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! abject o the above proposal to expand the Marrickville Metra Shopping Centre. The redeveiopment of t_his centre is inappropriate. it is unlike
olher shopping centres and requires special consideration of its unigue situation, It is not located on a main road, is’no_t adequately serviced by
puliic transpor, it wilt increase traffic prablems, it is out of character vith the surrclinding low-rise residential area, it will drain busmegs from lacal
shopping strips, it will increase noise and air poliution, and it will have a negative impacl an the amenity of residents and the commurity,

SIZE

The proposal, thaugh scaled down in the revised plans, will increase by 75%. & will increase by 140% in height. its overall presence will dominate
and overwhelm the smali-scale single residential dwellings araund it, and is out of character with the streetscape of period buildings.

TRAFFIC

The applicant does not acknowladge that the huge increase in retail floor space will significantly impact on trafﬁq. it is seif-gvident lh_at almgst st
doubling the size of the centre will markedly increase traffic on the already over-burdened small local roads. An independent analysis predicts tha
traffic will increase by 50% on Saturdays and 75% on Thursday evenings. It will alse generate a large increase in trucks to service the additional
major stores and 3" supermarket. |t will worsen current “rat runs” through narrow streets as vehicles try to avoid traffic buikl-ups. Key streets
affected, such as L.ord and Darley Streets, have been ignored in the AMP fraffic assessment.

PUBLIC TRANSPORT )

The rail stations are at least a kilometre away, too far to carry heavy shopping. The 3 bus routes from the Metro do not adequately service the
needs of the local area, as they exit the LGA to go to Bondi Junction or Millers Pt. The other bus routes from Enmore Rd or King St are again too
far to carry a lot of shopping. Public transport is inadequate and the expansion wiil encourage more car fravel,

LOSS OF TREES . -

While the new plans have retained most of the lreas on Murray & Smidmore Streets that were designated for removal in the original plans, there
are many olher trees that may still be under threat of removal. Especially along Victoria Road where most of the landscgpe—smnzﬁcanl Hillf_.s_
Weeping Fig trees are described as “consider for retention” - this ambiguous tesminology is no guarantee for the protection of these magnificent
trees that form a continuous ieafy canopy that sheiters much wildlife and bisds as weil as adding shade and beauty to the streetscape.

SHOPPING CHOICES )

The addition of a third supermarket & two mare discount department stores is a duplication of services_ offere_d at orlher nearbg shop_snng centres &
is unnecessary. One of the characteristics of this acea is ils diverse shopping experience & tack of major re?aa! chain §tcrc_esA 1 hs-?rr_a is real concern
hat an expanded Metro centre will draw business away from iocal shopping strips, & despite AMP's assertion that thls’wnll be_ minimal, the
neqative effects of such redevelopment can be observed at Double Bay, Paddinglon & Bondi after the expanded 8Bondi Junction centre.

I{TTER, TROLLEYS AND POLLUTION _ _ _ .
Many issues have net yet been addressed in the new proposal. More cars and trucks wili add to air and noise poliut_xon. The managemen@ of
ahandaned trolleys and liter is currently very unsatisfactory. Noise disturbance will worsen due to increased operational and cleaning activities.

INADEQUATE COMMUNITY CONSULTATION . . .

The community consultation process conducted for AMP was unsatisfactory and disingenuous. It sought to mislead people into believing that
‘revitatisation” meant refurbishment of renovation, but the plans reveal a huge expansion over the cusrent centre and onto 2 large warehouse site
that is zoned for industrial use. Contrary to AMP's reports, extensive independent surveys of local residents confirm they oppose the plans.

Our community does not want or need this massive redevelopment forced an thern. We want a clean and inviting environment to shop in but not a
massive expansion that will forever change the fabric and character of our neightyorhood.

OTHER COMMENTS

Yours sincerely

(signature} {date)
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f object to the above proposal to expand the Marrickville Metro Shopping Centre. The redeveiopment of this centre is inappropriate. is uniike
other shopping centres and requires special consideration of ils unique situation. [¢ is not lecated on a main road, is not adequateiy senviced by
public transport, it will increase traffic problems, it is out of character with the surrounding low-rise residential area, it will drain business from local
shopping strips, it will increase neise and air poliution, and it wilt have a negative impact on the amenity of residents and the community.

SIZE ] .
The proposal. though scaled down in the revised plans, will increase by 75%. It will increase by 140% in height. Its overall presence will dominate
and overwheim the smal-scale single residential dwellings around it, and is out of character with the streetscape of period buildings.

TRAFFIC

The applicant does not acknowledge that the huge increase in retail floor space will significantly irpac! on traffic. it is self-evident that almost
doubling the size of the cantre wiil markedly inctease traffic on the akeady over-burdened small local roads. An independant an‘alys;s predgc_ts that
traffic will increase by 50% on Saturclays and 75% on Thursday evenings. It wilt alse generate a farge increase in frucks to service the additional
major stores and 3" supemarket. it will worsen current “rat runs” through narrow streels as vehicies {ry fo avoid traffic buitd-ups. Key streets
affected, such as Lord and Darley Sireets, have been ignored in the AMP traffic assessment,

PUBLIC TRANSPORT )

The rail stations are at least a kilometre away, too far to catry heavy shopping. The 3 bus routes from the Metro do not adequ_a!ely senvice tfle
needs of the local area, as they exit the LGA to g¢ to Bondi Jungtion or Millers Pt. The other bus routes from Enmare Rd or King St are again too
far to carry & lot of shopping. Public transport is inadequate and the expansion wift encourage more car fravel.

LOSS OF TREES .

While the new plans have refained most of the tiees on Murray & Smidmore Streets that were designated for remaval in the original ptans, there
are many other trees that may still be under threat of removal, Especially along Victoria Road where most of the landscape-significant Hilis
Weeping Fig trees are described as “consider for retention” - (his ambpiguous terminotogy is no guarantee for the protection of these magnificent
trees that form a continuous leafy canopy that shelters much wildife and birds as welt as adding shade and beauty to the streelscape.

SHOPPING CHOICES .

The addtion of a third supermarket & two more discount department stores is a duplication of services offered at other neacby shopping centres &
is unnecessary. One of the characteristics of this area is its diverse shopping experience & fack of major retait chain gtorc_es. Thgrgz is real concern
that an expanded Metro centre will draw business away from local shopping strips, & despite AMIP's assertion that this will be‘ minimai, the
negalive effects of such redevelopment can be observed at Double Bay, Paddington & Bond: after the expanded Bondi Junclion centre.

LITTER, TROLLEYS AND POLLUTION . )
Many issues have not yet been addressed in the new proposal. More cars and trucks will add to air and noise pollut_lon. The managemen; qf_
abandoned {rolleys and litter is curcently very unsatisfactory. Noise disturbance will worsen due to increased operational and cleaning activities.

INADEQUATE COMMUNITY CONSULTATION . L

The community consultation process conducted for AMP was unsatisfactory and disingenuous. It sought to mislead people into believing that '
“revitalisation” meant refurbishment or renovation, but the plans reveal a huge expansion over the current centre and onto a large warehouse site
that is zoned for industrial use. Contrary to AMP's reports, extensive independent surveys of local residents confirm they oppose the plans.

Our community does not want or need this massive redeveiopment forced on them. We want a ciean and inviting envirenment to shop in but not a
massive expansion that will farever change the fabric and character of our neighborhood.

OTHER COMMENTS

Yours sinceraly

(signature)
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! objeet to the above proposal to expand the Marrickville Metro Shopping Centre. The radevelopment of this centre is inappropriate. It is unlike
other shopping centres and raquires speciat consideration of its unique situation. ILis not focated on a main road, is not ade(_;uateiy serviced by
public fransport, it will increase traffic problemns, it is out of character with the surrounding low-rise res_'sdantial area, it will drain bus:ne;,s from local
shopping strips, it will increase noise and air peliution. and it will have a negative impact on the amenity of residents and the community.

SIZE . .
The prapesal, though scaled down in the revised plans, will increase by 75%. It will increase by 140% in height. Its over_al% presence will dominate
and overwhelm the small-scale single residential dweltings around it, and is out of character with the streetscape of period buildings.

TRAFFIC )

The applicant does not acknowladye that the huge increase in retail foor space wilt signiticantly impact on trafﬂq. It is self-evident th_at almqst
doubling the size of the centre will markedly increase traffic on the already over-burdenad small locat rpads. An‘sndependent an‘alys:s pred[qts 1hlat
traffic wilt increase by 50% on Salurdays and 75% on Thursday evenings. It will also generate a large increase in 1rupks tq service the additiona
major stores and 3" supermarket, It will worsen current "rat runs” through narrow streets as vehicles try to avoid traffic build-ups, Key streets
affected, such as Lord and Darley Streets, have been ignored in the AMP traffic assessment.

PUBLIC TRANSPORT ;

The rail stations are at feast a kilometre away, too far to carry heavy shopping. The 3 bus routes from the Metro do not adetjuately service t!-let
needs of the local area, as they exit the LGA to go to Bond: Junction or Millers PL The ofner bus routes from Enmore Rd or King St are again too
far to carry a lot of shopping. Public transport is inadequate and the expansion will encourage more car travel.

LO8S OF TREES . -

While the new plans have retained most of the traes on Murray & Smidmore Streets that ware designated for removal in the gngu}a\ plans, there
afe many other trees that may still be under threat of removal. Especially along Victerta Road where most of the iandscz}pe-mgmﬂcam H;lls};r
Weeping Fig trees are described as “consider for retention” - this ambigucus terminology is no guarantee for the protection of these magnificent
trees that form a continuous kealy canopy that shelters much wildlife and birds as well as adding shade and beauty to the streetscape.

SHOPPING CHOICES . i tres &
The addition of 2 third supermarket & two more discount depariment stores is a duglication of services offered at other nearby shopping centres
is unnecessary. One of the characteristics of this area is its diverse shopping experience & lack of major re?ail chain stores. Thgrn_e is real concern
that an expanded Metro centre will draw business away from local shopping strips, & despite AMP's assertion that this will be minimal. the
negative effects of such redeveiopment can be ohserved at Double Bay, Paddington & Bondi after the expanded Bondi Junction centre.

LITTER, TROLLEYS AND POLLUTION ) ) . . t of
Many issues have not yet been addressed in the new proposal. More cars and trucks wilt add to air and noise pol!ut_mn. The management {‘)t’
abandoned trolieys and litter is currently very unsatisfactory, Noise disturbance will worsen due to increased operational and cleaning activities.

