelocal'road network appears to.be currenﬂy operatmg at or over capac:lt) with
little opportunity for upgrade,

I am a Chartered Civil Engineer with over 12 years experience in the industry.
During my career I have been involved in numerous new developments and been
intensively involved in the preparation of transport assessments and analysis of
existing traffic conditions togethér with the design of junction upgrades and remedial
measures to mitigate the traffic impact due to new developments.

A devetopment of this scale will generate significant irips and as (here ar ;
jj posals ‘within the apphcan' Y to provide any additional forms of pubhc_transport
‘or improve the existing services'(a relocated bus shelter does not consfitute an
upgrade to public trausport) the developer is providing little choice but for these trips
to be made by private car. -

All major junctions surrounding the existing development have already been
upgraded to signal controlled junctions (I understand as a condition of the original
Metro Shopping Centre planning approval) and during peak hour periods, both
during the week and at the weekend, fraffic is quening excessively, with the signals
regularly not allowing the full queve to flow through the junction. Even with careful
re-phasing of the signals at these junctions ther "ld:not be: capaclty 10
accommodate the level of traffic. antxmpated foran extensxon ‘of this scale.




In my professional opinion the opportunity does not exist to upgrade or improve the
local road network in order to accommodate the traffic generated by the development

proposal.
o ‘There is little need for the Metro to be expanded.

The metro as it currently exists is a useful amenity to the local community, providing
shopping facilities for everyday use. An expanded metro would be a different
shopping experience, one which can be achieved locally both at Broadway and the
City. Both of which are easily accessible by public transport.

This is the type of shopping experience that people actually want to go to a different
area for, itis not the tvpe of shopping experience that they want on their doorstep.
The travel is part of the experience.

The developer is claiming that the proposal will be for the local community. This
does not appear to be the case, if anything it will be for people outside the local
comimunity who will travel here to have that shopping experience.

o Negative impact on local amenities. /

Without a doubt an expanded Metro will have a negative impact on local businesses
and the community spirit generated in our local shopping strips. Tocal stores will not
be'able to compete with the chain stores that: Wlll oceupy the Metro.

When the developer is finding it difficult to fill vacant units in the Metro they will
lower their rental values to entice local businesses, as originally was the case when
the Metro was first opened.

This will leave local businesses with little option other than shut up shop or move

- into the Metro. Either choice will Ieave our local shopplng strips withi vacant units,
which will lead 10, drbp in patronage to these strips, therefore killing off the'
‘compunity sp ‘which’ currently exists.

In summary I am strongly opposed to the developmient proposal submitted for the Metro shopping
centre. The local cominunity is strongly opposed. You cannot ignore our views. You have to
reject this development application,

Yours sincerely

Kevin Rooney CEng




Mr Kevin Rooney CEng MICE
5 Victoria Road

Marrickville

New South Wales 2204

eMail: roonevkevini@hotmail.com
Tel: 04498906353

Director of Metropolitan Projects
Department of Planning

GPO Box 39

Sydney NSW 2001

20 August 2010

RE:  Major Project —~MP_6191
34 Victoria road, 13-55 Edinburgh Road and part of Smidmore Street, Marrickville

[ am writing this submission in relation to the above referenced developmerit application, which
is proposed adjacent to my property and to which [ am strongly opposed.

I, together with the majority of local residents in the area object to the proposal submitted by
Urbis on behalf of AMP Capital Investors for an extension to the existing Marrickville Metro
Shopping Centre. My objection is not simply due to the proximity of the proposal to my property
but due to the numerous reasons set out below.

¢ The local road network appears to be currently operating at or over capacity with
little opportunity for upgrade,

I am a Chartered Civil Engineer with over 12 years experience in the industry.
During my career I have been involved in numerous new developments and been
intensively involved in the preparation of transport assessmetits and analysis of
existing traffic conditions together with the design of junction upgrades and remedial
measures to mitigate the traffic impact due to new developments.

A development of this scale-will generate significant trips and as lhere are no
proposals within the application to provide any additional forms of public transport
or improve the existinig services (a relocated bus shelter does not constitote an
upgrade to public transport) the developer is providing little choice but for these trips
to be made by private car.

All major junctions surrounding the existing development have already been
upgraded to signal controlled junctions (I understand as a condition of the original
Metro Shopping Centre planning approval) and during peak hour periods, both
during the week and at the weekend, traffic is queuing excessively, with the signals
regularly not allowing the full queue to flow throu sh the junction. Even with careful
re-phasing of the signals at these junctions there would not be capacity to
accommodate the level of raffic anticipated for an extension of this scale,



In my professional opinion the opporiunity does not exist to upgrade or improve the
local road network in order to accommodate the traffic generated by the development

proposal.
o There is little need for the Metro to be expanded.

The metro as it currently exists is a usefil amenity to the local community, providing
shopping facilities for everyday use. An expanded metro would be a different
shopping experience, one which can be achieved Jocally both at Broadway and the
City. Both of which are easily accessible by public transport.

This is the type of shopping experience that people actually want to go to a different
area for, it is not the type of shopping experience that they want on their doorstep.
The travel is part of the experience.

The developer is claiming that the proposal will be for the local community. This
does not appear to be the case, if anything it will be for people outside the local
community who will travel here to have that shopping experience.

e Negative impact on Jocal amenifies.

Without a.doubt an expanded Metro will have a negative impact on local businesses
and the community spirit generated in our local shopping strips. Local stores will not
be able to compete with the chain stores that will occupy the Metro.

When the developer is finding it difficult to fill vacant units in the Metro they will
lower their rental values to entice local businesses, as originally was the case when
the Metro was first epened.

This will leave Jocal businesses with little option other than shut up shop or move

-~ into the Mefro. Either choice will leave our local shopping strips with vacant units,
which will lead to a drop in patronage to these strips, therefore killing off the
community spirit which currently exists. -

In summary I am strongly opposed to the development proposal submitted for the Metro shopping
centre. The local community is strongly opposed. You cannot ignore our views. You have to
reject this development application.

Yours sincerely
/ /

Kevin Rooney CEng E
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From: Kevin Rooney [rooneykevin@hotmail.com]
Sent: Friday, 20 August 2010 5:32 PM

To: Planning

Subject: F.A.O. Tony Kelly. RE: MP_0191
Attachments: Tony Kelly Letter.pdf
Tony Kelly

Please find attached letter for your consideration.

Regards

Kevin Rooney

23/08/2010



The Hon, Tony Kelly, ALGA MLC
overnor Macquarie Tower,
Level 34, 1 Farrer Place,
SYDNEY NSW 2000

pfanning@lpma.nsw.gov.au

Re: MP_0191
34 Victoria Road, 13-55 Edinburgh Road and part of Smidniore Street,
Marrickville

Dear Minister Kelly,

As you are no doubt aware, AMP Capital Investors, owner of Marrickville Metro
Shopping Centre, has submitted plans to your department for the redevelopment of The
Marrickville Metro Shopping Centre.

AMP proposes a 115% increase in gross floor area Va“nd a 65% increase in parking for
Marrickville Metro. The plan includes prohibited development — expansion of retailing
on the industrial zoned land.

There are more than 2000 residences within 600m radius of the centre of Marrickville
Metro and over 11,000 residences within a 1 kilometre radius of the centre.

AMP Capital purports to be community focused and to have consulted with the local
community. However, in reality AMP contacted 1200 residents over a period of two
years, and the vast majority were not local residents. Furthermore, nobody consulted
were shown AMP's plans to expand. The 1200 consulted were not given the opportunity
to comment on the size and scale of the expansion. The majority of local residents who
will be most negatively impacted by the development have not received contact from
AMP until a 3rd newsletter dated August 2010, nor were they door-knocked or
contacted by phone.

Phone polling was conducted at 2pm on a weekday related to shopping preference
-rather than consultation on impact of proposed development of the Metro shopping
centre, about which no information was provided.

A community group opposing the expansion have communicated with more than 1500
local residents and almost all were under the misconception that Marrickville Metro
Shopping Centre is undergoing a “revitalisation”.

Residents assumed revitalisation meant modernising and renovating the current centre.
Nobody realised the actual size and scale of the proposed expansion.

AMP’s proposal for a shopping centre more than twice the size and height of the current
Marrickville Metro is not in sympathy will the surrounding built environment (three
sides of the existing centre are largely Federation and post-Federation cottages). Our
single lane residential streets were never intendedto cope with the current shopping
centre, let alone one that is double in size and is projecting to attract approximately 5
million shoppers per year.

AMP’s traffic study has identified that traffic will increase by a minimum of 50%. At peak
times projected traffic increase is more. The report says that the surrounding roads
are currently already at maximum capacity. Currently peak traffic brings



surrounding streets to gridlock. The projected increase in traffic will seriously affect
many streets in Newtown, Enmore, St Peters and Sydenham in addition to the streets
around the Metro shopping centre. This is my professional opinion as a Chartered Civil
Engineer,

Local Residents will experience a huge increase in trucks, cars, noise and air pollution
affecting our quality of life, and small businesses along our vibrant inner west shopping
strips will be ruined by the arrival of a giant shopping mall in the heart of our village.
Our shopping strips are community spaces, and they are mtegraf to the diversity and
enjoyment of the suburb of Marrickville.

AMP haslodged a formal request with Marrickville Council to purchase Smidmore
Street, In return it is offering “open green space for community enjoyment”. Residents
have never asked for this, we have open green spaces in our parks, including Enmore
Park, located one block away. AMP's true intention is to link the current Metro site with
the warehouse it purchased in Smidmore Street. AMP has no regard for how this will.
worsen the traffic situation.

Members of the local community surveyed Smidmore Street on Saturday 31 July 2010.

The following number of vehicles used Smidmore Street in the duration of 3 hours:
11am-12 noon - 994 vehicles
12 noon-1pm - 1052 vehicles
Ipm-Zpm - 1003 vehicles

Losing Smidmore Street will increase the burden of traffic on surrounding streets, which
if this proposal goes ahead, will increase by a minimum of 50%.
Expanding Marrickville Metro shopping centre by an additional 35,505 square metres
means:
"~ o More than doubling current retail space and more than doubling the current
building height
4 million extra shoppers each year
More cars and trucks clogging local roads
More noise and air pollution
Devastation of our local shopping villages and businesses
Parking problems for local residents
Privatised community space

2 & & & o @

Very few people in the Marrickville area are happy about this proposal now that we
understand it’s full scale. It has become a major issue that will decide votes in the
upcoming state election in March.

[ am urging you to save Marrickville from this unsu;table developrnent and not allow
this project to go ahead.

Signed: Kevin Rooney CEng MICE
Date: 20 August 2010

Address; 5 Victoria Road, Marrickville, NSW 2204.



The Hon. Tony Kelly, ALGA MLC

Governor Macquarie Tower, Receij ved |
Level 34, 1 Farrer Place, !
SYDNEY NSW 2000 76 AUG 2010 |
, The Hoi .
planning@lpma.nsw.gov.au @ Hon. Tony Kelly Mlﬁi

Re: MP_0191
34 Victoria Road, 13-55 Edinburgh Road and part of Smidmore Street,
Marrickville

Dear Minister Kelly,

As you are no doubt aware, AMP Capital Investors, owner of Marrickville Metro
Shopping Centre, has submitted pians to your department for the redevelopment of The
Marrickville Metro Shopping Centre.

AMP proposes a 115% increase in gross floor area and a 65% increase in parking for
Marrickville Metro. The plan includes prohibited development - expansion of retailing
on the industrial zoned land.

There are more than 2000 residences within 600m radius of the centre of Marrickville
Metro and over 11,000 residences within a 1 kilometre radius of the centre.

AMP Capital purports to be community focused and to have consulted with the local
community. However, in reality AMP contacted 1200 residents over a period of two
years, and the vast majority were not local residents. Furthermore, nobody consulted
were shown AMP’s plans to expand. The 1200 consulted were not given the opportunity
to comment on the size and scale of the expansion. The majority of local residents who
will be most negatively impacted by the development have not received contact from
AMP until a 3rd newsletter dated August 2010, nor were they door-knocked or
contacted by phone.

Phone polling was conducted at Zpm on a weekday related to shopping preference
rather than consultation on impact of proposed development of the Metro shopping
centre, about which no information was provided.