INADEQUATE COMMUNITY CONSULTATION . . -

The comamunity consultation process conducted for AMP was unsatisfactory and disingenuous. It sought to mislead people into believing that
“revitalisation” meant refurbishment or renovation, but the plans reveat a huge expansion over the current centre and onto a large warehouse site
that is zoned for industrial use. Contrary to AMP's reports, extensive independent surveys of local residents confirm they oppose the plans.

Qur community does not want or need this massive redevelopment forced on them. We want a clean and inviting environment to shop in but not a
massive expansion that wil forever change the fabric and character of our neighborhaod.

OTHER COMMENTS
Yours sincerely

PP O T ARy RN
signature) et (date)




Project Description Marrickville Metre Shopping Centre MPO9_ 0191 - Marrickville Metrg
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| object to the above proposal to expand the Marrickville Metro Shopping Centre. The redevelopment of this centre is inappropriate. It is uniike
other shopping centres and requires special consideration of its unique situation. Itis not tocated on a main road, is not adequately_r senviced by
public transport, it will increase traffic problems, it is out of character with the surrounding low-rise residential area, it will drain busmes_s from local
shepping strips, it will increase noise and air potlution, and it will have a negative impact on the amenity of residents and the community.

SIZE . . .
The proposal, though scaled down in the revised pians, will increase by 75%. It will increase by 140% in height. Its ove{all presence will dominate
and cverwheim the small-scale single residential dwellings around it, and is out of character with the streetscape of period buildings.

TRAFFIC .

The applicant does not acknowledge that the huge increase in retail floor space will signiticantly impact on traffic. it is self-evident that almost
doubting the size of the centre will markedly increase traffic on the already over-burdenad small local r.oads‘ An_mdependem an_alysts predl_c_ts that
traffic will increase by 50% on Saturdays and 75% on Thursday evenings. it will also generate & large inGrease in trucks 10 sefvice the additionat
major stores and 3 supermaarket. It will worsen current “rat ruris” through narrow streets as vehicles ry to avoid traffic build-ups. Key streets
affected, such as Lord and Darley Streets, have been ignered in the AMP traffic assessment.

PUBLIC TRANSPORT )

The rail stations are at teast a kilometre away, too far to carry heavy shopping. The 3 bus routes from the Mefro do not adequately service the
needs of the local area, as they exit the LGA ta go to Bondi Junction or Millers Pt. The other bus routes from Enmore Rd or King St are again too
far to carry a lot of shopping. Public transport is inadequate and the expansion will encourage more car travel.

LOSS OF TREES . L

While the new plans have retained most of the trees on Murray & Smidmore Streets that were designated for removal in the ariginal plans, there
are many other trees that may still be under threat of remoaval, Especially along Victoria Road where most of the Iandscgpe«sxgmﬁcant Hilis
Weeping Fig trees are described as "consider for retention” - this ambiguous terminology is no guarantee for the protection of these magnificent
trees that form a contintous feafy canopy that shelters much wildlife and hirds as well as adding shade and beauty to the streetscape.

SHOPPING CHOICES _ _ o
The addition of a third supermarket & two more discount depariment stores is a duplication of services offereq at qther nearby shop'pmg centres
is unnecessary. One of the characteristics of this area is its diverse shopping experience & lack of major re_tall chain _storc_as. There_z is real concemn
that an expanded Metro centre will draw business away from lacal shopping strips, & despite AMP's assertion that !hls_wnl be minimal, the
negative effects of such redeveiopment can be observed at Double Bay, Paddington & Bond after the expanded Bondi Junetion centre.

LITTER, TROLLEYS AND POLLUTION i ) )  of
Many issues have not yet been addressed in the new proposal. More cars and trucks wilt add to air and noise pollution. The management of
abandoned trofleys and litter is currently very ursatisfactory. Noise disturbance will worsen due to increased operational and cleaning aciivities.

INADEQUATE COMMUNITY CONSULTATION . . o

The community consultation process conducted for AMP was unsatisfactory and disingenuous. It scughtto mislead peopie into believing that _
“revitalisation” meant refurbishment or renovation, but the plans reveat a huge expansion oves the cur_{ent centre and onto a large warehouse site
that is zoned for indusirial use. Contrary to AMP's reports, extensive independent surveys of local residents confirm they oppose the plans.

Our community dees not want or need this massive redevetopment forced on them. We want a clean and inviting environment to shop in but not a
massive expansion that will forever change the fabric and character of our neighborhood.

OTHER COMMENTS

Yours sincereiy

/D/t \r_\(,}{)\- o gﬁm(jé__,y7 {";' /5/;(/, /’f (:é{;} [ {

(signature) ) (date)
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| ohject to the above proposal to expand the Marrickville Metra Shopping Centre. The redevelepment of this centre is inappropriate, 1 s unlike

othe_r shepping centres and requires special consideration of its unique situation. It is not lecate
puhhc.transp_aﬁ. it will increase traffic problems, it is out of character with the surrounding low-rise sesidential area, it wi
shopping strips, it will increase noise and air poilution, and it will have a negative impact on the amenily of residents

SIZE

d on a main road, is not adeguately serviced by
i dfrain husiness from local
and fhe community.

The proposal, though scaled down in the revised plans, will increase by 75%. It will increase by 140% in height. lts overalt presence will dominate
and averwhelm the small-scale single residential dwellings arcund it, and is cut of character with the streetscape of period buildings.

TRAFFIC

The applicant does not acknowledge that the huge increase in retail fioor space will significantl
doubling the size of the centra wilt markedly increase traffic on the already over-burdened smal
traffic will increase by 50% on Saturdays and 75% on Thursday evenings. It will also generale 2
major stores and 3" supermarket. It will worsen cusrent “rat runs” through narrow streets as vehicles try to avoid traffic build-up:

affected, such as Lord and Darey Streets, have been ignored in the AMP traffic assessment.

PUBLIC TRANSPORT

y impact an traffic. it is self-gvident that aimost

{ local roads. An independent analysis predicts that
large increase in trucks to service the additional
5. Kay streets

The rait stations are at least & kilometre away, too far to carry heavy shopping. The 3 bus routes from the Metro do not adequately service the

needs of the local area, as they exit the LGA to go te Bondi Junction or Milk
far to carry a lot of shopping. Public transport is inadequate and the expansion will encourage mere car travel.

LOSS OF TREES

While the new pians have retained most of (he trees on Murray & Smidmore Streets that were designated for cemoval in the
are many other trees that may still be under threat of removal. Especially aton
Weeping Fig trees are described as “consider for retention” - this ambiguous terminology is no guaraniee

g Victoria Road where most of the landscape-

ers Pt The other bus routes from Enmore Rd or King St are again 100

original ptans, there
significant Hills
for the protection of thase magnificent

trees that form a continuous leafy canopy that shelters much wildiife and birds as well as adding shade and beauty to the sireetscape.

SHOPPING CHOICES

The addition of a third supermarket & lwo more discount department stores is a duplication of services offered at ol
is unnecessary. One of the characteristics of this area is its diverse shapping experience & la
that an expanded Metro centre will draw business away from local shopping strips, & despite
negative effects of such redevelopment can be obseived at Double Bay, Paddington & Bondi after the expanded Bondi

LITTER, TROLLEYS AND POLLUTION

Many issues have not yet been addressed in the new proposal. More cars and trucks will a
abandoned trolleys and litter is currently very unsatisfactory. Noise disturbance will worsen

INADEQUATE COMMUNITY CONSULTATION
The community consultation process conducted for AMP was unsatisfactory and disingenuous. It sought to mislead people into believing that

“revit.alisation" meant refurbishment or ranovation, but the plans reveal a huge expa
that is zoned for industrial use. Contrary to AMP's reports, extensive independant surveys of local residents confirm they op

ck of major refail chain s
AMP's assertion that this will be minimal, the
Junction centre.

ther ncarby shopping centres &
tores. There is real concern

dd to air and noise pofiution. The management of

due to Increased operational and cleaning activities.

nsian over the current centre and onto & large warehouse site
pose the plans.

Our community dees net want or need this massive redevelopment forced on them. We want a clean and inviting environment to shop in but not a

massive expansion that will forever change the fabric and character of our neighborhood.

OTHER COMMENTS

Yours sincerely

1A

Y

{stﬁﬁture)
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1 object ta the above proposal to expand the Marrickville Metro Shopping Centre. The redevelopment of this centre is inappropriate. Itis uniike
other shopping centres and requires special consideration of its unigue situation. It is not located on a main road, is not adequately serviced by
public transpor, it will increase traffic problers, it is oul of character with the surrounding low-rise residential area, it witl drain business from locat
stopping strips, it will increase noise and air poliution, and it witt have a negative impact on the amenity of residents and the community.

SIZE . .
The proposal, though scaled down in the revised plans, will increase by 75%. It will increase by 140% in height. its overall presence wiil dominate
and overwhelm the smali-scale single residentiat dwellings around it, and is out of character with the streetscape of period buildings.

TRAFFIC

The applicant <loes nat acknowledge that the huge increase in retail floor space will significantly impact on traffic. it is self-evident 1h.at almpst
doubling the size of the centre will markedly increase traffic on the already over-hurdened smalt locai roads. An independent an_alysns prech_c_ts that
traffic will increase by 50% on Saturdays and 75% on Thursday evenings. It wili also generate a large increase in trucks tq sewvice the additional
major stores and 3" supermarket. It wilt worsen current “rat runs” through narrow streets as vehicles try to avoid traffic build-ups. Key streets
affected, such as Lord and Dariey Streets, have been ignored in the AMP traffic assessment.

PUBLIC TRANSPORT .

The rail stations are at least a kilometre away, too far to carry heavy shopping. The 3 bus routes from the Metro do not adequately sevice the
needs of the jocal area, as they exit the LGA to go to Bondi Junction or Mitlers Pt The ather bus routes from Enmore Rd or King St are again too
far to carry a lot of shopping. Public transport is inadequate and the expansion will encottage more car travel.

LOSS OF TREES .

While the new pians have retained most of the trees on Murray & Smidmore Streets that were designated for rernoval in the <_3r|g_|nai plan_s. there
are many other trees that may slill be under threat of removal. Especially along Victoria Road where most of the landscape-significant Hlil:_;_
Weeping Fig trees are described as "cansider for retention” - {his ambiguous terminology is no guarantee for the protection of these magnificani
trees that form a continuous leafy canopy that shelters much wildlife and birds as weil as adding shade and beauty to the streetscape.