A community group opposing the expansion have communicated with more than 1500
local residents and almost all were under the misconception that Marrickville Metro
Shopping Centre is undergoing a “revitalisation”.

Residents assumed revitalisation meant modernising and renovating the current centre.
Nobody realised the actual size and scale of the proposed expansion.

AMP’s proposal for a shopping centre more than twice the size and height of the current
Marrickville Metro is not in sympathy will the surrounding built environment (three
sides of the existing centre are largely Federation and post-Federation cottages). Our
single lane residential streets were never intended to cope with the current shopping
centre, let alone one that is double in size and is projecting to attract approximately 5
million shoppers per year.

AMP’s traffic study has identified that traffic will increase by a minimum of 50%. At peak
times projected traffic increase is more. The report says that the surrounding roads
are currently already at maximum capacity. Currently peak traffic brings



The Hon. Carmel ’I‘ebbl_ltt MP
244 IMawarra Road, .
MARRICKVILLE NSW 2204

Dear Minister ch'c;utt,

I ask you to stop the expansion of the Marrickville Metro shopping centre because:

o The local road network appears to be currently operating at or over capacity with little -
opporiunity for upgrade.

Tam a Chartered Civil Engineer with over 12 years experience in the industry. During my
career | have been involved in numerous new developments and been intensively involved
in the preparation of transport assessments and analysis of existing traffic conditions ,
together with the design of junction upgrades and remedial measures to mitigate the traffic
impact due to new developments.

A development of this scale will generate significant trips and as there are no proposals
within the application to provide any additional forms of public transport or improve the
existing services (a relocated bus shelter does not constitute an upgrade to public
transport) the developer is providing little choice but for these trips to be made by private
car.

All major junctions surrounding the existing development have already been upgraded to
signal controlled junctions (I understand as a condition of the original Metro Shopping
Centre planning approval) and during peak hour periods, both during the week and at the
weekend, traffic is queuing excessively, with the signals regularly not allowing the full
queue to flow through the junction. Even with careful re-phasing of the signals at these
junctions there would not be capacity to accommodate the level of traffic anticipated for an
extension-of this scale.

In my professional opinion the opportunity does not exist to upgrade or improve the local
road network in order to accommodate the traffic generated by the development proposal.

s There is litifle need for the Metro to be expanded.

The metro as it currently exists is a useful amenity to the local community, providing
shopping facilities for everyday use. An expanded metro would be a different shopping
experience, one which can be achieved locally both at Broadway and the City. Both of which
are easily accessible by public transport.

This is the type of shopping experience that people actuaily want to gofto' a different area
for, it is not the type of shopping experience that they want on their doorstep. The travel is
part of the experience.

The developer is claiming that the proposal will be for the local community. This does not -
appear to be the case, if anything it will be for people outside the local community who will
travel here to have that shopping experience.



= Negative impact on local amenities.

Without a doubt an expanded Metro will have a negative impact on local businesses and the
community spirit generated in our local shopping strips. Local stores will not be able to
compete with the chain stores that will occupy the Metro.

When the developer is finding it difficult to fill vacant units in the Metro théy will lower
their rental values to entice local businesses, as originally was the case when the Metro was
first opened.

This will leave local businesses with little option other than shut up shop or move into the
Metro. Either choice will leave our local shopping strips with vacant units, which will lead

to a drop in patronage to these strips, therefore killing off the community spirit which
currently exists.

In summary [ am strongly opposed to the development proposal submitted for the Metro shopping cenire,
The local community is strongly opposed. You cannot ignore our views. You have fo stop this development
application.

Signed: ' Kevin Rooney CEng MICE
Date: 20 August 2010

Address: 5 Victoria Road, Marrickville, NSW 2204
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The Hon. Carmel Tebbutt MP -
244 Mawarra Road, RECEIVED %[
MARRICKVILLE NSW 2204 25 AUG 2010 |

AT MARRICKVILLE |
Dear Minister Tebbutt,

I ask you to stop the expansion of the Marrickville Metro shopping centre because:

e The local road network appears to be currently operating at or over capacity with little -

opportunity for upgrade.

l'am a Chartered Civil Engineer with over 12 years experience in the industry. During my
career I have been involved in numerous new developments and been intensively involved
in the preparation of transport assessments and analysis of existing traffic conditions
together with the design of junction upgrades and remedial measures to mitigate the traffic
impact due to new developments.

A development of this scale will generate significant trips and as there are no proposals
within the application to provide any additional forms of public transport or improve the
existing services (a relocated bus shelter does not constitute an upgrade to public
transport) the developer is providing little choice but for these trips to be made by private
car.

All major junctions surrounding the existing development have already been upgraded to
signal controlled junctions (I understand as a condition of the original Metro Shopping
Centre planning approval) and during peak hour periods, both during the week and at the
weekend, traffic is queuing excessively, with the signals regularly not allowing the full
queue to flow through the junction. Even with careful re-phasing of the signals at these
junctions there would not be capacity to accommodate the level of traffic anticipated for an
extension of this scale.

In my professional opinion the opportunity does not exist to upgrade or improve the local
road network in order to accommodate the traffic generated by the development proposal.

¢ There islittle need for the Metro to be expanded.

The metro as it currently exists is a useful amenity to the local community, providing
shopping facilities for everyday use. An expanded metro would be a different shopping
experience, one which can be achieved locally both at Broadway and the City. Both of which
are easily accessible by public transport.

This is the type of shopping experience that people actually want to go' to a different area
for, it is not the type of shopping experience that they want on their doarstep. The travel is
part of the experience.

The developer is claiming that the proposal will be for the local community. This does not
appear to be the case, if anything it will be for people outside the local community who will
travel here to have that shopping experience.



e Negative impact on local amenities.

Without a doubt an expanded Metro will have a negative impact on local businesses and the
community spirit generated in our local shopping strips. Local stores will not be able to
compete with the chain stores that will occupy the Metro.

When the developer is finding it difficult to fill vacant units in the Metro they will lower
their rental values to entice local businesses, as originally was the case when the Metro was
first opened.

This will leave local businesses with little option other than shut up shop or move into the
Metro. Either choice will leave our local shopping strips with vacant units, which will lead

to a drop in patronage to these strips, therefore killing off the community spirit which
currently exists.

In summary I am strongly opposed to the development proposal submitted for the Metro shopping centre.
The local community is strongly opposed. You cannot ignore our views. You have to stop this development
application.

Signed: Kevin Rooney CEng MICE
Date: 20 August 2010

Address: 5 Victoria Road, Marrickville, NSW 2204
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Andrew Beattle OnEme Submass:on from Maruan Andrews (object)

From: Marian Andrews <marianandrews@hotmail.com:>>

To: Andrew Beattle <andrew.beattie@planning.nsw.gov.au>
Date: 19/08/2010 2:23 PM

Subject: Online Submission from Marian Andrews (object}

cC: <assessments@planning.nsw.gov.au>

The project is too large for the area and would impact badly upon the local amenity. Our roads are already
overcrowded and would not support the extra traffic without adversely affecting the people who live in the area.
The prospect of additional heavy vehicles is appalling - in fact there has been a heavy-vehicle curfew on Edgeware
Reoad between 10pm and 6am for many years in an effort by the local council to make life more bearable for the
people in the vicinity. We have ampte shopping opportunities with the current Metro and access to shops on King
Street. The proposed project is too high for an area of single-storey dwe[lings.’Ahd we don't need to lose a road,
even if it means gaining a patch of green - we have a very nice park two minutes walk away. This is
predominantely a residential neighbourhood.

Name: Marian Andrews

Address:
190 Edgeware Road, Newtown, 2042

IP Address: cpe-58-173-49-127.rgsel.ken.bigpond.net.auv - 58.173.49.127

Submission for Job: #3734 MP09_0191 - Marrickville Metro
https://majorprojects.onhiive.com/index.pl?action=view_job&id=3734

Site: #2118 Marrickville Metro - 35 Victoria Road, 13-55 Edinburg Road and within the Public Reserve of Smidmore

5t
hitps://majorprojects.onhiive.com/index.pl?action=view_site&id=2118

Andrew Beattie

P: 02 9228 6384
E: andrew.beattie@planning.nsw.gov.au

file://C:\Documents and Settings\abeattie\Local Settings\Temp\XPgrpwise\dC6D3E4... 23/08/2010



Page 1 of 1

Phil Pick

From; CUMMINSG, Dianne (nee Woolley) [dcummins@ambulance.nsw.gov.au]

Sent: Thursday, 19 August 2010 1:53 PM

To: Planning

Subject: MP_0191- 34 Victoria Road, 13-55 Edinburgh Road and part of Smidmore Street, Marrickville

Attachments: Tony Kelly.doc
Good Afterncon

Please find my attached objection to the proposed Metro Redevelopment.

Kind regards
Dianne Cummins

JOIN THE MOST TRUSTED PROFESSION
For more information visit Ambulance Recruitment at: www.ambulance.nsw.gov.au or call: (02)

9320 7823

Confidentiality Notice:

The information in this message is intended for the named recipients only. It may contain
privileged and confidential information. If you are not the intended recipient, you must not copy,
distribute, take any action in reliance on it or disclose any details of this message to any other
person or organisation. If you have received this message in error, please delete this copy.

‘The Ambulance Service of New South Wales has enabled e-mail filtering and monitoring.

19/08/2010



TO:

The Hon. Tony Keliy, ALGA MLC
Governor Macquarie Tower,
Level 34, 1 Farrer Place,
SYDNEY NSW 2000

planning@lpma.nsw.gov.au

Re: MP_0191
34 Victoria Road, 13-55 Edinburgh Road and part of Smidmore Street, Marrickville

Dear Minister Kelly,

As you are no doubt aware, AMP Capital Investors, owner of Marrickville Metro
Shopping Centre, has submitted plans to your department for the redevelopment of The
Marrickville Metro Shopping Centre.

AMP proposes a 115% increase in gross floor area and a 65% increase in parking for
Marrickville Metro. The plan includes prohibited development - expansion of retailing
on the industrial zoned land.

There are more than 2000 residences within 600m radius of the centre of Marrickville
Metro and over 11,000 residences within a 1 kilometre radius of the centre.

AMP Capital purports to be community focused and to have consulted with the local
community. However, in reality AMP contacted 1200 residents over a period of two
years, and the vast majority were not local residents. Furthermore, nobody consulted
were shown AMP’s plans to expand. The 1200 consulted were not given the opportunity
to comment on the size and scale of the expansion. The majority of local residents who
will be most negatively impacted by the development have not received contact from
AMP until a 3rd newsletter dated August 2010, nor were they door-knocked or
contacted by phone.

Phone polling was conducted at 2pm on a weekday related to shopping preference
rather than consultation on impact of proposed development of the Metro shopping
centre, about which no information was provided.

A community group opposing the expansion have communicated with more than 1500
local residents and almost all were under the misconception that Marrickville Metro
Shopping Centre is undergoing a “revitalisation”.

Residents assumed revitalisation meant modernising and renovating the current centre.
Nobody realised the actual size and scale of the proposed expansion.

AMP’s proposal for a shopping centre more than twice the size and height of the current
Marrickville Metro is not in sympathy will the surrounding built environment (three
sides of the existing centre are largely Federation and post-Federation cottages). Our
single lane residential streets were never intended to cope with the current shopping
centre, let alone one that is double in size and is projecting to attract approximately 5
million shoppers per year.

AMP’s traffic study has identified that traffic will increase by a minimum of 50%. At peak
times projected traffic increase is more. The report says that the surrounding roads
are currently already at maximum capacity. Currently peak traffic brings



surrounding streets to gridlock. The projected increase in traffic will seriously affect
many streets in Newtown, Enmore, St Peters and Sydenham in addition to the streets
around the Metro shopping centre.

Local Residents will experience a huge increase in trucks, cars, noise and air pollution
affecting our quality of life, and small businesses along our vibrant inner west shopping
strips will be ruined by the arrival of a giant shopping mall in the heart of our village.
Our shopping strips are community spaces, and they are integral to the diversity and
enjoyment of the suburb of Marrickville.

AMP has lodged a formal request with Marrickville Council to purchase Smidmore
Street. In return it is offering “open green space for community enjoyment”. Residents
have never asked for this, we have open green spaces in our parks, including Enmore
Park, located one block away. AMP’s true intention is to link the current Metro site with
the warehouse it purchased in Smidmore Street. AMP has no regard for how this will
worsen the traffic situation.

Members of the local community surveyed Smidmore Street on Saturday 31 July 2010.

The following number of vehicles used Smidmore Street in the duration of 3 hours:
11lam-12 noon - 994 vehicles
12 noon-1pm - 1052 vehicles
1pm-2pm - 1003 vehicles

Losing Smidmore Street will increase the burden of traffic on surrounding streets, which
if this proposal goes ahead, will increase by a minimum of 50%.
Expanding Marrickville Metro shopping centre by an additional 35,505 square metres
means:
e More than doubling current retail space and more than doubling the current
building height
4 million extra shoppers each year
More cars and trucks clogging local roads
More noise and air pollution
Devastation of our local shopping villages and businesses
Parking problems for local residents
Privatised community space

o & & € © @

Very few people in the Marrickville area are happy about this proposal now that we
understand it’s full scale. It has become a major issue that will decide votes in the
upcoming state election in March.

I am urging you to save Marrickville from this unsuitable development and not allow

this project to go ahead.

Dianne Cummins
76 Silver Street
St Peters NSW 2044

19 August 2010



Dianne Cummins
76 Silver Street
St Peters NSW 2044

19 August 2010

Director of Metropolitan Projects
Department of Planning

GPO Box 39

Sydney NSW 2001

RE: Major Project --MP_0191
34 Victoria road, 13-55 Edinburgh Road and part of Smidmore Street, Marrickville

I object to the above proposal on the grounds that

« it will clog local streets with traffic and delivery trucks
» it will cause parking chaos in Enmore and Marrickville
» it will devastate our local shopping villages and businesses
= it is not located in an area with suitable infrastructure for a shopping mall

= it is a grab for profit by AMP that will impact negatively on local residents and business

Yours sincerely

Dianne Cummins
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Andrew Beattue Onlme Submlss:on from Charlotte Melser (object)
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From: Chariotte Melser <charliemot@hotmail.com>

To: Andrew Beattie <andrew.beattie@planning.nsw.gov.au>
Date: 19/08/2010 9:25 PM

Subject: Online Submission from Charlotte Melser (object)

CC: <assessments@planning.nsw.gov.au>

I Lived in the Marrickville area for just over a year, and loved it diversity, creativity and sense of community.
I think it would be a huge shame for Sydney to loose such a thriving, creative suburb.

Marrickville is the Centre of so many artistic and creative projects, and is the heart of the Sydney Fringe
Fest.....Please don't let Sydney loose its creative hub!!t

Name: Charlotte Melser

Address:

7 Karewa st
Wanganui
New Zealand

IP Address: 124-197-25-121.callplus.net.nz - 124.197.25.121

Submission for Job: #3734 MP0Q9_0191 - Marrickville Metro
https://majorprojects.onhiive.com/index.pl?action=view_job&id=3734

Site: #2118 Marrickville Metro - 35 Victoria Road, 13-55 Edinburg Road and within the Public Reserve of Smidmore

St
https://majorprojects.onhiive.com/index.pi?action=view_site&id=2118

Andrew Beattie

P: 02 9228 6384
E: andrew.beattie@planning.nsw.gov.au

Powered by Internetrix Affinity
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| (23/08/2010) Andrew Beattie - Online Submission from Sally Browne (object)y "~~~ " T Page T |

From: Sally Browne <sally@themonkeyscobbler.com.au>

To: Andrew Beattie <andrew.beattie@planning.nsw.gov.au>
cC: <assessments@planning.nsw.gov.au>

Date: 20/08/201C 1:52 pm

Subject; Online Submission from Sally Browne (object)

Attachments: MP_0191_Submission.pdf

Please find attached my 10 page submission as a pdf document.

Name: Sally Browne

Address:
10 Murray Street Marrickville NSW 2204

IP Address: 203-206-231-218.perm.iinet.net.au - 203.206.231.218

Submission for Job: #3734 MP09_0191 - Marrickville Metro
https:/frajorprojects.onhiive.comfindex.pl?action=view_job&id=3734

Site: #2118 Marrickville Metro - 35 Victoria Road, 13-55 Edinburg Road and within the Public Reserve

of Smidmore St
https://majorprojects.onhiive.com/findex.pi?action=view_site&id=2118



Resident Submission.
Major Project: MP_0191

34 Victoria Road, 13-55 Edinburgh Road and part of
Smidmore Street, Marrickville
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10 Murray Street,
Marrickville,
NSW 2204

Director of Metropolitan Projects
Department of Planning

GPO Box 39

Sydney NSW 2001

RE: Major Project: MP_0191
34 Victoria Road, 13-55 Edinburgh Road and part of $midmore Street, Marrickville

7th September 2010
Dear Mr Waodland,

Thank you for the opportunity to provide a submission regarding the proposed expansion of the
Marrickville Metro shopping centre MP09-0191.

Firstly can [ say that a face lift’ for the current centre is well overdue and when [ heard about the
Marrickvilie Metro Shopping Centre ‘Revitalisation Project’ - as a resident who lives directly opposite
the current shopping centre - [ was pleased about the prospect of a renovation because the current
site has been allowed to fall into disrepair and has become extremely run down.

Like many local residents.] was led to believe by AMP Capital in their marketing material and
community consultation that "Revitalisation Project’ meant an upgrade to the existing centre,

T had no idea until I saw the plans on 28th Juty 2010 on the NSW Planning web site that AMP Capital
was proposing to more than double the height arid focrspace of the existing centre which as you are
no doubt aware is surrounded on 3 sides by single storey residential properties, incduding my own
much loved house.

Qur single lane residential roads are already at full capacity with traffic travelling to the current
shopping centre. AMP's own traffic report includes this critical fact, however AMP has provided no
solution to a 50% increase in traffic if the expansion is allowed to go ahead. There are already too many
large cars and articulated trucks passing through our small streets to service the eurrent centre. These
residential streets were never designed to service a shopping centre, let alone the expanded version

AMP is proposing.

I am not suggesting AMP Capital have not made efforts to fxy to find a sclution to these traffic issues
but unfortunately there will never be a traffic solution to accommodate a larger shopping mall
at this residential site. The only possible solution would be ta bulldoze the 1200 houses directly
surrounding the Metro and widen the roads! A plan the RTA scrapped years ago when they began
selling off the residential properties in the area they had reserved for roads and infrastructure.

There are many more issues that will negatively affect me and my family’s right to enjoy our home, as
well as massive negative impacts for the Marrickville community as a whole if this preposal is given
the green light, and for this reason | stronigly oppose the development.

A review of some of the key documents (noted as reviewed on page 9) and a knowledge of
the site has highlighted some important points which will negatively impact myself and my
neighbours and these form the basis of my decision to oppose this development.

A significant issue with the submissiori is the failure te recognise that the residential end of Muzrray
Street i part of the residential precinct of the néighbouring area. This part of Murray Street has similar
characteristics to Victoria aind Bourne Street and should be approached with the same consideration as the
development does for Victoria Street and Bourne Street. Similar Characteristics - residential land use,
built form, residential scale, suburban streetscape, tree-lined outlook.

I hope very much that even though you do not live in Marrickville, you can see the enormous negative
impact this inappropriate development will have on our community for many generations to come,
and that you will make the right decision regarding AMP's proposal and protect us from it

Yours Sincerely,
Sally Browne
[Marrickville Resident and business owner]

MP_pag1 Marrickville Metro Resident Submission | Page 2 of 10



Objection 1: The bulk and height of the proposed development on
the north east corner has a negative impact on the neighbouring
residential precinct in Murray Street,

The northern part of Murray Street has similar residential characteristics of Victoria and
Bourne Street and should be approached with the same consideration as the development
does for Victoria Street and Bourne Street. Setbacks on the north (30-45 metres) and
east (37 metres) on all levels of the development ensure that existing sightlines from the
neighbouring area are not eroded, and minimise the bulk of the development.

No setbacks are documented on the Murray Street elevation opposite the neighbouring houses.
The proposed ‘variegated edge’ to the building along Murray Street may be an appropriate way
to soften the bulk of the development opposite industrial sites, but is not suited to a residential
precinct on the northeast corner of the site. This variegated building edge, together with two
rising vehicle ramps and an overhanging carpark that extends to the boundary 14 metres above
the street level offers the residents an overly complicated, bulky, visually dominating proposal
that will negatively impact on the adjacent residential precinct.

Setbacks to the upper levels along Murray Street are noted as negotiable in the Consultant
reports, We strongly urge that setbacks along Murray Street in front of the residential precinct be
implemented in a similar response to other streets.

References
Architectural Report Sheet 14: outlines negotiable’ bulk
Architectural Report Sheet 20: introduces the variegated edge to soften the bulk

Environmental Assessment Report Final 160710 Page 20: Documents the setbacks to Victoria
and Bourne Street

Bt
A ;} b

vacant residential block 8 murray st 10 jrutray st 12 murray st 14 murray st

Shot token of the residential Precinct.of Murray Street, (North Eost corner) directly oppasite the Morrickvitle Metro.
These praperties are 1om from the current Metro wall/boundary. | do net own a penoramic camera, so this shat has
been patched together using 3 photographs, There are 4 fomify homes on this section of Murray street: 8, 10, 12,14
and one targe vacont block which is zoned residential ond currently owned by the RTA.

MP_oig1 Marrickville Metro Residert Submission | Poge 3 of 1o



AMP’s proposed site drawing of the upper level. The yellow areas indicate

the residential areas that have been excluded in AMP’s plans to setback the
most built up parts of the site. These properties in particular will be impacted
by the proposed new height of the additional levels (14 metres above street
level) and a large three level circular carpark ramp which introduces a new

source of air pollution to the area.

plantd
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KEY:
Residential properties in the North east residential precinct of Murray Street

% My house (16 Murray street}

MP_o191 Marrickville Metre Resident Submission | Poge 4 of 16



Objection 2: The location of the vehicle ramp on the corner of
Murray and Victoria Street is not in an inappropriate location
for a residential precinct and will have a negative impact on the
neighbouring houses.

The location of the circular ramp at the northeast corner of the site is objected on visual,
acoustic and environmental grounds.

The form of the circular ramps is in sharp contrast to the scale and aesthetic of the existing
heritage wall and streetscape. The scale and form of structure protruding above the heritage
wall erodes the significance of the wall and does not sit comfortably in a residential street.

This permanent structure will undoubtedly outlast any existing trees that provide temporary
screening, and so a more sensitive architectural form should be proposed on this part of the site,

There is a concern that night time use of the vehicle ramp will generate moving lights from vehicle
headlights and tail lights. Although the balustrade of the ramp may prevent direct light from
headlights extending beyond the building, the moving cars wili be visible as they use the ramp.
The introduction of a structure that generates illuminated moving lights is not appropriate fora
residential street and will have a negative impact on the visual amenity of the surrounding area.

The noige generated from vehicles using the ramps is a concern for the residents in the
surrounding area. The use of vehicles brakes, horns, car acceleration and idling engines are always
greater on ramps and they generate noise. Although the lower parts of the ramp are buffered with
the existing heritage wall and new walls along Murray Street, the ramps rise above this buffer and
allow azny vehicle noise generated on the ramp to travel directly to the neighbouring area. This will
have a negative impact on the acoustic amenity of the surrounding area.

The exhaust fumes from vehicles using the ramp introduce a new source of air pollution for
the neighbouring properties. The proposal has moved the existing ramps and existing source
of car exhaust from the centre of the site to the Murray Street elevation in closer proximity to

residential houses.

The number of cars using the ramp will also increase with this development. This will impact
negatively on the environmental amenity of the surrounding area.

MP_o191 Marrickville Metro Resident Submission | Page 5 of 15



Victoria street
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Current View of the North East residential precinct taken from my front porch at 10 Murray Street including existing
trees and the historic facade that creates a pleasant outlook for the residents of Murray Street.

elevation and
carpark circular
without setbock
witl olso affect
these residentiof
properties af the
murray street

end of victoria . .
st both visuolly Shot of existing mature trees in Murray street taken from the
and acoustically, comer of Murray stizet facing north showing other residential

properties excluded in the North East plans to respect
residentic] arees. The additional elevation end carpark circufar
and removal of existing trees will have a dameging impact en
houses both in Murray street and part of Victorio street.