SHOPPING CHOICES .

The addition of a third supermarket & fwo more discount depariment stores is a duplication of services offered at other nea{b_y shoppmg centres &
is unnecessary. One of {he characteristics of this area is its diverse shopping experience & lack of major retail chain stores. There i real concern
that an expanded Metro centre will draw business away from local shopping strips, & despite AMP's assertion that this will be minimal, the
negative effects of such redevelopment can be observed at Doubje Bay, Paddingtan & Bondi after the expanded Bondi Junclion centre.

LITTER, TROLLEYS AND POLLUTION . ) '
Many issues have not yet been addressed in the new proposal. More cars and trucks will add to air and noise pollution. The management of
abandened trolleys and Ftter is currently very unsatisfactory. Noise disturbance witl worsen due to increased operational and cleaning activities.

INADEQUATE COMMUNITY CONSULTATION . o

The communily consultation procass conducted for AMP was unsatisfactary and disingenugus. it sought to mislead people into believing that _
"ravitalisation” meant refurbishment or renovation, but the plans reveal a huge expansion over the current centre and onto a large warehouse site
that is zoned for industrial use. Contrary to AMP's reports, extensive indepandent surveys of local residents corfirm they eppose the plans.

Our community does not want or need this massive redeveiopment forced an them. We want a clean and inviting environment to shop in but net a
massive expansion that will forever change the fabric and character of our neighborhood.

OTHER COMMENTS

Yours sincerely

')

P

{signature) (date}




_Project Description i Marrickville Metro Shopping Centre . MP09 0191 - Marrickyille Metro

Name DETEH gsoame | SHAO (surmame)
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| object to the above proposal to expand the Marrickville Metre Shapping Centre. The redevelopment of this centra is inappropﬂat_e. is unilke_ other
shopping cenfres and requires speciat consideration of its unigue situation. It is not located on a main road, is not ade‘qualei_v serviced by public
transport, it will increase traffic problems, it is out of character with the surrounding low-rise residential area, it witl drain business from local
shopping strips, it will increase noise and air pollution, and it wilt have a negative impact on the amenily of residents and the community,

SIZE . .
The proposal, though scaled down in the revised plans, will increase by 75%. it will increase by 140% in height. lts overall presence will dominate
and gverwhelm the smalt-scale single residential dwellings around it, and is out of character with the streetscape of period buitdings.

TRAFFIC

The applicant daes not acknowledge that the huge increase in retail floor space will significantly :impact on 1rafﬁq. itis self-evident that almt_)st
doubling the size of the centre will markedly increase traffic on the already over-hurdened small locat roads. An‘mdependent an.alysm predl_c_ts that
traffic will increase by 50% on Saturdays and 75% on Thursday evenings. 1t will also generate a targe increase in trucks to sevice the additional
major stores and 3 supermarket. It will worsen current “rat runs” through narrow streets as vehicies try to avoid traffic build-ups. Key streets
affected, such as Lord and Darley Streets, have been ignored in the AMP traffic assessment.

PUBLIC TRANSPORT _ 5
The rail stations are at least a kilometre away, too far to carry heavy shopping. The 3 bus routes from the Metro do not_adequate!y sefvice the needs
of the tocal area, as they exit the LGA to go to Bondi Junction or Millers Pt. The other bus routes from Enmore Rd or King St are again too farto
carry a lot of shapping. Public transport is inadequate and the expansion will encourage more car travel.

LOSS OF TREES . -

While the new plans have retained most of the trees on Murray & Smidmore Streets that were designated for removal in t_he_a_ngmai .plans, th(_are ?:fe
many other trees that may still be under threat of removal. Especially along Victoria Road where most of the landscape-significant Hills Weeping Fig
trees are described as “consider for retention” - this ambiguous terminology is na guaraniee for the protection of these magnificent trees that form a
continuous leafy canopy that sheiters much wildfife and birds as well as adding shade and beauty to the streetscape.

SHOPPING CHOICES ) .
The addition of a third supemmarket & two morse discount department stores is a duplication of services offered at other nearhy sh_opplng centres & is
unnecessary. One of the characteristics of this area is its diverse shopping experienca & lack of major retail chaip stores. T_lu_v:re is real concern that
an expanded Metro centre will draw business away from focal shopping strips, & despite AMP’s asserlion that this will be minimal, {he negative
effects of such redevelopment ¢an be observed al Double Bay, Paddington & Bandi after the axpanded Bondi Junction centre.

LITYER, TROLLEYS AND POLLUTION ) . ) . ‘
Many issues have not yet been addressed in the new proposal. More cars and trucks will add to air and noise poltution. The management {'}f
abandoned trolleys and litter is currently very unsatisfactory. Noise disturbance will worsen due to increased operational and cleaning activiies.

INADEQUATE COMMUNITY CONSULTATION ) . I

The community consultation process conducted for AMP was unsatisfactory and disingeauous. It sought to mislead people into believing that _
“revitalisation” meant refurbishment or renovation, but the plans reveal a huge expansion over the current centre and onte a large warehouse site
that is zoned for industrial use. Contrary to AMP's reports, extensive independent surveys of locat residents confirm they oppose the plans.

Cur community does not want of need this massive redevelopment forced on them. We want a clean and inviting environment to shop in but nota
massive expansion that will forever change the fabric and character of our neighborhood.

OTHER COMMENTS

Yours sincerely

S N ({

{signature) {date)

o




Project Description Marrickvitle Metro Shgoping Centre I B " 0.19‘1 - Matrickyille Metre

€3 - y AT e
Name SO \ , A {first name) f\{

Rt

Grganisation {if applicable)

Y ot N . iyt 7 <

j S g ,;f p :m}k!if.s#);\;"—"f\ sf<.},€;‘%\ Phone Number: @Z\ 00374 55 L

P AY ._.\\ . Pt i
o j A UA s e ]
Address RN t Home or Work _ (pleasecircie)
Email o N
Overall view/posifion e
on the Metro proposal * Support - C}Jejc)/ . * Other (please
" circle)

| objact to the above proposal to expand the Marrickvitle Metee Shopping Centre. The redeve%opme_nt of lhis_ centre is inappropnal_e. it is un%nl%;? other
shopping centres and requires special consideration of its unique situation. Itis not located an a rrain road, is not ade‘quate!y semviced by public
sransport, it will increase traffic problems, it is out of character with the surrounding low-rise residential area, it wil drain business from local
shopping strips, # will increase noise and air poltution, and it wili have a negative impact on the amenily of residents and the community.

Size . . .
The proposal, though scaled down in the revised plans, will increase by 75%. It will increase b_y 140% in height. its oveyall presence wili dominate
and overwhelm the smali-scale singte residential dwelfings around it, and is out of character with the strestscape of period buildings.

TRAFFIC

The applicant does net acknowledge that the huge increase in retail toor space will significantly impact on traffic. It 15 self-evident lhvat atmost t
doubling the size of the cantre will markedly incraase traffic on the already over-burdened smaft local rpads. An_;ndepencient an‘aiyszs pred!r;_!s thla
traffic will increase by 50% on Saturdays and 75% on Thursday evenings. It will also generale a large increase 1rugks tp service the additiona
major stores and 39 supermarket. It will worsen current "at runs” Uhrough narrow streets as vehicles lry 1o avoid traffic buitd-ups. Key streets
affected, such as Lord and Dartey Streets, have been ignored in the AMP traffic assessment.

PUBLIC TRANSPORT o the noeds
The rail stations are at least a kilometre away, too far to carry heavy shopping. The 3 bus routes from the Metra do not'adequately senvice e

of the iocal area, as they exit the LGA to go to Bondi Junction or Millers Pt. The other bus routes from Enmore Rd or King St are again too far to
carry a lot of shopping. Public transport is inadequate and the expansion will encourage mere car travel.

LOSS OF TREES ) -

While the new plans have retained most of the trees an Murray & Smidmore Streets that were designated for remaval in ;helqngmal ‘p!ans‘ the_)re a;_r_e
many other trees that may still be under threat of removal. Especially along Victoria Road where most of the landscape-significant Hitls Weep;ﬂg L]
trees are described as “consider for retention” - this ambiguous terminology is no guarantee for the protection of these magnificent trees that form a
continuous leafy canopy that shefters much wildlife and birds as well as adding shade and beauty to the streetscape.

SHOPPING CHOICES . &
The addition of a third supermasket & two more <liscount depariment stores is a duplication of services offered a} other neaz’_by sh_oppmg centres : zst;
unnecessary. One of the characleristics of this area Is its diverse shopping experierce & lack of nm;or‘feiail c‘.ham slores, I_Iag:re is real cohcem tha
an expandad Metro centre will draw business away from local shopping strips, & despite AMP's assertion that this will be minimal, the negative
effects of such redevelopment can be obsetved at Double Bay, Paddington & Bondi aler the expanded Bondi Junction centre.

LITTER, TROLLEYS AND POLLUTION ) . . t of
Many issues have not yet been addressed in the new proposal. More cars and trucks will add to air and noise poilut_mn. The managemen!_ (‘)t’
abandoned trofleys and litter is currently very unsatisfactory. Noise disturbance wilt worsen due to increased operational and cleaning activities.

INADEQUATE COMMUNITY CONSULTATION ] ) - oving that
The community consultation process conducted for AMP was unsatisfactory and disingenuous. it sought to mislead people into befieving tha .
"revitalisation” meant refurbishiment or ranovation, but the plans reveal a huge expansion over the curfent centre and onto a large warehouse site
that is zoned for industrial use. Gontrary to AMP's reports, extensive independant suveys of local residents confirm they oppose the plans.

Our community does hot want or need this massive redevelopment forced on_them. We want a clean and inviting environment to shop in but nota
massive expansion that will forever change the fabric and character of our reighborhood.

OTHER COMMENTS

Yours sincerty| \

{signature)/"ar i tdate)




Project Description Marrickville Metro Shopping Centee . MP0Y_03191 - Marickvite Matro

| Name L/fi ( f\ﬂ! 8 {first name) ‘ /jf ) {\"! e ASUTNAME)

_Organisation (if applicable)

. TR E N - :
7[‘7) t[\‘{('/%‘j CHNTER B Uk /‘/ Phone Number: OL{ v ! 8{ Qﬂ O /

e T {7 < LE i i
Address f & { = 52 = HL 'K) l\_i Home or Work . S (plezse circle)
Email ; e — et
Cverall view/position T .
an the Metro proposal * Support / Object ¢ * Other (please

cirele) &

| object to the above proposal ta expand the Marrickvilie Metra Shopping Gentre. The redevel{;pme.nt of this_ cenire is inappropriate. s unm;? other
shopping centres and requires special consideration of its unique situation. ILis not located on & main road, is not z}de.quate!y serviced by public
transport, it will increase traffic problems, it is out of character with the surrounding tow-rise residential area, it widh drain business from local
shopping strips, it wilt increase noise and air pollution, and it will bave a negative impact on the amenily of resitlents and the conumunity.