Saciive sages 5 the term psed i the propsal to describe areas where signagefmorketing meterial wil be disployed.
reference: Architectural report part 2 - page xi-site sununary

MP_o1gy Marrickville Metro Resident Submission | Page 6 of 10



Objection 3: The proposal in the landscape drawings to remove
the existing trees along Murray Street and replace them with new
trees will have a negative impact on the streetscape.

The landscape plan indicates the removal and replacement of the Murray Street trees.
This will seriously impact on the streetscape.

The existing trees provide scale to the street and offer a pleasant outlook to residents. Their
removal will accentuate the bulk and scale of the proposed development and will expose a
building elevation that doesnot relate to the street. Replacing the existing trees will have a
negative impact o the amenity of the streetscape.

References
Landscape Drawings Technical 5 : Existing trees to be replaced

Arborists Report Appendix 1 pages 25-27: Recommmendation to retain trees on Murray Street

Environmental Assessment Report Final 160710 Page 22: Existing trees to Murray Street to be
monitored and replaced at the end of their life.

Shot of existing mature trees taken from the front garden of Shot of existing mature trees in Murray street taken from
8 Murray street facing west towards Victoria street the corner of Victoria stréet focing south.

-Shot of existing mature trees in Murray street taken from the ﬁnbtpdtﬁ outside 8 Murray street Jooking south towards
Smidmare street. The mature trees provide screening and help block resident’s vievss of the shopping mail, Jf they are
removed the area will become a ‘concrete jungle’.

MP._0191 Marrickville Metro Resident Submission | Pagi 7 of io



Objection 4: The proposal in the Statement of Commitments to
increase deliveries at the North Murray Street ‘rationalised” dock to
24 hours is objected on acoustic and health grounds.

AMP Capital expects 24 hour operations at all loading docks. Clearly this is not acceptable in a
residential area.

The current operating times for the Murray Street Loading dock are 7am - 7pm. An increase in
operational hours is completely unacceptable to the surrounding residents who have a basic human
right to 8 hours uninterrupted sleep per night, as well as a few hours respite in the evening before bed
from the heavy traffic, delivery trucks, noisy shopping trelley collections, afarms, rubbish compactors,
street cleaners using leaf blowers, garbage removal and the general constant noise pollution generated
from the shopping mall throughout the day, 7 days a week.

The proponent has suggested limiting the Murray street loading dock to “no more than one semi trailer
vehicle delivery per night”. DELIVERY BY ANY VEHICLE IS UNACCEPTABLE BETWEEN THE HOURS
OF 7PM AND 7AM for the following reasons:

1. Thanks to the current 7pm-7am nightly curfew, Murray street and victoria street are whisper-
quiet leafy residential streets in the evenings and the curfew provides a welcome and
absolutely necessary retief for residents.

2. Currently the Murray Street loading dock is closed to all delivery vehicles between the hours of
7pm and 7am. The reason for this is that in the dead quiet of night delivery trucks in residential
streets are incredibly noisy and wake the residents up due to compression braking, reverse
beeping and the loud banging of goods being unloaded. Large semi trailers are extremely noisy
but so are small delivery trucks after hours, Even the sound of a sliding van door makes a very
loud noise that wakes up the entire neighbourhood when the streets are quiet and empty.

Whilst [ appreciate the proposed measures to move the loading dock a little further away from
residential properties and line the dock with noise absorptive material, I know from experience
that truck noise travels a very long way and is magnified at night. These proposed measures do
rict protect residents from the fact that these delivery trucks will be travelling past our bedroom
windoews all through the night while we are trying to sleep and doesn’t protect us from the loud
reverse beeping that the trucks will make as they will be turning into the docks.

The very nature of our federation style single story homes means that the majority of bedrooms
are situated at the front of the house, Windows need to be open throughout the summer months
for adequate ventilation. Allowing these delivery trucks 24 hours access to the docks will make
resident’s lives unbearable.

3. The proponent’s ‘solution’ to this issue is to "direct that heavy vehicles access the Loading docks
via Edinburgh Road". This suggestion is too laissez faire and impossible to police.

From experience residents and metro operations staff are well aware that the truck drivers
cannot be managed. For example, the Metro had to install a chained barrier in the current
Murray st loading dock because the drivers ignored the 7pm -7am nightly curfew and continued
to illegally unload goods during the night, creating major steep disturbances for the surrounding
residents.

A security guard from the metro now chains the barrier up each evening at 7pm to ensure no
detiveries are made whilst people are sleeping and unchains it again at 7am sharp when the
noisy deliveries recornmence. But sometimes even these barriers don't stop the delivery trucks!
My neighbours and I have been woken up on numerous occasions in the small hours by trucks
illegally unloading over the barriers into the Murray Street loading dock.
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AMP Capital and it’s operations managers are unable to control truck driver arrival times at present with
deliveries between 7pm and 7am banned, and simply having an operations plan for the new development
and asking drivers not to use certain roads is impossible to enforce and is not guarantee enough for
residents whose health and wellbeing is at stake when thése rules get broken in the middle of the night.
AND THEY WILL AND DO GET BROKEN.

4. It can be agsumed that 24 hour car park operations are also expected. The car park circular ramps
proposed over residential precincts will also keep us awake.

The residents of Murray Street and Victoria Street currently do tolerate the occasional curfew breach
in the small hours regarding the loading dock. However, we must absolutely insist on the continual
enforcement of current 7pm - 7am nightly ban on deliveries so that there is at Jeast a standard
that needs to be upheld. If these strict hours of loading dock operation are not kept, our lives will
become unbearable and residents’ health will deteriorate due to sleep deprivation.

Reference:

Environmental Assessment Report Final 160710 pdf -Statement of Commitments for Concept Plan Page 84-85

A Victoria Street residence displaying the owner’s feeﬁngs towards the proposed Marrickvitle Metro 'expansibr_t —'A sentiment shared by the
vast majority of the Marrickville community including Marrickville council,
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10 Murray Street,
Marricloville,
NSW 2204

Director of Metropolitan Projects
Department of Planning

GPO Box 39

Sydney NSW 2001

RE: Major Project: MP_0191
34 Victoria Road, 13-55 Edinburgh Road and part of Smidmore Street, Marrickville

Dear Mr Woodland,

Thank you for the opportunity to provide a submission regarding the proposed expansion of the
Marrickville Metro shopping centre MP03-0191.

Firstly can I say that a ‘face lift’ for the current centre is well overdue and when I heard about the
Marrickville Metro Shopping Centre ‘Revitalisation Project’ - as a resident who lives directly opposite
the current shopping centre — ] was pleased about the prospect of 2 renovation because the current
site has been allowed to fall into disrepair and has become extremaely run down.

Like many local residents I was led to believe by AMP Capital in their marketing material and
community consultation that “Revitalisation Project’ meant an upgrade to the existing centre.

I had no idea until I saw the plans on 28th July 2010 on the NSW Planning web site that AMP Capital
was proposing to more than double the height and floorspace of the existing centre which as you are
no doubt aware is surrounded on 3 sides by single storey residential properties, incduding my own

much loved house.

Our single lane residential roads are already at full capacity with traffic travelling to the current
shopping centre. AMP's own traffic report includes this critical fact, however AMP has provided no
solution to a 50% increase in traffic if the expansion is allowed to go shead. There are already too many
large cars and articulated trucks passing through our small streets to service the current centre. These
residential streets were never designed to service a shopping centre, let alone the expanded version

AMP is proposing.

[ am not suggesting AMP Capital have not made efforts to try to find a solution to these traffic issues
but unfortunately there will never be a traffic solution to accommodate a larger shopping mall
at this residential site. The only possible solution would be to bulldoze the 1200 houses directly
surrounding the Metro and widen the roads! A plan the RTA scrapped years ago when they began
selling off the residential properties in the area they had reserved for roads and infrastructure.

There are many more issues that will negatively affect me and my family’s right to enjoy our home, as
well as massive negative impacts for the Marrickville community as a whole if this proposal is given

the green light, and for this reason I strongly oppose the development.

A review of some of the key documents (noted as reviewed on page 9) and a knowledge of
the site has highlighted some important points which will negatively impact myself and my
neighbours and these form the basis of my decision to oppose this development.

A significant issue with the submission is the failure to recognise that the residential end of Murray

Street is part of the regidential precinct of the neighbouring area. This part of Murray Street has similar
characteristics to Victoria and Bourne Street and should be approached with the same consideration as the
development does for Victoria Street and Bourne Street. Similar Characteristics — residential land use,
built form, residential scale, suburban streetscape, tree-lined outlock.

1 hope very much that even though you do not live in Marrickville, you can see the enormous negative
impact this inappropriate development will have on our community for many generations to come,
and that you will make the right decision regarding AMP's proposal and protect us from it.

Yours Sincerely,

Sally Browne
[Marrickville Resident and business owner]

MP_o191 Marrickville Metro Resident Submission | Page 2 of 10



Objection 1: The bulk and height of the proposed development on
the north east corner has a negative impact on the neighbouring
residential precinct in Murray Street.

The northern part of Murray Street has similar residential characteristics of Victoria and
Bourne Street and should be approached with the same consideration as the development
does for Victoria Street and Bourne Street. Sethacks on the north (30-45 metres) and
east {37 metres) on all levels of the development ensure that existing sightlines from the
neighbouring area are not eroded, and minimise the bulk of the development.

No setbacks are documented on the Murray Street elevation opposite the neighbouring houses.
The proposed ‘variegated edge’ to the building along Murray Street may be an appropriate way
to soften the bulk of the development opposite industrial sites, but is not suited to a residential
precinct on the northeast corner of the site. This variegated building edge, together with two
rising vehicle ramps and an overhanging carpark that extends to the boundary 14 metres above
the street level offers the residents an overly complicated, bulky, visually dominating proposal
that will negatively impact on the adjacent residential precinct.

Setbacks to the upper levels along Murray Street are noted as negotiable in the Consultant
reports. We strongly urge that setbacks along Murray Street in front of the residential precinct be

implemented in a similar response to other streets.

References

Architectural Report Sheet 14: outlines ‘negotiable’ bulk

Architectural Report Sheet 20: introduces the variegated edge to soften the bulk

Environmental Assessment Report Final 160710 Page 20: Documents the setbacks to Victoria
and Bourne Street

14 murray st

voeant residential block 8 murray st 10 murray st 12 murray st

Shot taken of the residential Precinct of Murray Street, {North East corner) directly opposite the Marrickville Metro.
These properties are 10m from the current Metro well/boundary. | do not own @ panoramic camers, so this shot has
been potched together using 3 photographs. There are 4 family homes on this section of Murray street: 8, 10, 12,14
and one large vacant block which is zoned residentic! and currently owned by the RTA,
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AMP’s proposed site drawing of the upper level. The yellow areas indicate
the residential areas that have been excluded in AMP’s plans to setback the

most built up parts of the site. These properties in particular will be impacted
by the proposed new height of the additional levels (14 metres above street
level) and a large three level circular carpark ramp which introduces a new

source of air pollution to the area.

BauRNg STREET

KEY:
Residential properties in the North east residential precinct of Murray Street

ﬁ My house (20 Murray street)
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Objection 2: The location of the vehicle ramp on the corner of
Murray and Victoria Street is not in an inappropriate location
for a residential precinct and will have a negative impact on the

neighbouring houses.

The location of the circular ramp at the northeast corner of the site is objected on visual,

acoustic and environmental grounds.

The form of the circular ramnps is in sharp contrast to the scale and aesthetic of the existing
heritage wall and streetscape. The scale and form of structure protruding above the heritage
wall erodes the significance of the wall and does not sit comfortably in a residential street.

This perrnanent structure will undoubtedly outlast any existing trees that provide temporary
screening, and so a more sensitive architectural form should be proposed on this part of the site.

There is a concern that night time use of the vehicle ramp will generate moving lights from vehicle
headlights and tail lights. Although the balustrade of the ramp may prevent direct light from
headlights extending beyond the building, the moving cars will be visible as they use the ramp.
The introduction of a structure that generates illuminated moving lights is not appropriate for a
residential street and will have a negative impact on the visual amenity of the surrounding area.

The noise generated from vehicles using the ramps is a concern for the residents in the
surrounding area. The use of vehicles brakes, horns, car acceleration and idling engines are always
greater on ramps and they generate noise. Although the lower parts of the ramp are buffered with
the existing heritage wall and new walls along Murray Street, the ramps rise above this buffer and
allow any vehiele noise generated on the ramp to travel directly to the neighbouring area. This will
have a negative impact on the acoustic amenity of the surrounding area.

The exhaust fumes from vehicles using the ramp introduce a new source of air pollution for
the neighbouring properties. The proposal has moved the existing ramps and existing source
of car exhaust from the centre of the site to the Murray Street elevation in doser proximity to

residential houses.

The number of cars using the ramp will also increase with this development. This will impact
negatively on the environmental amenity of the surrounding area.
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elevation ond
corpark circular
without sethack
will also affect
these residential
properties at the
muray street
end of victoria

st both visually
and acoustically.

e

e T T i

Victoria street

Projected View of the North East residential precinct from my front porch at 10 Murray Street including replacement of trees,
additional height without setbacks, *active edges and installation of circular carpark ramp.

Shot of existing meture trees in Murray street taken from the
corner of Murray street facing north showing other residential
properties excluded in the North East plans to respect
residential areas. The additional elevation ond corpark circular
ord removal of existing trees will have @ domoging impact on
houses both in Murray street and part of Victoria street.

*active edges is the term used in the propsof to describe areas where signoge/marketing material will be displayed.
reference: Architectural report part 2 - page 11-site sumimnary
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Objection 3: The proposal in the landscape drawings to remove
the existing trees along Murray Street and replace them with new
trees will have a negative impact on the streetscape.

The Iandscape plan indicates the removal and replacement of the Murray Street trees.
This will seriously impact on the streetscape.

The existing trees provide scale to the street and offer a pleasant outlook to residents. Their
removal will accentuate the bulk and scale of the proposed development and will expose a
building elevation that does not relate to the street. Replacing the existing trees will have a
negative impact on the amenity of the streetscape.

References
Landscape Drawings Technical 5 : Existing trees to be replaced

Arborists Report Appendix 1 pages 25-27: Recommendation to retain trees on Murray Street

Environmental Assessment Report Final 160710 Page 22+ Existing trees to Murray Street to be
monitored and replaced at the end of their life.

Shot of existing mature trees token from the front garden of Shot of existing mature trees in Murray street taken from
8 Murray street facing west towards Victoria street the corner of Victoria street facing south.

.
o

Shot of existing mature trees in Murray street token from the footpath outside 8 Murray street locking south towards
Smidmore street. The mature trees provide screening and help block resident’s views of the shopping mall. If they are
removed the aren will become a ‘concrete jungle’
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Objection 4: The proposal in the Statement of Commitments to
increase deliveries at the North Murray Street ‘rationalised’ dock to
24 hours is objected on acoustic and health grounds.

AMP Capital expects 24 hour operations at all loading docks. Clearly this is not acceptable in a

residential area.

The current operating times for the Murray Street Loading dock are 7am - 7pm. An increase in
operational hours is completely unacceptable to the surrounding residents who have a basic human
right to 8 hours uninterrupted sleep per night, as well as a few hours respite in the evening before bed
from the heavy traffic, delivery trucks, noisy shopping trolley collections, alarms, rubbish compactors,
street cleaners using leaf blowers, garbage removal and the general constant noise pollution generated
from the shopping mall throughout the day, 7 days a week.

The proponent has suggested limiting the Murray street loading dock to “no more than one semi trailer
vehicle delivery per night”. DELIVERY BY ANY VEHICLE IS UNACCEPTABLE BETWEEN THE HOURS

OF 7PM AND 7AM for the following reasons:

1. Thanks to the current 7pm-7am nightly curfew, Murray street and victoria street are whisper-
quiet leafy residential streets in the evenings and the curfew provides a welcome and

absolutely necessary relief for residents.

2. Currently the Murray Street loading dock is closed to all delivery vehicles between the hiours of
7pm and 7am., The reason for this is that in the dead quiet of night delivery trucks in residential
streets are incredibly noisy and wake the residents up due to compression braking, reverse
beeping and the loud banging of goods being unloaded. Large semi trailers are extremely noisy
but so are small delivery trucks after hours. Even the sound of a sliding van door makes a very
loud noise that wakes up the entire neighbourhood when the streets are quiet and empty.

Whilst I appreciate the proposed measures to move the loading dock a little further away from
residential properties and line the dock with noise absorptive material, I know from experience
that truck noise travels a very long way and is magnified at night. These proposed measures do
not protect residents from the fact that these delivery trucks will be travelling past our bedroom
windows all through the night while we are trying to sleep and doesn't protect us from the loud
reverse beeping that the trucks will make as they will be turning into the docks.

The very nature of our federation style single story homes means that the majority of bedrooms
are situated at the front of the house. Windows need to be open throughout the summer months
for adequate ventilation. Allowing these delivery trucks 24 hours access to the docks will make

resident’s lives unbearable.

3. The proponent’s ‘solution’ to this issue is to “direct that heavy vehicles access the Loading docks
via Edinburgh Road”. This suggestion is too laissez faire and impossible to police.

From experience residents and metro operations staff are well aware that the truck drivers
cannot be managed. For example, the Metro had to install a chained barrier in the current
Murray st loading dock because the drivers ignored the 7pm -7am nightly curfew and continued
to illegally unload goods during the night, creating major sleep disturbances for the surrounding

residents.

A security guard from the metro now chains the barrier up each evening at 7pm to ensure no
deliveries are made whilst people are sleeping and unchains it again at 7am sharp when the
noisy deliveries recommence. But sometimes even these barriers don't stop the delivery trucks!
My neighbours and T have been woken up on numerous occasions in the small hours by trucks
illegally unloading over the barriers into the Murray Street loading dock.
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AMP Capital and it's operations managers are unable to control truck driver arrival times at present with
deliveries between 7pm and 7am banned, and simply having an operations plan for the new development
and asking drivers not to use certain roads is impossible to enforce and is not guarantee enough for
residents whose health and wellbeing is at stake when these rules get broken in the middle of the night.
AND THEY WILL AND DO GET BROKEN.

4. It can be assumed that 24 hour car park operations are also expected. The car park circular ramps
proposed over residential precinets will also keep us awake.

The residents of Murray Street and Victoria Street currently do tolerate the occasional curfew breach
in the small hours regarding the loading dock. However, we must absolutely insist on the continual
enforcement of current 7pm - 7am nightly ban on deliveries so that there is at least a standard
that needs to be upheld. If these strict hours of loading dock operation are not kept, our lives will
become unbearable and residents’ health will deteriorate due to sleep deprivation.

Reference:

Environmental Assessment Report Final 160710.pdf -Statement of Commitments for Concept Plan Page 84-85

A Victoria Street residence displaying the owner’s feelings towards the proposed Marrickville Metro expansion — A sentiment shared by the
vast majority of the Marrickville community including Marrickville council.
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From: Sally Browne [sally=themonkeyscobbler.com.au@sendgrid.info] on behalf of sally browne
[sally@themonkeyscabbler.com.au]

Sent: Wednesday, 1 September 2010 3:53 PM

To: Planning

Subject: NO MARRICKVILLE METRO EXPANSION

Dear Minister Tony Kelly,

Marrickville Metro desperately needs a facelift. AMP Capital doesn’t need to double
its size to do this. The Metre is in a residential area surrounded by single lane
roads. An expansion will bring 56% more traffic te the already at capacity area.

Expanding the Metro Shopping Centre by 44,000 sgm means:

® More than doubling current retail space and more than
doubling the current building height

° 4 million extra shoppers each year

¢ At least 56% more cars and trucks clogging local roads/daily gridlock ¢ More
litter, abandoned trolleys, noise and air pollution ¢ Devastation of our local
shopping villages and businesses ¢ Parking problems for shoppers and local residents e
Removal of established trees ¢ Privatised community space

As minister for planning, I ask you to save the residents, business owners and inner
west community from this massive over development.



srice Marrickville - Marrickville Metro Expansion

From: Sally Browne <sally@themonkeyscobbler.com.aus

To: <marrickville @ parliament.nsw.gov.au>
Date: 13/07/2010 6:08:47 pm

Subject: - Marrickville Metro Expansion

Dear Minister Tebhutt,

Fam writing to BEG YOU not to allow AMP capital to expand the Marrickville Metro shopping centre.
As a neighbour of the current centre | am extremely worried about their expansion plans for so many
reasons.

The centre's site is in the middle of a residential area where most of our houses are single story. ..
federation. Our residential sireets are already clogged to the max with traffic and large delivery trucks
at all times of the day. There are no main access roads to the centre, only our residential streets that
were never designed for the type of shopping centre traffic they already endure.

AMP plans to expand the current centre by 32,000m2 adding extra retail levels and 720 more car
parking spaces. All the extra traffic, pollution, delivery trucks, litter and noise will be unbearable for the
approximate 2000 households surrounding the centre. It's already bad enough!

! haveheard that AMP have bypassed the local council who oppose this development, and are -
submitting ision proposal directly to the state government. This really goes to show how
little regard AMP has for the needs and wants of the neighbolring commnity it claims to be building a
new ' '

opping centre for.

‘The Marrickville Metro used to be a lovely old heritage Flour factory. Somehow in 1987 they got
permission fo turn it into an ugly concrete shopping mall. They left a smallfacade of the original brick
heritage building at the front facing victoria street, and then knocked down all the sides to make the
current loading docks in Murray Street. It's:unbelievable 1o think they would be able to do that toa
heritage building in the middle of a residential area.-| would have hoped we would have learned

something from that and it would never happen again.

Please, | urgé you to consider the people of MarricKville and do everything in your power to stop this _
unnecessary expansion.

Yours Sincerely,
Sally Browne

(0 Morpe Shreet
CMamcditle NIW 220
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Electm'ate()fﬁce Marrzckvﬂie Marrickvﬁle Metro Redevelopment piease help us

From: sallybrowne <sally@themonkeyscobbler.com.au>
To: <marrickville@parliament.nsw.gov.au>

Date: 9/08/2010 1:13 PM

Subject: Marrickville Metro Redevelopment please help us

Dear Carmel Tebbutt,
I am writing in desperation to plead with you to help us - the residents who live in close proximity to the Marrickville Metro
Shopping Centre.

My appeal is regarding the proposed expansion of the current small scale shopping centre that exists in our restdential area. [ am not
denying that the metro needs a face fift; Amp has let the centre fall into disrepair, and my street in particular is an eye sore. [ agree
that some form of redevelopment needs to occur, however, the sheer scale of this proposal will have an extremely negative impact on
the surrounding residential area and is causing a great deal of stress and anxiety for the people who live close by.

L am not scare mongering and poo poo-ing development for the sake of it. I have thoroughly read the plans that became available on
the NSW planning web site 2 weeks ago. There are literally hundreds of pages and it’s virtually impossible for the average person
{who also works full time) to go through and understand what's at stake.

Amp have had a large team of professionals working on this proposal for many months while us residents have just 30 days to try and
make sense of this proposal and submit our objections. This is completely unfair and favours a culture of large corporate development
over the needs and safety of the community.

My neighbours and I have employed the help of a qualified architect with experience in shopping centres to fielp us understand Amp’s
Proposal and I have to say that I feel sick in the stomach and completely stressed out about it even more now that I can understand
what is actually being proposed.

I urge you to familiarise yourself with the plans so that you can fight for your community and completely understand what is being
proposed in your electorate.

I have lived in Marrickville for 10 years, My husband and I purchased our first home 3 years ago in Murray Street. We are pregnant
with our first child and chose this house because of it's close proximity to Ermore park and St Pius school. The current shopping
centre was not a major issue for us because it lives behind a heritage facade, is surrounded by trees and is single story plus & carpark
level which cannot be seen from our house due to a generous setback and the closure of the north east comer of the carpark (which
would have been closed due to noise complaints from residents).