SIZE o ) )
The proposal, though scaled down in the revised plans, will increase by 75%. it will increase by 140% in height. lts over_all presence will dominate
and overwheim the smail-scale single residential dwellings around it, and is out of character with the streetscape of period buildings.

TRAFFIC ] ]

The applicant does not acknowledge that the huge increase in retail floor space will significantly impact on traffiq. It is self-evident lh‘at airr;)st hat
doubling the size of the centre will markedly increase traffic on the atready aver-burdened small local rpads. An _mdependem analysis Dfedfc_ls Ia
traffic will increase by 50% on Saturdays and 75% on Thursday evenings. it will also generate a large increase in trucks to seivice lhe ad Tona
major stores and 3" supermarket. It will worsen current "rat runs” through narrow streets as vehicles try to avoid traffic build-ups. Key streets
affected, such as Lord and Darley Streets, have been ignored in the AMP traffic assessment.

PUBLIC TRANSPORT )
The rail stations are at least a kilometre away, too far to carry heavy shapping. The 3 bus routes from the Metro do not‘adequately sgw;ci tfgnratgeeds
of the iocal area, as they exit the LGA to go to Bondi Junction or Millers PL The other bus routes frem Enmore Rd or King St are again 10

carry a lot of shopping. Public transport is inadequate and the expansion will encourage more car travel.

i e o b i i i iginal plans, there are
While the new plans have relained most of the irees on Mutray & Snudmore Streels that wete designated for remavai in t_he'qr{gma p W‘ o i
many other trees that may still be under threat of removal. Especially aicng Victoria Road where most of the !andscapeﬁlgnlﬁcant Hills eepfmg g
trees are described as "cansider for retention” - this ambigucus terminology is no guarantee for the protection of these magnificent trees that form a
continuous leafy canopy that shelters much wildiife and birds as welt as adding shade and beauty 1o the streetscape.

SHOPPING CHOICES ) ) . tres & is
The addition of a third supermarket & two more discount department stores is a duplication of services offelred at other nearby shppﬂlﬂlg cen that
unnecessary. One of the charactedstics of this area is its diverse shopping experience & lack of major retail chain sleres. There Is rea comt:_ern

an expanded Metro centre will draw business away from local shopping strips, & despite AMP's assertion that this \A{:II be minimal, the negative
effects of such redevelopment can be observed at Double Bay, Paddington & Bondi after he expanded Bondt Junction cenire,

LITTER, TROLLEYS AND POLLUTION ) . . . nt of
Many issues have not yet been addressed in the new proposal. More cars and trucks wilt add to air and noise poIEut_lon. The manageme 1t S
abandened trolleys and litter is currentiy very unsatisfactory. Noise disturbance wilt worsen due 10 increased operationai and cleaning activities.

INADEQUATE COMMUNITY CONSULTATION B ] into believing that
The communily consultalion process conducted for AMP was unsatisfactory and disingenuous. [t scught to misiead people into believing "
“revitalisation” meant refurbisiment of renavation, but the plans reveal a huge expansion over the cur_rent centre and onto a large warehouse site
that is zoned for industrial use. Contrary to AMP's reports, extensive independent surveys of local residents confirm they oppose the plans.

Cur community does not want or need this massive redevelopment forced on them. We want a clean and inviting environment to shop inbut not a
massive expansion that will forever change the fabric and character of our neighborhood.

OTHER COMMENTS

Yaurs sincerely-

‘(’siél'lature} {date}




_Project Description Marrickvilie Metra Shopping Centre MP09 0191 - Marrickville Metro i
Name flpe 2 (fustname) | 0190 e Buiname)

) e o i a 1Y
_Organisation (if applicable) Fophm  (San Bl § el -

Phone Number:

I

AT N ‘ ;‘{, L a7y 117 ¢ 7
Address b4 WED {,_.f.!mrg-/l ﬁi,f’{{‘j 4?, P 21450 ) Home DG‘VA 11 60'? 4 _{please circle}
Email \ - B
Overall view/position pa——
on the Metro proposal * Support // Object.? * Other (please

crcle) e o

| object to the above proposal to expand the Marrickville Meteo Shapping Centre. The redevelopment of this centre is inappropriate. it is uniike other
shopping centres and requires special consideration of its unique situation. 1t is not located on 2 main road, is nq% adequatel_y sarviced by public
transgort, it will increase traffic problems, it is out of character with the surrounding low-rise residential area, it will drain business from Jocat
shopping strips, it will increase noise and air poilution, and it will have a negative impact on the amenity of residents and the community.

SIZE . .
The proposal, though scaled down in the revised plans, will increase by 75%. it will increase by 140% in height. its cver.all presence will dominate
and overwhelm the small-scale single residentiai dwellings around it, and is out of character with the streetscape of period buitdings.

TRAFFIC .

The applicant does not acknowledge that the huge increase in retail foor space wiil significantly impact on traffic. is self-evident m_at almost t
doubling the size of the cenlre will markedly increase traffic on the already over-burdened smali iocal rpads. Aﬂ)ndependent an_alys:s pred;_c_ls thla
traffic will increase by 50% on Saturlays and 75% on Thursday evenings. it will also generate a lasge increase in trugks tq service the additional
major stores and 3" supermarket. It will worsen current "rat runs” through narrow streets as vehicles lry to avoid traffic build-ups. Key streets
affected, such as Lord and Darley Straets, have been ignored in the AMP traffic assessment.

PUBLIC TRANSPORT o th ]
The rail stations are at least a kilometre away, too far to carry heavy shopping. The 3 bus routes from the Metro do not adequately service the needs
of tha local area, as they exit the LGA to go to Bondi Junction: or Millers Pt. The other bus routes from Enmore Rd or King St are again teo far to
carry a lot of shopping. Public transport s inadequate and the expanston will encourage more car travel.

LOSS OF TREES . -

While the new plans have retained most of the trees on Mutray & Smidmore Streets that were designated for removal in t_he‘o‘nglnal _plans, the_re ?:fe
many other trees that may stil be under threat of removal. Especially along Victoria Road where most of the 1andscape~5|gnsflpant Hills Weeping Fig
trees are described as “consider for retention” - this ambiguous terminology is no guarantee for the protection of these magnificent trees that form a
continuous leafy canapy that shelters much wildlife and birds as well as adding shade and beauty to the sireetscape.

SHOPPING CHOICES

The addition of a third supermarket & two more discount department stores is a duplication of sewiqes offe.red al other neqrby shpppmg cemtrez;g‘1 |§
unnecessary. One of the characteristics of this area is its diverse shopping experience & lack of majer.retaul cl}a|_n slgres. r_hgre is real con%em a
an expanded Metro centre wilf draw business away from local shopping strips. & despite AMP's assertion that this witl be minimal, the negative
affects of such redevelopment can be observad at Double Bay, Paddington & Bondi after the expanded Bondi Junction centre.

LITTER, TROLLEYS AND POLLUTION . . ) tof
Many issues have not yet been addressed in the new proposal. More cars and trucks will add to air and noise pollution. The management_ (_Jtl
abandoned trolleys and fitter is currently very unsatisfactory. Noise disturbance will worsen due to increased operational and cleaning activities.

INADEQUATE COMMUNITY CONSULTATION ) ) g that
The community consuitation process conducted for AMP was unsatisfaciory and disingenuous, 't sought to mislead people into believing tha .
“ravitalisation” meant refurbishment or renovation, but the plans reveal a huge expansion over the currem centre and onfo a large warelhouse site
that is zoned for industrigt use, Contrary to AMP's reports, extensive independent surveys of local residents confirm they oppose the plans.

Qur community does not want or need this massive redevelopment forced on them. We want a clean and inviting envirenment ta shop in but not a
massive expansion that will forever change the fabric and character of our neighborhood.

OTHER COMMENTS

Yours sinceoaly -

y A= 193,101

(signature) (date)




yject Description Marrickvilie Metro Shopping Centre o 2209 0191 - Marrickvilg Metre

_Name oA NG ifsst nemey | IR

S

Phone Number:

y \ C\ .
1! i oo & .
Address PPN N VYN ’ | Home_or Work B g&) Cl “OA?— {please circle)
Email R eenerer s e e s —
Overall viewiposition S
on the Metro proposal * Support *{Obje * Other {please
circle) o

i object to the above propesal to expand the Marsckville Metro Shopping Gentre. The redevelopment of this centre is inapproprate. Itis unlike other
shopping centres and requires special consideration of its unique situation. itis not tocated on a main road, is n{_ai adequa!e!y serviced by public
transport, it will increase traffic problems, it is out of character with the surcounding fow-rise residential area, it will drain business from iocal
shopping strips, it will increase noise and air poliution, and it will have a negative impact on the amenily of residents and the community,

SIZE ) . -
The proposal, though scaled down in the revised plans, will increase by 75%. It will increase by 140% in height. its over_ali presence will deminate
and overwhelm the smali-scale single residential dwellings around it, and is aut of character with the streetscape of peried buildings.

TRAFFIC .

The applicant does not acknowledge (hat the huge increase in retail floor space wil} significantly impact on trafﬂc:. it is self-evident th_at almgst s
doubling the size of the centre will markedly increase traffic on the already over-burdened small focal roads. An _mdepandent analysis pregi_qts Ia
teaffic will increase by 50% on Saturdays and 75% on Thursday evenings. it will aiso generate a lacge increase in trucks to service the additional
major stores and 3" supermarket. It will worsen current "rat runs” through narrow sirects as vehicies try to avoid traffic build-ups. Key streels
affected, such as Lord and Dardey Streets, have been ignored in the AMP traffic assessment,

PUBLIC TRANSPORT ice the needs
The rail stations are &t least a kilometre away, foo far to cariy heavy shopping. The 3 bus routes from the Metro do not_ agequately sefvice etn

of the local area, as they exit the LGA to go to Bondi Juaction or Mitlers Pt. The cther bus routes from Enmore Rd or King St are again too far o
carry a lot of shopping. Public transport is inadequate and the expansion wili encourage more cal travel.

LOSS OF TREES . -

While the new plans have retained mest of the trees on Murray & Smidmore Streets that were designated for removat in the original _D!a&sfr there ?:{e
many other trees that may still be under threat of removal. Especially along Victoria Road where most of the tandscape-significant Hilts Weepning Tig
trees are described as "consider for retention” - this ambiguous lerminelogy is no guarantee for the protection of these magnificent trees that form a
continucus lealy canopy that shelters much witdlife and birds as well as adding shade and beauty to the streetscape.

SHOPPING CHOICES ) ) s &5
The addition of a third supermarket & two more discount department stores is a duplication of services o[fe.red at other nearby shopping cen resth X
unnecessary. One of the characteristics of this area is ils diverse shopping experience & fack of major _retas! chanr_1 stqres_ T_hgre is real concern tha
an expanded Metro centre will draw business away from local shapping strips, & despite AMP's assertion that this w_sll be minimal, the negative
effects of such redevelopment can be observed at Double Bay, Paddington & Bongdi after the erpanded Bondi Junction centre.

LITTER, TROLLEYS AND POLLUTION . ) . . t of
Many issues have not yet been addressed in the new proposal. More cars and trucks wilt add to air and noise poliution. The management. i
abandoned troileys and litter is currently very unsatisfactory. Noise disturbance wilt worsen due to increased operational and cleaning aclivities.

INADEQUATE COMMUNITY CONSULTATION ) . fieving that
The communily cousultation process canducted for AMP was unsatisfactory and disingenuous. It sought to mislead people into believing tha

“ravitalisation” meant refurbishment or renovation, but the plans reveal a huge expansion ever the curfent centre and onto a large t\:vare;house site
that is zonad for industrial use. Gontrary to AMP's feports, extensive independant surveys of local residents confim they oppose the plans.

Cur community does not want or need this massive redevelopment forced on them. We want a clean and inviting environment to shop inbutnota
massive expansion that will forever change the fabric and character of our neighborhood.

OFHER COMMENTS

Yours sincerety

/
L-/.'",(L. . .
(signature) (date)




_Project Description Marriciville Metro Shopping Centre MPO2_0194 - Mardckyilie T Lo N —

Naine / SN I e (irst nam)

AR A

Organisation (if applicable} | U I

YETE RSt

Home orWork _[(please circle)

Address

_Email o
Overall view/position T

on the Metro proposal *Support ©° Obj _5;;,.«' * Othet {please
ciecle) T

| object to the above proposal to expand the Marrickville Wetco Shopping Centre. The redevelcpmept of this centre is mappro;‘malc. l(:ias unlﬂéﬁcother
shopping centres and requires special consideration of its unique situation. 1t is not located on @ main road, is not ade_quale!y sernice 1 y pﬂu
transport, it will increase traffic problems, it is out of character with the surrounding low-rise res;dentla_i area, |t_W|ii drain business fmm‘t oca
shopping strips. it will increase noise and aie pollution, and it will have a negative impacl on the amenity of residents and the commumty.

SIZE o . .
The proposal, though scaled down in the revised plans, will increase by 75%. it will increase by 140% in height. ts overall presence will dominate
and overwhelm the small-scale single residentiat dwellings arcund it, and is out of character with the streetscape of period buildings.

TRAFFIC .

The appticant does not ackrowledge that the huge increase in retail floor space will significantly impact on trafﬂg It is self-evident th‘at airr:jqit nat
doubling the size of the centre will markedly increase traffic on the already over-burdened small local rpads. An ‘mdependent an‘alysﬁ» przd!? S ala
traffic will increase by 50% on Saturdays and 75% on Thursday avenings. It wil aiso generate ailarge increase in trupks tg service the as ltIOI"I
major stores and 3" supermarket. 1t will worsen current "rat runs” through nacrow streets as vehicles try to avoid traffic build-ups. Key streets
affected, such as Lord and Darley Streets, have been ignored in the AMP traffic assessment.

PUBL.IC TRANSPORT )

the rail stalions are at loast a kilometre away, too far to carry heavy shopping. The 3 bus routes from the Metro do not.adequately sgrvl;ce tg:geeds
of the local area, as they exit the LGA to go to Bond? Junction or Millers Pt The other bus routes from Enmore R4 or King St are again too

carry a lot of shopping. Public transport is inadequate and the expansion will encourage more car travel.

1.OSS OF TREES _ ) N here are
White the new plans have retained most of the teees on Murray & Smidmore Strests that wese designated for removal in the onginal p aG\?. e x
many other rees that may still be under threat of removal. Especially along Victoria Road where most of the Iandscage-mgmfn;ant Hills eepflng ig
trees are described as “cansider for retention” - this ambiguous terminology is ho guarantee for the protection of these magnificent trees that form a
continuous lealy canopy that shelters much wildlife and birds as wall as adding shade and beauty to the streetscape.

SHOPPING CHOICES ] ) s & is
The addition of a hird supermarket & two more discount department stores is a duplication of services offered at offer nearby shopping centre that
unnecessary. One of the characteristics of this area is i3 diverse shopping experience & kck of major_re%aui chal_n stpres. T‘hgfe is real sonceits tha
an expanded Metro centre will draw business away fromt local shopping steips, & despite AMP's assertion that_ this w_tll pe minimal, the negative
effects of such redevalopment can be obseved at Double Bay, Paddington & Bondi after the expanded Bondi Junction centre.

LITTER, TROLLEYS AND POLLUTION ‘ _ ' of
hiany issues have not yet been addressed in the new proposal. More cars and trucks will add to ar and noise pouut_lon. The management_ (_)t_
abandoned trolleys and liter is currently very unsatisfactory. Noise disturbance will worsen due o increased operational and cleaning activities.

INADEQUATE COMMUNITY CONSULTATION ) . -

The community consultation process conducted for AMP was unsatisfactory and disingenuous. It sought to misigad people into believing that
~evitalisation” meant refurbishment or renovation, but the plans reveal a huge expansion over the curcent centre and onto a large warehouse site
that is zoned for industrial use. Contrary to AMP’s reports, exiensive independent surveys of jocal residents cenfirm they oppose the plans,

Our community does not want or need this massive redevelopment forced on them. We want a clean and inviting environment to shop in but not 2
massive expansion that will forever change the fabric and character of our neighborhood.

OTHER COMMENTS

Yours sincerely

H Ml o
(signature} (date)




_Project Description Marrickville Metro Shopping Centre MP09 03191 - Marickville Metrg
. b
(12 /o

_Name !\‘I‘(/’Lw AR _{firstname)

ST S ) '

% {m Ak ale =(5 S Phone Number: Oy Of (Pjé éOf
Address ) N / Home or Wark {please circle)
Emai' .......... s TP, o . -
Overall view/position
on the Metro proposal " Support Object * Other (please
e B 1.5 e . e

| abject to the above proposal to expand the Marrickville Metro Shopping Centee. The redevelopment of this cent{e is inappropriate. it is uniike
other shopping centres and requires special consideratian of its unigue situation. It is not located on a main road, is no? adequately serviced by
public transpor, it will increase traffic probltems, it is aut of character with the surrounding low-rise residential ares, it wilt drain business from local
shopping strips. it will increase noise and air pollution, and it will have a negative impact on the amenity of residents and the community.

SiZE ) .
The proposal, though scaled down in the revised plans, will increase by 75%. It wili increase by 140% in height. its over_ail prasence wili dominate
and overwhelm the smali-scale singte residential dwetlings around it, and is out of character with the streetscape of pericd buildings.

TRAFFIC

The applicant does not acknowledge that the huge increase in retall Aoor space will significantly impact on traftic. It is seif-evident th_at a1m<_)st
doubling the size of the centre wilt markedly increase traffic on the already over-burdened smail locat roads, An‘mdependent analysis predicts that
traffic will increase by 50% on Saturdays and 75% on Thursday evenings. It will also generate a large increasq in trucks t(_) service the additional
major stores and 3 supermarket. It will worsen current "rat runs” through narrow streets as vehicles try 1o avoid traffic build-ups. Key streets
affected, such as Lord and Darley Streets, have been ignered in the AMP traffic assessment.

PUBLIC TRANSPORT :

‘The rail stations are at least a kifometre away, too far to catry heavy shopping. The 3 bus routes fram the Metro do not adequ_ately service the
needs of the local area, as they exit the LGA to go to Bondi Junction or Niliers Pt. The other bus routes from Enmere Rd or King St are 2gain too
far to carry a lot of shopping. Public transport is inadequate and the expansion will encourage more car travel.

LOSS OF TREES . -

While the new plans have retained most of the trees on Murray & Smidmore Steeets that were designated for removal in the original plans, there
are many other trees that may still be under threat of removal, Especially aiong Victaria Road where most of the Iancisce!pe-&gmfscant Hzllg_
Weeping Fig trees are described as "consider for retention” - this ambiguous terminclogy is no guarantee for the protection of these magnificent
trees that form a continuous leafy canopy that shelters much wildfife and birds as well as adding shade and beauty to the streetscape.

SHOPPING CHOICES .

The addition of a third supemmarket & two more discount department stores is a duplication of services oﬁ‘ereg! at oiiher neathy shoppmg centres &
is urnecessary. One of the characteristics of this area is its diverse shapping experience & lack of major re_ta:l chain gtarc»:s‘ Thgm i5 reai concern
that an expanded Metro centre will draw business away from local shapping strips, & despite AMP’s assertion that this wilt be. minimal, the
negative effects of such redevelopment can be ohserved at Double Bay, Paddington & Bondi after the expanded Bondi Junction cenlre.

LITTER, TROLLEYS AND POLLUTION ] ) . . i of
Many issues have not yet been addsessed in the new proposal. More cars and trucks will add to air and noise peilu&_ion. The management qr
abandoned trolieys and litter is currently very unsatisfactory, Noise disturbance will worsen due to increased operational and cleaning activities.

INADEQUATE COMMUNITY CONSULTATION ) . -

The community consuitation process conducted for AMP was unsatisfactory and disingenuous. i sought fo mislead people into befieving that
“revitalisation” meant refurbishment or renovation, but the plans reveal a huge expansion over the cur!’ent centre and onto a farge warchouse site
that is zoned for industrial use. Contrary to AMP's reports, extensive independent surveys of ipcal residents confirm they oppose the plans.