Currently our house looks out onto a heritage wall and large fig tree and the neighbouring federation single story cottages on the
corner of Victoria Street, and before we purchased the house we researched the centre’s operating hours, loading dock times and were
pleased about the fact that Murray Street is a very quict street after Spm at night. This is due to a 7pm - 7am curfew for the loading
dock delivery times which means no deliveries are allowed during those times. Occasionally a truck will break the curfew and deliver
in the middle of the pight and the compression braking, beeping noise, flashing lights and banging of the actual heavy goods
unloading lasts for over an hour and wakes up the entire area in the dead quiet of night. This is quite distressing when it occurs but I
have learned to accept a once in a while occurrence of this sort of sleep disturbance when the general rule is no deliveries during the
night.

In Amp’s expansion plans they are proposing to have the largest loading dock for the new expanded centre located on Murray Street
(my residential street) and this loading dock is to be operational for 24 hours 7 days a week!

This is completely unacceptable for us residents and will cause sleep deprivation for the entire area. The proposed loading dock will
be moved slightly further down Murray street away from the houses which is a good thing, and whilst the proposal includes some sort
of sound insulation, but what it fails to address is that these enormous articulated trucks still need to travel through our single lane
residential streets, past people’s bedrooms which tend to be located at the front of the house (especially in our mostly single story
federation houses) to access the dock throughout the night and very early moming. Amp suggests that they will discourage trucks
from entering via Edgeware road/Murray street but we have no guarantee or plan on how they plan to police this. Simply asking the
drivers not to use a road is not good enough and we have past experience of the drivers pleasing themselves when they decide to break
the 7-7 curfew.

The loading dock size and proposed operating times is just one of the many objections I have with thé plans. There are so many
inclusions in their plans that will make our fives unbearable as residents - too many to include in this letter to you. They include
established tree removal, Doubling the height and scale of the centre, a multilevel carpark spiral that will tower over my house, extra
signage and advertising material on the walls spoiling mine and my neighbour's outlook and covering the existing historic wall on
Murray street, more traffic congestion and pollution affecting our health as more cars and trucks become backed up on our already
congested small residential roads, not to mention the greater impact this is going to have on the entire Marrickville community.

My first pregnancy should be a joyous time. Instead I find myself sick with worry and unable to sleep becauvse I am so terrified that
this massive expansion (which has completely disregarded the north east point of Murray Street and Victoria Street as a residential
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arca) will be allowed {o go shead.

What's at stake for me personally is the future of my house and my basic human right to enjoy peace and quiet in my house without
feeling threatened, the health and safety of my family and the area of Marrickville

which I have chosen as my home to bring up my family. I have made a commitment to the area, and invested in Marrickville by way
of purchasing my house as well as running a business with my husband that employs 6 full time staff. As a labour voter { am asking
for your commitment in protecting me and my community from the expansion. I cannot afford to move house and do not want to
leave Marrickville, and why should the residents and businesses of this area be bullied into selling up and moving on?

Here’s a thought .... If I want to build a shed in my backyard I have to prove to council that this will not impact on my neighbour’s
enjoyment of his house. Which is fair enough! Why, then do we have a Pro developer law that could allow a huge shopping centre
{and all the negative impacts that go with it's running) to be built on the doorsteps of 50 many little houses?

Please help us to scale down this shopping centre. PLEASE!

Sincerely,
Concerned resident,
Sally Browne

IO eru\zj ‘?Wk
Me eredwoitle 2204
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. ElectorateOffice Marrickville - resident submission marrickville metroattached

From:
To:
Date:
Subjeci:

Dear Carmel,

sallybrowne <Sally@themonkeyscobbler.com.au>
<marrickville @ parliament.nsw.gov.au>
23/08/2010 11:35 am

resident submission marrickville metro attached

My neighbour Stella told me about the extension you managed to organise for the community for the
planning submissions regarding The Matro redevelopment.
That's great news, thank you!

She also told me that she and her husband met with you last week and discussed some of the big
issues specifically facing the residents of Murray Street if this monster gets the green light.

I live next door to Stella and I'm also very stressed out at the prospect of a bigger shopping centre
and carpark toweting over my property and the health issues my family will face as a result,

As requested here is a copy of my submission that | have emailed to NSW planning, my worries and
objections are laid out in this document (pdf).

{ hope ymj get a chance to read it before passing on to Tony Kelly so that you can truly understand the
ramifications of the planned development for the residents in close proximity to the development site.

Thanks again for your support,

Regards,

Sally Browne,

10 Muiray Street,
Marrickville

0412 255 329



Resident Submission.
Vajor Project: MP_0191

34 \/ictoria Road, 13-55 Edinburgh Road and part of
omidmore Street, Marrickville

Table of Contents:

COVEE TOLLET oottt page 2
ODbJeCtioN L.ttt et et page 3
ODJECHON 2 ottt page 4
ODJECHON 3 ..ttt page 6
ODBJECHON 4 ..ottt et e e page 7
List of reviewed documents..........ccccomemnrerennsrse e page 10

MP_o1g1 Marrickville Metra Resident Submission | Page 1 of 10



10 Murray Street,

Marrickville,
NSW 2204
Director of Metropolitan Projects
Department of Planning
GPO Box 39
Sydney NSW 2001

RE: Major Project: MP_0191
34 Victoria Road, 13-55 Edinburgh Road and part of Smidmore Street, Marrickville
Dear Mr Woodland,

Thank you for the opportunity to provide a submission regarding the proposed expansion of the
Marrickville Metro shopping centre MP09-0191.

Firstly can I say that a ‘face lift’ for the current centre is well overdue and when I heard about the
Marrickville Metro Shopping Centre ‘Revitalisation Project’ - as a resident who lives diractly opposite
the current shopping centre - I was pleased about the prospect of a renovation because the current
site has been allowed to fall into disrepair and has become extremely run down.

Like many local residents I was led to believe by AMP Capital in their marketing material and
community consultation that “Revitalisation Project’ meant an upgrade to the existing centre.

Thad no idea until I saw the plans on 28th July 2010 on the NSW Planning web site that AMP Capital
was proposing to more than double the height and floorspace of the existing centre which as you are
no doubt aware is surrounded on 3 sides by single storey residential properties, including my own
much loved house.

Our single lane residential roads are already at full capacity with traffic travelling to the current
shopping centre. AMP’s own traffic report includes this critical fact, however AMP has provided no
solution to a 50% increase in traffic if the expansion is allowed to go ahead. There are already too many
large cars and articulated trucks passing through our small streets to service the current centre. These
residential streets were never designed to service a shopping centre, let alone the expanded version
AMP is proposing.

T am not suggesting AMP Capital have not made efforts to try to find a solution to these traffic issues
but unfortunately there will never be a traffic solution to accommodate a larger shopping mall
at this residential site. The only possible solution would be to bulldoze the 1200 houses directly
surrounding the Metro and widen the roads! A plan the RTA scrapped years ago when they began
selling off the residential properties in the area they had reserved for roads and infrastructure.

There are many more issues that will negatively affect me and my family’s right to enjoy our home, as )
well as massive negative impacts for the Marrickville community as a whole if this proposal is given
the green light, and for this reason I strongly oppose the development.

A review of some of the key documents (noted as reviewed on page 9) and a knowledge of
the site has highlighted some important points which will negatively impact myself and my
neighbours and these form the basis of my decision to oppose this development.

A significant issue with the submission is the failure to recognise that the residential end of Murray

Street is part of the residential precinct of the neighbouring area. This part of Murray Street has similar
characteristics to Victoria and Bourne Street and should be approached with the same consideration as the
development does for Victoria Street and Bourne Street. Similar Characteristics - residential land use,
built form, residential scale, suburban streetscape, tree-lined outlook.

I'hope very much that even though you do not live in Marrickville, you can see the enormous negative
impact this inappropriate development will have on our community for many generations to come,
and that you will make the right decision regarding AMP's proposal and protect us from it.

Yours Sincerely,
Sally Browne
[Marrickville Resident and business owner]
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Objection 1: The bulk and height of the proposed development on
the north east corner has a negative impact on the neighbouring
residential precinct in Murray Street.

The northern part of Murray Street has similar residential characteristics of Victoria and
Bourne Street and should be approached with the same consideration as the development
does for Victoria Street and Bourne Street. Setbacks on the north (30-45 metres) and
east (37 metres) on all levels of the development ensure that existing sightlines from the
neighbouring area are not eroded, and minimise the bulk of the development.

No setbacks are documented on the Murray Street elevation opposite the neighbouring houses.
The proposed ‘variegated edge’ to the building along Murray Street may be an appropriate way
to soften the bulk of the development opposite industrial sites, but is not suited to a residential
precinct on the northeast corner of the site. This variegated building edge, together with two
rising vehicle ramps and an overhanging carpark that extends to the boundary 14 metres above
the street level offers the residents an overly complicated, bulky, visually dominating proposal
that will negatively impact on the adjacent residential precinct.

Setbacks to the upper levels along Murray Street are noted as negotiable in the Consultant
reports. We strongly urge that setbacks along Murray Street in front of the regidential precinet be
implemented in a similar response to other streets.

References
Architectural Report Sheet 14: outlines ‘negotiable’ bullk

Architectural Report Sheet 20: introduces the variegated edge to soften the bulk

Environmental Assessment Report Final 160710 Page 20: Documents the setbacks to Victoria
and Bourne Street

vacant residential block 8 murray st 10 murray st 12 murray st 14 murray st

Shot token of the residential Precinct of Murray Street, {North East corner) directly oppusite the Marrickville Metro.
These properties are 20m from the current Metro wellfboundary. | do not awn a panoramic camera, so this shot has
been patched together using 3 photographs. There are 4 family homes on this section of Murray street; 8, 1o, 12,14
and one {orge vacant block which s zoned residential and currently owned by the RTA.
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AMP’s proposed site drawing of the upper level. The yellow areas indicate
the residential areas that have been excluded in AMP’s plans to setback the

most built up parts of the site. These properties in particular will be impacted
by the proposed new height of the additional levels (14 metres above street
level) and a large three level circular carpark ramp which introduces a new

source of air pollution to the area.
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i KEY:
Residential praperties in the North east residential precinct of Murray Street

My house (20 Murray street}
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Objection 2: The location of the vehicle ramp on the corner of
Murray and Victoria Street is not in an inappropriate location
for a residential precinct and will have a negative impact on the
neighbouring houses.

The location of the circular ramp at the northeast corner of the site is objected on visual,
acoustic and environmental grounds.

The form of the circular ramps is in sharp contrast to the scale and aesthetic of the existing
heritage wall and streetscape. The scale and form of structure protruding above the heritage

wall erodes the significance of the wall and does not sit comfortably in a residential street.

This permanent structure will undoubtedly outlast any existing trees that provide temporary
screening, and so a more sensitive architectural form should be proposed on this part of the site.

There is a concern that night time use of the vehicle ramp will generate moving lights from vehicle
headlights and tail lights. Although the balustrade of the ramp may prevent direct light from
headlights extending beyond the building, the moving cars will be visible as they use the ramp.
The introduction of a structure that generates illuminated moving lights is not appropriate for a
residential street and will have a negative impact on the visual amenity of the surrounding area.

The noise generated from vehicles using the ramps is a concern for the residents in the
surrounding area. The use of vehicles brakes, horns, car acceleration and idling engines are always
greater on ramps and they generate noise. Although the lower parts of the ramp are buffered with
the existing heritage wall and new walls along Murray Street, the ramps rise above this buffer and
allow any vehicle noise generated on the ramp to travel divectly to the neighbouring area. This will
have a negative impact on the acoustic amenity of the surrounding area.

The exhaust fumes from vehicles using the ramp introduce a new source of air pollution for
the neighbouring properties. The proposal has moved the existing ramps and existing source
of car exhaust from the centre of the site to the Murray Street elevation in closer proximity to
residential houses.

The number of cars using the ramp will also increase with this development. This will impact
negatively on the environmental amenity of the surrounding area.
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Victoria street

Current View of the North East residentiaf precinct taken from my front porch at 10 Murray Street including existing
trees and the historic facade that creates a pleasant outlook for the residents of Murray Street.

0 O e

Victoria street

Projected View of the Nerth East residential precinct from my front porch at 10 Murray Street including replacement of trees,
additional height without setbacks, *active edges and instaliation of cireular corpark ramp.

elevation and
carpark circular
without sethack
will also gffect
these residentiol
properties at the
murray street
end ofy victaria L ]
st bath visually Shat of existing mature trees in Murray street taken from the
and acoustically. camer of Murray street facing north showing other residential
properties excluded in the North East plans to respect
residential areas. The additional elevation and carpark circedar
and removal of existing trees will hove a damaging impact on
houses hoth in Murray street ond part of Victaria street.