Our community does not want or need this massive redevelopment forced on them. We want a clean and inviting envirenment to shop in but not a
massive expansion that wiil forever change the fabtic and character of our neighborhood

QOTHER COMMENTS

Yours siﬂcerelyt
e .
f 1 f j , 1 :

(signature) {date)



Praject Description Marrickvilie Metro Shopping Centre MP09 0191 - Marrickville Metra

_ Organisation {if applicable)

C? 6 /UE(U C::A ,’UTFQ?}M \X’[hone Number:
Address (;,C)(E‘I]L EER g 1{1‘ /)l/i/{ 9 G /‘/ < _Home orﬁ\)o & Cfgﬁg qq%ﬂ%aﬁfﬁcle)

Name Q_-T‘}:‘PPE LA {first name) | ?U’AJB MT J /{/ N e BumMAmme)

Email

Overall viewlposition N
an the Metro proposal * Suppoit * Objecb * Qther (piease
circle)

1 abject to the above proposal Lo expand the Marrickvilie Metro Shepping Centre. The redevaiopment of t_his cenlie is inappropriate. It is unm;e
olher shopping centres and requires special consideration of its unique situation. It is not located on amain roagl, |s>n0‘t adec_;ualeiy ser\nfc,ed \y |
public transport, # will increase traffic probiems, it is out of character with the surrounding low-rise residential ared, it will drain business from joca
shopping strips, it will increase noise and air poliution, and it wili have a negative impact on the amenity of residents and the community.

SIZE o . .
The proposal, though scaled down in the revised plans, will increase by 75%. It will increase by 140% in height. Its overall presence will dominate
and overwhelm the small-scale single residential dwellings around it, and is out of character with the streetscape of pericd buildings.

TRAFFIC . . . i t

The applicant dees not acknowledge that the huge increass in retail floor space will significantly impact on trafﬁc_. It is seif-evident thgt a rr:jgst hat
doubling the size of the centre will markedly increase traffic on the already over-burdened small local rpads. An _mde;)endent 3”?1\"5'5 Dfidiﬁt% S ‘
traffic wilf increase by 50% on Saturdays and 75% on Thursday evenings. it will also generate a large increase in trupks t(_) service the additiona
major stores and 3" supermarket. It will worsen current “rat runs” through narrow streets as vehicles try to aveid traffic build-ups. Key streets
affected, such as Lord and Darley Streets, have been ignored in the AMP traffic assessment.

PUBLIC TRANSPORT | oo the
The rail stations are at least a kilometre away, too far fo carry heavy shopping. The 3 bus routes from the Netro do not adequately service th t
needs of the local area, as they exit the LGA to go to Bondi Junction or Milters Pt. The other bus routes from Enmere Rd or King 5t are again 100
far to carry a lot of shopping. Public transport is inadequate and the expansion will encourage maore car travel.

LOSS OF TREES . i inat pl there
While the new plans hrave retained maost of the trees on Murray & Smidmore Streets that were designated for removal in the onginal p ?—?!si"

are many other trees that may stil be under threat of removat, Especially aiong Victorla Road where most of the Iandsca_pe-slgmficant i §f. "
Weeping Fig trees are described as “sonsider for refention” - this ambiguous terminology is no guarantee for the protection of these magnifice
trees that form a continuous leafy canopy that shelters much wildlife and birds as well as adding shade and heauty to the streetscape.

SHOPPING CHOICES _ _ res &
The addition of a third supermarket & two more discount department stores is a duplication of services offered at cther nearby shopping ci‘.e P
is unnecessary. One of the characteristics of this area is its diverse shopping experience & tack of major re?all chain s_'.tort_es. il hqrc_a is rearv] con
that an expanded Metro centre will draw business away from tacal shopping strips, & despite AlMP's assertion that this _wnll be‘ minimal, the
negalive effects of such redevelopment can be observed at Double Bay, Paddington & Bondi after the expandad Bondi Junction centre.

LITTER, TROLLEYS AND POLLUTION ) ] _ . ot of
Many issues have not yet been addressed in the new proposal. More cars and teucks will add to air and noise pollut_lon. The manageme s
abandoned trofleys and Iitter is currently very unsatisfactory. Noise disturbance will worsen due to increased operational and cleaning activities.

INADEQUATE COMMUNITY CONSULTATION i into believing that
The community consultation process conducted for AMP was unsalisfactory and disingenuous, It sought to mislead people into be zevmﬁ; o
“revitalisation” meant refurbishment or renovation, but the pians reveal a huge expansion over the cur;ent centre and onto a large ware; cuse si
that is zoned for industrial use. Contrary to AMP's reports, extensive independent surveys of locat residents confirm they oppose the plans.

Our community does not want or need this massive redevelopment forced on_them. We want a clean and inviting environment 10 shop in but nota
massive expansion that will forever change the fabric and character of our neighborhood.

OTHER COMMENTS

Yours sincerely

(1 b / : )
Qafa@u;}[ﬁ?&iw 1___‘__:_.3_"_’, A

{signature} (date)

51 i%
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_Project Description .| Marrickvitie Metro Shepping Centre L MP09 0191 - Marrickville Malre
Name ?'Q«w—tiw (first name} ;’/\-J}.{;—/{/‘:‘:’j‘tu-"'m .

i
7

[60 pugemart i | (o~ | PhoneNumber g TR ?‘:;Z‘ 2.2,

; P
Qrganisation {if applicable) @ e (éw-»uq fad ‘]‘4':»"( <

f abiject to the above proposal to expand the Marrickville Metro Shopping Centre. The redevelopment of this centre is inappropriate. it is unlike
other shopping centres and requires special consideration of its unique situation. itis not iocated on a main road, xs'nog adequately serviced by
public teansport, it will increase Wraffic problems, it is out of character with the surrounding low-rise residential area, it will drain business from locat
shopping strips, it will increase noise and air pollution, and it will have a negative impact on the amenity of residents and the community.

SIZE . .
The proposal, though scaled down in the ravised plans, wili increase by 75%. It will increase Dy 140% in height. tts overall presence will dominate
and overwhelm the small-scale single residential dwetlings around it, and is out of character with the strestscape of period buildings.

TRAFFIC

The applicant does not acknowledge that the huge increase in retail floor spaca will significantly impact on traffic. It is seif-evident that almost
doubling the size of the centre will markedly increase traffic on the already over-burdened small local r_nads. An _mc!ependent an_aiysns precip:_ts zhiat
traffic will increase by 50% on Saturdays and 75% on Thussday evenings. It wilt aiso generate a iarge increase in trupks tq service the additiona
major stores and 3" supermarket. 1t will worsen current "rat runs” through narrow streets as vahicles try to avaid traffic huild-ups. Key streels
affected, such as Lord and Darley Streets, have been ignored in the AMP traffic assessment.

PUBLIC TRANSPORT e
The rail stations are at least a kilometre away, too far to carry heavy shopping. The 3 bus routes from the Mefro do not adequately service the
neads of the local area, as they exit the LGA to go to Bondi Junction or Millers . The other bus routes from Enmore Rd or King St are again too
far to carry a lot of shopping. Public transport is inadequate and the expansion will encourage more car travel.

LOSS OF TREES . . - h
While the new plans have retained most of the frees on Murray & Smidmore Streels that ware designated for removal in the 9!!9}"31 plar!s| there
are many other treas that may still be under threat of removat. Especially along Victoria Road where most of the iandscqpe-mgmﬁcant Hxﬂ‘sf' X
Weeping Fig lrees are described as “consider for retention” - this ambiguous terminolegy is no guaramee for the protection of these magnincen
trees that form a continuous leafy canopy that shelters much wildlife and birds as wall as adding shade and beauty to the streetscape.

SHOPPING CHOICES ) N
The addition of a third supermarket & two more discount depaitment stores is a duplication of services effereq at o_ther neari}x shopping centres
is unnecessary. One of the characteristics of this area is its diverse shopping experience & lack of major re}all chain §tor<_-33. lhgfg is real concermn
that an expanded Melro centre will draw business away from local shopping strips, & despite AMP's assertion that this will be minimat, the
aegative effects of such redevelopment can be observed at Double Bay, Paddington & Bondi after the expanded Bondi Junction centre.

LITTER, TROLLEYS AND POLLUTION ] ) ) . ¢ of
Many issues have not yet been addressed in the new proposal. More cars and trucks will add to air and noise polittion. The managamert 9t'
abandoned trolleys and litter is currently very unsatisfactory. Noise disturbance will worsen due to increased operationa and cleaning activities.

INADEQUATE COMMUNITY CONSULTATION . . ioving that
The community consuitation process conducted for AMP was unsatisfaclory and disingenuous. It sought to misiead people into believing tha

“revitalisation™ meant refurbishment or renovation, but the plans reveal a huge expansion over the curfent centre and onte a large hwar?house site
that is zoned for industrial use. Contrary to AMP's reports, extensive independent surveys of Yocat residents confirm they oppose the plans.

Our community does not want or need this massive redevelopment forced on them. We want a ¢lean and inviting environment to shop inbut not a
massive expansion that will forever change the fabric and character of our neighborhood.

OTHER COMMENTS

Yours sincerely

- e e ammmatmmmmmrmamen e

(signature (date}

Address 6!“'\,[‘,’-/‘1\4 l',_f),«ﬁ.\i}\”'( ( o Home or Work _lplease circle)
EmaiE v a e PPROP TR . e == ’
Cverall view/position =
on the Metro proposal * Support @bject * Other (please
circle) _ . o




_Project Description Marrickville Metro Shopping Centre MPOS 0191 - Marrickville Metro |

Narme NMV \ ‘—fé:@m"" A /(‘fi_[st name) | ] mr?’()f:/}'/”‘/ ]

i
_Organisation (if applicable) ( \\
? ! o)

j’"«% _‘g/- !.\{ ﬂ(;g!;{ff O(l vy {,{Q ?)D Phone Number:‘(j‘ K_.é 5 4;0@ j N

Address . | Home or Work

(please circle)

Email
Overall viewiposition

on the Metro proposal * Support * Object * Other {please
circle) R

i object 1o the above proposal to expand the Marrickville Metro Shopping Centre. The redevelepment of tijis canlee is inappropriate. It is unlike
othar shopping centres and requires special consideration of its unique situation. it is not focated on a main road, is no; aciequately serviced by ]
public transport, it will increase traffic problems, it is out of character with the surrounding low-rise residentiat area, it wilf drain busmes_s from loca
shopping strips, it will increasae noise and air potlution, and it will have a negative impact on the amenity of residents and [he community.

SIZE . .
The proposal, though scaled down in the revised plans, will increase by 75%, it wilt increase by 140% in height. its overall presence will dominate
and overwhelm the small-scale single residentiat dweflings around it, and is out of character with the streetscape of period buildings.

TRAFFIC

The applicant does not acknowledge that the huge increase in retail floor space will significandly impact on trafﬁg Iis seif-gvident that almgst
doubling the size of the centre will markediy increase fraffic on the already over-hurdened smali lacal roads. An'mc{ependent an_a!ysrs pred{c_ts thlaf
traffic will increase by 50% on Saturdays and 75% on Thursday evenings. It wilt also generate a large increase in trucks lp service the additiona
major stores and 3" supermarket. It will worsen current “rat runs” thraugh narrow streets as vehicles try to avoid traffic butd-ups. Key streets
affected, such as Lerd and Darley Streets, have been ignored in the AMP traffic assessment.

PUBLIC TRANSPORT ot
The rail stations are at least a kilometre away. too far to carry heavy shopping. The 3 bus routes from the Metro da not adequ?teiy service the
needs of the local area, as they exit the LGA 1o go to Bondi Junction or Millers Pt. The other bus routes from Enmore Rd or King St are again toc
far to carry & iot of shopping. Public transport is inadequate and the expansion will encourage more car travet.

LOSS OF TREES _ o

While the new pians have retained most of the trees on Murtay & Smidmore Streets that were designated for removal in the qng_mal plan_s, there
are many other frees that may stili be under threat of removal. Especially along Victoria Road where most of the Iandscagpe-s;gmﬁcam Hlﬁg.r .
Weaping Fig trees are described as "consider for retention” - this ambiguous terminology is no guarantee for the protection of these magnificen

trees that form a continuous leafy canapy that shelters much witdlife and birds as well as adding shade and beauty to lhe stregtscape.

SHOPPING CHROICES i &
The addition of a third supermarket & two more discount deparment stores is a duplication of services offereq at qihe; nearby shappmg centres
is tnnecessary. One of the characteristics of this area is its diverse shopping experience & lack of major retail ¢hain stores, There is real concern
that an expanded Metro centre will draw business away fram Iocal shopping strips, & despite AMP's assertion that mas.wm be_ minirnal, the
negative effects of such redevelopment can be observed at Double Bay, Paddington & Bondi aiter the expanded Bondi Junction centre.

LITTER, TROLLEYS AND POLLUTION ) ) . r
Marny issues have not yet been addressed in the new propesat. More cars and trucks will add to air and noise pollut_mn. The management_ of
abandoned trelleys and tler is currently very unsatisfaciory. Noise disturbance will worsen due to increased operational and cleaning activities,

INADEQUATE COMMUNITY CONSULTATION . . o

The communily consuitation process conducted for AMIP was unsatistactory and disingenuous. It sought to mislead pecpie into believing that )
“revitalisation” meant refurbishment or renovation, but the plans reveal a kuge expansion over the current centre and onto a large warehouse site
that is zoned for industrial use. Gontrary to AMP’s reports, extensive independent surveys of local residents confirm they oppose the plans.

Our community does not want or need this massive redeveiopment forced on them. We want a clean and inviting environment to shep in but not a
. massive expansion that will forever change the fabric and character of our neighborhood.

OTHER COMMENTS

Yours sincerely

e \ {

P L '
(signatgié} ) {date)
P

(g

y




_Project Description | Marrickville Metro Shopping Centre 1 MPOg 0191 - Marrickvite Metro
vame _ Phaw | st o) S
Organisation (if applicabia) s e e et
3 P - i 1 @ e
j i/ MUl d e z'i{.._,f') Phone Number: q & I%J <l (7:)
N - N
B SR s T :
Address | (i [{1 Ll _Home or Work __{please circle)
Emait . .
Overall viewlposition
on the Metro proposal * Support * Object * Qther {please
circte) : S

| object to the above propesal to expand the Marrickville Metro Shopping Centre. The redevelopment of this centre is inappropriate. it is unlike
other shopping centres and requires special consideration of its unique situation. it is not located on a main road, is not adequately setviced by {
public transport, it will increase traffic problems, it is out of character with the surrounding low-rise residential area, it wil drain business from loca
shopping strips, it will increase noise and air pollution, and it wilt have a negative impact on the amenity of residents and the community.

SIZE . ) .
The proposal, though scaled down in the revised plans, will increase by 756%. it will increase by 140% in height. Its cve(att presence will dominate
and overwhelm the small-scale single residential dwellings around it, and is out of character with the streetscape of period buildings.

TRAFFIC

The applicant does not acknowledge that the huge increase in retail floor space will significantly impact on traffic. R s self-evident that almost bt
doubling the size of the centre wili markedly increase traffic on the already over-burdened small local rpaci& An lzndependen! an_alysns ;)redf_c_ts t Ia
traffic will increase by 50% on Saturdays and 75% on Thursday evenings. It will also generate a large increase in %fu_cks :9 setvice the additiona
major stores and 3" supermarket. 1t will worsen current "rat runs” throngh narrow streets as vehicles try lo avoid traffic build-ups. Key streets
affected, such as Lord and Datley Streets, have been ignored in the AMP traffic assessment.

PUBLIC TRANSPORT )

The rail stations are at least a kilometre away, too far fo carry heavy shopping. The 3 bus routes from the Metro do not adequately service the
nesds of the local area, as they exit the LGA to go to Bondi Junction or Millers Pt. The ather bus routes from Enmore Rd or King St are again toc
far to carry a fot of shopping. Public transport is inadequate and the expansion will encourage more car travel.

L.LOSS OF TREES . -

While the new plans have retained most of the trees on Murray & Smidmore Streets that were designated for remaoval in the original plans, there
are many other trees that may still be under threat of removal. Especially along Victoria Road where most of the |andscqpe—mgmﬂcant Hlllf",A
Weeping Fig trees are descrioed as “consider for retention” - this ambiguous terminology is no guarantee far the protection of these magnificent
trees that form a continuous leafy canapy that shelters much wildiife and birds as well as adding shade and beauty to the stre¢tscape.

SHOPPING CHOICES . &
The addition of a third supemmarket & two more discount department stores is a duplication of services offered at qlher nearb){ shop'pmg centres
is unnecassary. Qne of the charactaristics of this area is its diverse shopping experience & lack of major retail cham §lor(_es. ihe_rc; is real concern
that an expanded Metro centre will draw business away from locat shopping strips, & despite AMP's assertion that lhlS‘WIH l)e’zmmmal. the
negalive effects of such redeveiopment can be observed at Double Bay, Paddington & Bondi after the expandad Bondi Junction centre.

LITTER, TROLLEYS AND POLLUTION . . , ‘ o
Many issues have not yet been addressed in the new proposal. More cars and trucks will add to air and noise pollution. The management o

abandoned trolieys and litter is currentiy very unsatisfactory. Noise disturbance will worsen due to increased operational and cleaning activities.

INADEQUATE COMMUNITY CONSULTATION . v that
The communily consultation process canducted for AMP was unsatisfactory and disingenuous. It sought fo mislead people into beiievirg that
“revitalisation” meant refurbishment or renovation, but the pians reveal a huge expansicn gver the current centre and onto a large warehm.ise site
that is zoned for industrial use. Contrary to AMP's reports, exlensive independent surveys of local residents confirm they oppose the plans.

Our community does not want or need this massive redevelopment forced on them. We want a clean and inviting environment to shop in but not a
massive expansion that will forever change the fabric and character of our neighborhoed.

OTHER COMMENTS

Yours sincerely

ISR 39" Ao

" (date)

1A




' Project Description Marrickville Metro Shopping Centre 1Moo, 019t - Marrckyille Matrg

Name o el S = o &Y narae)

_Qrganisation (if applicable}

T viChe (gf #7 \Q- > Phone Number:

[ArE R eV 95 e (g8

Address 1 Home or Work {piease circle)
_Email - —— e
Overall view/position e
on the Metro proposai “Support  {* Object ) * Other {please
cirgle) ‘\\K . / B e

I abject to the above proposal to expand the Marrickville Metro Shopping Centre. The redeveiopment of this centré is mapproprlallﬂ. itr':'icl;l:ﬂ;i
other shopping centres and requires special consideration of its unique situation. itis qot IOGatgd on a main road, is “”‘. adequ?te b4 Sf;.; o acal
public transpaort. it will ncrease traffis problems, it is oul of character with the surrounding jow-rise reslldentiai area, it wilt drain busine i

shopgping strips, it will increase noise and air pollution, and it will have 2 negative impact on the amenity of residents and the communty.

SIZE o ) .
The proposal, though scaled down in the revised plans, will increase by 75%. It will increase 'oy 140% in height. its over_ali prglsdgnce wili dominate
and overwheim the small-scale single residential dwetlings around it, and is out of character with the streetscape of period buildings.

TRAFFIC ) .

The applicant doas not acknowledge that the huge increase in retail floor space will significantly impact on traffic. Lis seifnewdeng thiit arlg;?;ts hat
doubting the size of the centre will markedly increase fraffic on the already over-burdened smalt locat roads. An _mdependent ana yihepadditional
traffic will increase by 50% on Satusdays and 75% on Thursday evenings. 1t will aiso generate a_lafge increase in kucks te serwc?( s
maior stores and 3" supemnarket. It will worsen current "rat cuns” through narrow streels as vehictes try to avoid traffic build-ups. Key

affected, such as Lord and Darley Streets, have been ignored in the AMP traffic assessment.

PUBLIC TRANSPORT .

The rail stations are at least a kilometre away, too far to carry heavy shapping. The 3 bus routes from the Metro do not adeq}t(fgteiéts;a{r;lzz;?:mo
needs of the local area, as they exit the LGA to go te Bondi Junction or Millers Pt‘_ The other bus reutes from Enmore Rd of King

far to carry a lot of shopping. Pubiic transport is inadequate and the expansion will encourage more car travel.

L0OSS OF TREES . L

While the new plans have retained most of the trees on Murray & Smidmore Streets that were designated for ramoval in the Qng‘!pai pllz:?iﬁ.;s there
are many other trees that may still be under threat of removal. Especially along Victoria R_oad where most of the Iandscg|3e~s;g}t;« l::‘lina cent
Weeping Fig lrees are described as "consider for retention” - this ambiguous terminology is no guarantee for the protectt:m o te e g

trees that form a continuous leafy canopy that shelters much wildlife and birds as well as adding shade and beauty to the streetscape.