*active edges is the term used in the propsal to describe areas where signage/marketing material will be displayed.
reference: Architectural report part 2 - page 11-site summary
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Objection 3: The proposal in the landscape drawings to remove
the existing trees along Murray Street and replace them with new
trees will have a negative impact on the streetscape.

The landscape plan indicates the removal and replacement of the Murray Street trees.
This will seriously impact on the streetscape.

The existing trees provide scale to the street and offer a pleasant outlook to residents. Their
removal will accentuate the bulk and scale of the proposed development and will expose a
building elevation that does not relate to the street. Replacing the existing trees will have a
negative impact on the amenity of the streetscape.

References
Landscape Drawings Technical 5 : Existing trees to be replaced

Arborists Report Appendix 1 pages 25-27: Recommendation to retain trees on Murray Street

Environmental Assessment Report Final 160710 Page 22 Existing trees to Murray S treet to be
monitored and replaced at the end of their life.

Shot of existing mature trees taken from the front garden of Shat of existing mature trees in Murray street taken from
8 Murray street focing west towards Yictoria street the corner of Victaria street facing south.

Shot of existing mature trees in Murray strest taken from the footpath outside 8 Murray street looking south towards
Smidmare street. The mature trees provide screening and help block resident’s views of the shopping mall. If they are
remaved the area will become a ‘concrete jungle’.
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Objection 4: The proposal in the Statement of Commitments to
increase deliveries at the North Murray Street rationalised’ dock to
24 hours is objected on acoustic and health grounds.

AMP Capital expects 24 hour operations at all loading docks. Clearly this is not acceptable in a
residential area.

The current operating times for the Murray Street Loading dock are 7am - 7pm. An inerease in
operational hours is completely unacceptable to the surrounding residents who have a basic human
right to 8 hours uninterrupted sleep per night, as well as a few hours respite in the evening before bed
from the heavy traffic, delivery trucks, noisy shopping trolley collections, alarms, rubbish compactors,
street cleaners using leaf blowers, garbage removal and the general constant noise pollution generated
from the shopping mall throughout the day, 7 days a week.

‘The proponent has suggested limiting the Murray street loading dock to “no more than one semi trailer
vehicle delivery per night”. DELIVERY BY ANY VEHICLE IS UNACCEPTABLE BETWEEN THE HOURS
OF 7PM AND 7AM for the following reasons:

1. Thanks to the current 7pm-7am nightly curfew, Murray street and victoria street are whisper-
quiet leafy residential streets in the evenings and the curfew provides a welcome and
absolutely necessary relief for residents.

2. Currently the Murray Street loading dock is closed to all delivery vehicles between the hours of
7pm and 7am. The reason for this is that in the dead quiet of night delivery trucks in residential
streets are incredibly noisy and wake the residents up due to compression braking, reverse
beeping and the loud banging of goods being unloaded. Large semi trailers are extremely noisy
but so are small delivery trucks after hours. Even the sound of a sliding van door makes a very
loud noise that wakes up the entire neighbourhood when the streets are quiet and empty.

Whilst [ appreciate the proposed measures to move the loading dock a little further away from
residential properties and line the dock with noise absorptive material, I know from experience
that truck noise travels a very long way and is magnified at night. These proposed measures do
not protect residents from the fact that these delivery trucks will be travelling past our bedroom
windows all through the night while we are trying to sleep and doesn’t protect us from the loud
reverse beeping that the trucks will make as they will be turning into the docks.

The very nature of our federation style single story homes means that the majority of bedrooms
are situated at the front of the house. Windows need to be open throughout the summer months
for adequate ventilation. Allowing these delivery trucks 24 hours access to the docks will make
resident’s lives unbearable,

3. The proponent’s ‘solution’ to this issue is to “direct that heavy vehicles access the Loading docks
via Edinburgh Road". This suggestion is too laissez faire and impossible to police.

From experience residents and metro operations staff are well aware that the truck drivers
cannot be managed. For example, the Metro had to install a chained barrier in the current
Murray st loading dock because the drivers ignored the 7pm -7am nightly curfew and continued
to illegally unload goods during the night, creating major sleep disturbances for the surrounding
residents.

A security guard from the metro now chains the barrier up each evening at 7pm to ensure no
deliveries are made whilst people are sleeping and unchains it again at 7am sharp when the
noisy deliveries recornmence. But sometimes even these barriers don't stop the delivery trucks!
My neighbours and I have been woken up on numerous occasions in the small hours by trucks
illegally unloading over the barriers into the Murray Street loading dock.
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AMP Capital and it’s operations managers are unable to control truck driver arrival times at present with
deliveries between 7pm and 7am banned, and simply having an operations plan for the new development
and asking drivers not to use certain roads is impossible to enforce and is not guarantee enough for
residents whose health and wellbeing is at stake when these rules get broken in the middle of the night.
AND THEY WILL AND DO GET BROKEN,

4. It can be assumed that 24 hour car park operations are also expected. The car park circular ramps
proposed over residential precincts will also keep us awake,

The residents of Murray Street and Victoria Street currently do tolerate the occasional curfew breach
in the small hours regarding the loading dock. However, we must absolutely insist on the continual
enforcement of current 7pm - 7am nightly ban on deliveries so that there is at least a standard
that needs to be upheld. If these strict hours of loading dock operation are not kept, our lives will
become unbearable and residents’ health will deteriorate due to sleep deprivation.

Reference:

Environmental Assessment Report Final 160710 pdf -Statement of Commitments for Concept Plan Page 84-85

A Victori Street residence displaying the owner’s feelings towards the propesed Marrickville Metro expansion —~ A seatiment shared by the
vast mojority of the Marrickville community including Marrickville council.
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Phil Pick

From: sallybrowne [sally@themonkeyscobbler.com.au]

Sent: Thursday, 9 September 2010 1:17 PM ﬂoi
To: Planning {
Subject: Marrickville Metro Press clippings

Attachments: 309_MW _PressFiles 2.pdf

309_MW__PressFiles
_2.pdf (4 MB)...

Dear Minister,
Please find attached a pdf containing media coverage from the past 4-5 weeks about the
propesed metro expansion for your perusal.

Kind Regards,
Sally Browne,

10 Murray Street
Marrickville NSW 2204
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‘The Austraiian Financial Review
Tuesdsy 24 August 2010 « vwwaircom

Wichzel Hobbs

AMP Capital Investors’ proposed
plan to donble the size of the Marrick-
ville Metro shopping centre In Syd-
ney's inner west 15 facing fierce oppo-
sition from residents,

AMP Capital Investors has lodged
& Part 3A development application
with the Pepurtment of Planning to
double the size of the shopping centre,
Fezone Heht industrial land 1o retail
and possibly close Smidmore Street.
The total cost is $160 million,

The proposal has met heavy resist
ance from parts of the community.
Eocal businessman and member of
the Marrickville Chamber of Com-
meree, Joe Khouri, commissioned fo.
cal arctists to create more than
100 bunsers with the slogan *No
Metro Expansion: Support Small
Business™ 1o garner support against
the redevelopment.

The banpers are bung in fromt
of homes and shops in Enmore, $t Pe-
ters, Newtown and Marrickville to

NoODDII

e

centre p

An arfist's impression of the proposed uperade to the Marrickville Metro shopping centre.

highlight the impaet of the proposal,

This follows Deputy Premier and
Member for Marrickville Carmel Teb-
butt extending the public consultation
period for the proposal from Au-
gust 27 to September 10, 2010,

Ms Tebbutt said she shared some of
tha concerns raised by the local com-

munity and encouraged residents to
provide feedback.

An AMP Capital spokesperson said
the expansion was supported by
57 per cent of those surveyed in Mar-
rickvilla Council'sannual community
SUTVey.

“Qur research has found the maior-

ity of people support an expansion
and that 80 per cent of peopleinthelo-
cal area find it important 1o shop lo-
cally,” the spokesperson said,

"VWe listened te a large number of
peopleinthe commaunity — those who
are in support of our plans and those
who have concerns.”

lans spark local ire

But Mr Khouri said it has been dif-
ficult to communicate with AMP
Capital Investors about the plans.

“AMP Capital has given us very
minimal information or notification
on what they're doing and they've
communicated very little to the resi
dents sround the Metro,” he said,

Marrickville Council said last week
it was providing financial assistance
to community action group Metro
Watch to attract furtker support
against AMP Capital’s proposal.

Metro Watch collected more than
4500 signatures on a petition object-
ing to the redevelopment, which they
said will add 10 walfic congestion and
raise pollution levels in the area.

They claim the information pro-
vided by AMP Capita] Investors led
many local residents (o believe the ex-
pansion was a simple revitalisation
upgrade.

Mr Khouri said Metro Watch has
cmployed consultants (o provide traf-
fic and economic analysis of the area
surrounding the shopping centre.
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SV News

You zre horo Home » NSW » Article

The developer, which cwns property on both sides of the sireet,
has placed two plans on exhibition: its "preferred plan" where it
is able to buy the street, and another where the council refuses
to sell, which provides for a pedestrian bridge over the road.

However, councillors, residents and local businesses are
stepping up opposition to the development, which, becauseitis a
major project, is subject to approval by the Planning Minister,
Tony Kelly.

Councillors and the Marrickville Chamber of Commerce believe
the expanded mall would drain business from high street
shopping strips, adversely affect residents and cause traffic
congestion. Several councillors told the Herald the council is
united in refusing to sell Smidmore Sireet "on principle", but
would not comment on whether that position would change if the
project gained approval.

The deputy mayor, Fiona Byrne, said the new site was not
zoned for refail and it was "in a litfle labyrinth of local streets".

However, Emily Ritchie from AMP Capital Investors said the
company had sought exiensive feedback, and 57 per cent of
locals supported the doubling of the mall in a recent survey
conducted by the council.

Molly Furzer, of the residents' action group, said there was no
need for more shops in the area.

Residents opposed to the expansicn are holding a public
meeting tenight and a rally on Saturday.
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Sh& said many of their questions weren’t -

answered by ihe’ AMP Caplfai rﬂpmsanta
tives.

“Many residents at the consultation said

concerng-aboin the dwei&pm&nt plans and

wore told fo ‘follow the process' and write

iheir objections to the Department of Plan-
ning,” she said.

Marrickville Mayor Sam Iskendar at-

iended the tally, .as.well as Groens MP
Sylvia Hale, deputy Maym Flot Byvrne and
Couneilloy Peier Olive.

“Thé consultation there was guite frankly
digappointing, ‘becalise there was o, one
there to record what people weie saying,
Cr Olive said.”

“What's going to come nut nf xt then is
AMP still think it hould go ‘whead and
residents ('rre) still against it

Marrickville Me_tm p_mjer;i n_mnager

the representatives did not listen to. their:

Metro expansion

Vanessa WaLker said, imwewzx it vas good
o hedr comments from the. pn‘bl;c

"Sahzrday’s information session was to

understand 1he proposed: mans;' sle said.
’I‘he Meiro Watch group has collected
wiore than 3500 sipnatures from redidents
and businesses in the greater Marrickville
arex against the proposed expansion.
'E‘he proup also conducted a doorto-toor
sirvey of 205 residenis; with 79 per cent

- saying they did not wmlt ihe expansion to

go ahead.”

Mau!ckvﬂie Qauncil’s annual com-
mnnity SUIVEY, ‘publisbed in May, siates
however ‘that .57 per cent of residents

- supporl the expinsion of the Marrlckville

Melro, - Issues ‘residents +have with the

_proposed expansion: include increased

tr’zﬁic impact on local: shr}pplrg strips and
l:he size nnd saale of the éxpansion.
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BExtension
to Metro
deadline

RESIDENTS have been given an
additional 14 days to have fheir
say on plaas to extend the
Marrickviile Metro.,

The Planning Department’s
griginal deadline was {omorrow,
but Marrickville State Labor MP
Carmel Tebbull was able fo push
the deadline hack to September 10,

1 have met with residents and
business owners concerned about
the wproposal to expand the
Marrickville Metro snd recently
aftended a community mesting,”
she said.

] share many of the com-
munify's concerns about this pro-
posal, and have worked hard o
secire this outcome from the NSW
Planning Minister.

*This is an important local issue
and 1 will continue o meet with
local residents and make rep
resenfations on their behalf”

The plans for the proposed ex-
tension of the shopping centre can
be viewed on the Planning Depart-
ment's websites, where people can
also make comments
planning.nsw.gov.au

B Lauren Murada

Erad by the propmnal 8
changs Mani

Serndd letters E{'

Extension adds to woes

I can already taxe up (o 10 minutes
ta cross bdgeware Rd at busy Umes
of the day.

Imaging howe long it will take when
larger.

A bigger Melro will produce more
traffic, generate more rubbish (i
already spend too much time fishing
iMclonald's packaging from my
ward} and encourage peonle to buy
mare {al they probably don't need,
Approving the development il e
an environmentally  refrogressive
siep.

Jason Mountney

Enmore
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Story 1D 67838 on page 1 of Valley Times on February 4th, 2010

Big plans

By MICK ROBERTS

AFTER repeated attempls to have industrial land surrounding Marrickville Metro rezoned to allow for the shepping sentre's expansion, owner AMP
have sought a different tact, applying for approval from the NSW Government under "state significance® legistation,

The shopping centre giant has failed to convince council in the past to rezone surrcunding "employment” land for expansions plans and now have
lzdged & Part 3A application with the NSW Department of Planning.

The Department will eonsider AMP's plan to more than double the size of the existing shopping centra by over 32,000sqm as a ‘Major Project’ under
the Envirormental Planning and Assessment Act.

Marrickville Counciller Peter Olive has wamed that any expansion of the centre would “sericusly darnage, if not kill off* suncunding rcad-side shopping
strips.

“The Melro shopping centre is surrounded by industrial land and the state government has been extremely refuctant to allow Marrickville Councit to
rezene any industrial land,” Cr Olive said.

The Greens councillor sald the plan centradicts the State Government’s metro strategy, which specifies that at least 2,000 to 5,500 residences must
{ive within a radius of B00sgm if retail space is alfowed to be increased.

“There has been a recen spate of applications for new supermarkets, notably at Lewisham Towers and Marrickvilie RSL site. In both cases the
community said they didnt want them,” Cr Olive said.

Marrickviile Mayer Sam Iskandar sald he was reluctant to comment on the shopping centre's expansion plans prior to a briefing from council staff.
“ can say that local businesses, espactally in the Marrickville shopping centre strip, are very seared of the big monster,” Mayor Iskandar said.
"Howsver, Marrickville Metro is talking about a crealive refationship that will work in partnership with existing businesses - but | don't know how they
will do that,” he said,

‘Let's wait and see.”

Cr Vigter Macri said coungil had in the past cpposed proposals by the shopping centre to rezene surrcunding land for retail use and said existing
businesses would not be able 1o compete with Marrickville Metro's ease of parking and convenience.

*The shopping centre is in the wrong place," he said,

"There is no infrastruciure in place and there is no public transport.”

Marrickville Metro did not reply to the Valley Times' request for commaent pricr to publication,

Centinued page &
From page 1



Marrickville is one of the closest things to a self-sustaining community that
Sydney offers. It has a library, markets, shopping cenfre, doctar's surgery and
a plethora of unique, speciality shops and galleries along its shopping strips.
Sometimes described as a "bubble”, residents have almost everything they
need within a 5 minute bike ride; and if greater choice is needed then
Mewtown is & short bus trip away.

This unigue community is being threatened AMP capital who propose fo
double the size of the Melro to offer residents a “district shopping outlet”. If
that fruly is their infention, and AMP is driven by compassionate concern for
Marrickville's consumers, then it would have been useful to consult the
residents of the area who are quite satisfied with their ample supply of clothes,
services and fresh produce.

Last Saturday, residents rallied together in Enmore Park o send the message
loud and clear that they do not want a Broadway-style shopping mall
disrupting the equilibrium of their community. They gathered to say that they
do not want & 56% increase in traffic, nor the lack of parking spaces or
congestion that will accompany the proposed Metro expansion.

The real problem is arguably with the introduction of Part 3A by the
Enviranmental Planning and Assessment Amendment {Infrastructure and
Other Planning Reform) Act 2005 which takes the decision making process
put of the hands of local councils and places the power firmly in the grasp of
the State Government.

Fut simply, it promaotes a top-down approach that eliminates local
communities from involvement in processes which will fundamentally affect
them and the area in which they live.

This is what has happened in the case of the Marrickville Metro expansion
praposal. The proactive and committed resistance demonstrated by local
residents, business owners and councillors is testament to the strength of the
community.

Make sure you have your say before the August 27 when the public exhibition
of the Mefro expansion will close. Write 1o the Department of Planning, your
local member or submit an onling response
http:iimajorprojects.planning.nsw.gov.auw/
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weand e oxpansion, i will happen. {7
it does, | believe the comrrmunity well
fome more han b will gain,
Javguelina ?@%z_ﬁﬁg
Saving Our 7

b, bring
el -trailors
amd
ipg

a maximam 100 words and inciude vour addeess ang dayiime oa

Traffic mayhem
PLANNING in NSW seoms Lo Dave gone i,

Inner West commumnities like Enmore and Marrick-
ville have small, narrow strests, rapldly diminishing
sireet parking, and unbelevably Busy tratlic all day.

One of the worst areas is the funclion of Edgeware
Rd and Alice % Thes i one of the accident Black
spots i Sydney with a collision every fow dayvs, L s
also eng of the ways that matorisls acesss Marrick-
ville BMelro,

ARP erdarging the Metre 5 going 1o resull in tralfic
mayhen and people are going e be hurl,

Marrickvilfe Council is against the proposed devel-
opment, but they ae building 2 Boge peel and play-
around in Enmore Park {8l least | think that's what
they're doing ~ it looks muwe like open-cut mining?
and this is going o overwheln the togal nelghbour
hood streets around the park which is < that's right
fotks - right next to the Melie.

I# the Deparbent of Planning gives the go abead for
thig expansion, we're i for fraffic hell, 1Pz enough (o
ikl u il wanl Lo move ta Victarnia,

Chriz Bates
Enmore
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Please submit objections through the NSW Planning Department wehbsite, rather
than just emailing the address provided my Marrickville metro.

hitp: /fmajorprojects. planning.nsw.gov.aldindex.piPaction=view_jcb&job_id=3734

As part of the Inital consutlation, I raised my concerns about the lack of a shopping
trofley managemnet plan with Elton Consulting. The response was " the current
trolley management system involves each retailer arranging for collection of their
regpactive trolleys via contractors, At this stage, Marrickville Metro will maintain the
current trelley management system - but will readdress its approach to improve
the service if issues are encounterad as a result of the upgrade” - What a
ridicuteus response, and anyone who lives near Metro knows the system s clearly
not working now. How could they seriously expect It to get amwthing but worse with
another two major retailers in the centre????

Yes AMP have consultad locally but what a sham! They didn't ask whether we
wanted an expansion or what we thought of it but were enly interested in design
points. Whe we said we were opposed, they didn't krow what to say. The current
noise and trafiic is bearable but the impact of an increase in either or both iz hard
b Imagine.

1 agree with all the points in the above comments. COne thing no one is mentioning
iz the loss of trees. Arcund the perimeter of the current Marrickville Metre thers
are 54 Figs, 15 Brushbox, 3 Camphor laurels, 1 Peppercory, 1 Palm. There are 11
rature Eucalyptes on Smidmoere Road. This is a total of 83 mature trees & I did not
include the smaller trees. Now that T know that Metro plans to extend into another
block, there will be many other street trees that will have to go. Their new
diagrams show 3 tall trees, but these trees would need 30 vears or more to reach
that size even If they were the right species. The estimated 65-68% incraase in
iraffic will cause trafiic gridiock & street parking problems from an extra 4 million
shoppers a year. Not to mention the extra poliution. T think it is the wrong place for
such a huge shopping mall & if It goes ahesd, it will be a nightmare & change owr
suburbs for ever.
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It's hard not o gat emoticnal about the scale of Amp's proposed expansion
because it will drastically affect cur guality of life If it is allowsd to go ahead. But
russell is right when he says we need to fight back with the FACTS.

Mers are a small handful of Tacts about this proposal: - Marricldlle councll will not
decide the cutcome because AMP have bypassad councll and gone straight to NSW
Flanning with their proposal. - The AMP sponsored Preliminary environmeantal
assessment is silent on the existence of sevarel residential precincts neighbouring
the Metro Shopping Centre. - Large delivery trucks currently have to traval through
cur single lane residential streets to accass the Metro and the initial AMP proposal
does not address this and other traffic issuas.

- Oy 28th July plans will go on exhibition and we have just 30 davs to get our
submissions in to oppose this expansion. I urge everyone to visit

majorprojects. planning.nsw.gov.alu search projects for marrickeille and see the info
submitted by AMP.

There are many Issues with the proposed davelopment but a major concern is the
traffic conjestion that already exists and will get a ot worse and there is very little
public transpert. The reality is that it is not needed as we have many "malls’
rearby- Broadway, East Gardens, Rockdale, Bondi Junction AND we are § Kms
from the City. T have spoken to a number of the shop owners in the existing centre
and they are not happy with the development! I have been in the area for 30 vears
and I endoy living here It is a virbrant community and this develpment will Impact
the community.

The Marrickvile/Enrnore/Mewtown ares is synommols with & unigue shop culture
lots of traffic and no parking. a $140 Million dollar expansion will undoubtedly
devastate the ares

AS someone who lives directly opposite the proposed development T strongly
oppose its further increase in size. The community will not benefit from an
increased shopping monstrosity in its midst, The parking & car congestion will only
increase. This area has a wonderful balance of facilities & being 2 great place to
talse a family as it is. It will be incredibly detrimental to local small business &
certainly drain Marrickville Rd shopping of it's custom.
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1 don't like shopping malls sither Sally or the sort of commedification you describe.
But I'm willing b be devil's advocate here and say, COMMUNITY means differant
things to cliferent people,

To some It means jobs, Mot necessarlly high paid white collar ches, like the
gentrified new residents of the inner west have. Bul low paid, casusl and
cohvendent ones, cnes easy to get and suitable for students, mums, the low skilled,
new migrants, the disabled. They will all be welcoming the new cpportunities this
axpanded cantre will offer.

So will the people who will not have to get in their cars (if they can afford to own
one) and drive to Broadway or further away, contributing to green house and
traffic congeastion, just to do certain types of shopping.

Small businesses o may see expanded opportunities in the centre - to grow and
employ others.

There are arguments on both sides of this equation. But if you oppose AMP with
emetion and not ratioral argument and FACTS Sally, vou will lose. The LEC couldn‘t
carg less that you have a strong feelings about capitalism and fast food. They will
be jooking at the law, and zoning.

T've just bean to www. Talkmarrickvillemetro.com.au. Are AMP seriocus? They have
used every marketing cliche in the book! They're calling it a “revitalisation” project!
Check out the artist’s impression which is missing the big trucks, traffic jams, littar,
trolieys everywhere arnd extra fastfood outlets, Is amusing how they are bendving
about words like community, greenspace, community library, child care and
rmarketplace! Have they lest the plot?

What the AMP marketing execs fail to understand from thelr boardroom Tar away is
that Marrickville actuaily IS a REAL community, with a good lecal coundl that
provides great community services including parks, green initiatives, libraries, child
care activities to name a few, and the people who live here in marrickville are vary
cormmunity minded. Comrnunity is NOT a privately owned shopping mall, norisita
buzz word that can be used by AMP to corwince anyone in Marrickville that a muld
storay mall full of the same generie multinational shops and fast food outlets is
something that we either want or nead in our fantastic COMMUNITY.
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These are the facis of the
proposed Marrickville Metro
ENPANSION

This upprade of Marridodlle Metro will keep
sponding in the srea, provide benefits far many
tneal bustaesies and create real employment
aspptunities.
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Formore infarmation about the
Marrithville Metre upgrade, visit
www tatkmarrickvillemetro com.au
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approved, the Metro woustd expand on the edsting ske. up one level and set back from
residential sreas, as well as imto what s corrently mdustnigl tand between Srmdmore Sheet and Edinburgh Road

IMPACT ON SMALL BUSINESS

Addressing local business
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