SHOPPING CHOICES

The addition of a third supermarket & two more discount depariment stores is a duplication of services offered at other neam)lzlShog'Trrlga?igtrﬁZri‘
is unnecessary. One of the characteristics of this area is its diverse shopping experience & lack oflmajor re_tall chain ;to#gs, nere is o

that an expanded Metro centre will draw business away from local shopping strips, & despite_AMP 5 assertion {hat UHS'WiH i}e.mlmma‘r,e

negative effects of such redevelopment can be abserved at Bouble Bay, Paddington & Bandi aftes the expanded Bondi Junchion cenire.

LITTER, TROLLEYS AND POLLUTION i . . )
Many issues have not yet been addressed in the new proposal. More cars and trucks will add to air and noise poliut_lon. Th%m!ani%em:&}v?;es
abandaned trolleys and litter is currently very unsatisfactory. Noise disturbance will worsen due to increased operational and cleaning ’

INADEQUATE COMMUNITY CONSULTATION o . 4 le into believing that
The community consultation process cenducted for AMP was unsatisfactary and disingenuous. It seught o mislea gEOFtJ & larae warshouse site
“revitalisation” meant refurbishment or renovation, but the plans reveal a huge expansion over the current centre and onto & % the pians

that is zoned far industrial use. Contrary to AMP's reports, extensive independent surveys of local residents confirm they cppos -

I A : ta
Qur community does not want or need this massive redevelopment forced oo them. We want a clean and inviting environment to shop in but no
massive expansion that will forever change the fabric and character of our neighborhood.

OTHER COMMENTS

Yours sincerely

(signature) (date)



oject Description Marrickville Metro Shopping Centre MP09 0181 - Marrickville Metro .

Name 1 NAAELN _(firstname) frolo =y 8

Organisation (if appicable} | b/

Phione Number: . .
AT 6N SO S

{please ci

~

S\
N \\ .
. ki
_\\{_) Sy ™ \
fus : _{

el .

ot

Email

Overall view/position

on the Metro proposal *Support { Object> * Other {please
| circle) . _ .

| ubject to the above proposal to expand the Marsickville Metro Shopping Centre. The redevelopment of tpis cen!(e is inapprapriate, # is mgﬂée
other shopping cenfres and requires special consideration of its unique siluation. Itis nol iocated on a main read, is no? aciequaiely service Iy .
public transporl, il will increase traffic problems, it is cut of character with the surrounding low-rise residential area, it will drain business from loc
shepping strips, it wil increase noise and air pofiution, and it will have a negative impact on the amenity of residents and the community.

SIZE

The proposal, though scaled down in the revised plans, will increase by 75%. It will increase by 140% in beight. its over_all presence will dominate
and overwhelm the small-scale single residential dwellings around it, and is out of character with the streetscape of period buildings.

TRAFFIC . .

The appiicant does not acknowledge that the huge increase in retail floor space will significantly impact on traffic. it is seff-evident that aln:;_)stts ot
doubling the size of the centre will markedly increase traffic on the already over-burdened szl local rpads. An_mdependam analys;s przd"?ional
traffic will increase by 50% on Salurdays and 75% on Thursday evenings. it will aiso generale a large increase in trucks to serv:ce(t e ? lts
major stores and 3% supermarket. It will worsen current "rat runs” through narrow streets as vehicles try to avoid traffic build-ups. Key stree
affected, such as Lord and Darley Streets, have been ignored in the AMP traffic assessment.

PUBLIC TRANSPORT | e the
The raii stations are at least a kilometre away, toa far to carry heavy shepping. The 3 bus routes from the Metro do net adequate étserv e oo
needs of the local area, as they exit the LGA to go to Bondi Junction or Millers Pt. The other bus routes from Enmore Rd or King St are ag

far to carry a lot of shopping. Public transport is inadequate and the expansion witl encourage more car travel.

L.O8S OF TREES . . o here
While the new plans have retained most of the trees on Murray & Smidmore Streets that were designated for removat in the original p H'!I'

are many other trees that may still be under threat of removal. Especially along Victoria Road whera most of the landscape-significant ln‘sﬁcent
Weeping Fig lrees are described as "consider for retention” - this ambiguous terminology is no guarantee for the protection of these magnf
trees that form a continuous lealy canopy that shelters much wildlife and birds as well as adding shade and beauty to the streetscape.

SHOPPING CHOICES _ ) o centres &
The addilion of a third supermarket & two more discount depastment stores is a duplication of services offered at other nearby shopping oo
15 unnecessary. One of the characteristics of this area is its diverse shopping experience & lack of major re_taﬁ chain stores. Thgr(_e uf lrel?] c

thal an expanded Metro centre witl draw business away from iocal shopping strips, & despite AMP's asserdion that zhes'wm be minimat, the
negalive effects of such redevelopment can be observed al Double Bay, Paddington & Bondi after the expanded Bondi Junction centie.

LITTER, TROLLEYS AND POLLUTION _ _ i . nt of
Many issues have not yet been addressed in the new proposal. More cars and trucks will add to air and naise poilution. The manageme Pvities
abandoned trofleys and litter is currently very unsatisfactory, Noise disturbance wili worsen due o increased operational and cleaning actvities.

INADEQUATE COMMUNITY CONSULTATION o ) e into believing that
The community consultation process conducted for AMP was unsatisfactory and disingenuous. It scught to misiead pecple inta belie E site
“revitalisation” meant refurbishment or renovation, but the plans reveal a huge expansion over the cur;ent centre and onto a large warei ouse
that is zoned for industrial use. Contrasy fo AMP's reporls, extensive independent surveys of local residents confirm they oppose the plans.

Our community does not want or need this massive redevelopment forced on them. We want a clean and inviting envirenment to shop in but not a
massive expanston that will forever change the fabric and character of our neighborhood.

OTHER COVMMENTS

Yours sincerely

NS V. ANV

{signature) (date)

NN

- :/\';




If you want to SAVE MARRICKVILLE & the INNER WEST from this massive & unwanted redevelopment, use this page (or use your own words)
to write a submission to the Dept of Planning. Send a copy lo the other politicians below so they also know what the cammunity thinks.

Where to send submissions via post, online or email For more information from Metro Watch
Al Andrew Smith Join our emaiting list fo receive updates
Cepartment of Planning metro_watch@optusnet.com.ay
GPO Box 39
Sydney NSW 2011
Dept of Planning - Major Projects MP02_0191 - Marrickviile Metro Visit the website to send an instant submission
htip:fmaiorprojects. pfanning.nsw.gov.au/Paction=view job&job id=3734 www.metrowatch.com.ay
Dept of Planning — Planning Minister Tory Kelly

ianningfipma. Nsw.gov.ay
Dept of Planning — Director General Sam Haddad Be our friend on Facebook
sam.haddad@planning.nsw.gov.au www.facebook com/groyp.php?did=138039589544733
information@planning.nsw.dov.au
Shadow Minister for Planning — Brad Hazzard : COMPLETE, SIGN & DATE THE FORM BELOW
brad.hazzard@parliament. nsw.qov.au All details are required if the submission is to be accepted by D of P

=5 gt here and send >>>05>535> 53535 FrEPRIIRPEIEPIPRIRIIIRRRR>>3>22 (eadline for submissions is S5pm Friday 18" March 2011 >>>>>>>

Project Description Marrickviile Metro Shopping Centre MBS 0191 - Marrickville Metro

Name éU.SCU\ C‘m‘s (first name) Cﬂ O;\\{QF 5 (surname)

Organisation {if applicable)

A0S Addison Rd
Address Y\/\@f\ ‘P T Ck i U Q, 2 204‘ //i-{::;\' or Wark {please circle}

. h (7 “ e
Email U zeconyers@ Notmall.com
Overall view/position y
an the Metro proposal * Support Object ¢ * Cther {please circle}
N

t object to the above proposal to expand the Marrickville Metro Shopping Gentre. The redevelopment of this centre is Inappropriate. It is untike other shopping
centres and requires special consideration of its unique situation. it is not located on a main road, is not adequately serviced by public transport, it will increase
traffic problems, it is out of character with the surrounding low-rise residential area, it will drain business from focal shopping strips, it will increase noise and air
pollution, and it will have a negative impact on the amenity of residents and the cemmunity.

SIZE
The proposal, though scaled down in the revised plans, will increase by 75%. it will increase by 140% in height. Its overall presence will dominate and overwhelm
the small-scale singie residentiat dwellings around it, and is out of character with the streatscape of period buildings.

TRAFFIC

The applicant does not acknowledge that the huge increase in retail floor space wil? significantly impact on traffic. itis self-evident that almost doubling the size of
the centre will markedly increase traffic on the already over-burdenad small local roads. An independent analysis predicts {hat traffic quE increase by 50% on
Saturdays and 75% on Thursday evenings. It will also generate a farge increase in frucks 10 service the additional major stores and 3" supermarket, it will worsen
current “raf runs” through narrow streets as vehicles fey to avoid traffic build-ups. Key streets affected, such as Lord and Darley Streets, have been ignored in the
AMP fraffic assessment.

PUBLIC TRANSPORT

The raif stations are at least 3 kilometre away, too far o carry heavy shopping. The 3 bus routes from the Metro do not adequately service the needs of the locat
area, as they exit the LGA fo go te Bondi Junctien or Milfers Pt. The other bus routes from Enmore Rd or King St are again

too far to carry a lot of shopping. Public transport is inadequate and the expansion will encourage more car travet.

1OSS OF TREES

While the new plans have retained most of the trees on Murray & Smidmore Streets that were designated far removat in the original plans, there are many other
trees that may still be under threat of removal, Especially along Victoria Road where most of the landscape-significant Hills Weeping Fig trees are described as
"congider for retention” - this ambiguous terminology is no guarantee for the protection of these magnificent irees that form a continuous leafy canopy that shelters
much wildfife and birds as well as adding shade and beauty to the streetscape.

SHOPPING CHOICES

The addition of a third supermarket & two more discount department stores is a duplication of services offered at other nearby shopping centres & is unnecessary.
One of the characterfstics of this area is its diverse shopping experience & lack of major retail chain stores. There is real concern that an expanded Metro centre
will draw business away from local shopping strips, & despite AMP's asserfion that this will be minimal, the negative effects of such redevelopment can be
observed at Double Bay, Paddington & Bondi after the expanded Bondi Junction centre.

LITTER, TROLLEYS AND POLLUTION
Many issues have not yet baen addressed in the new proposal. More cars and trucks will add to air and neise poliution. The management of abandoned trolleys
and litter is currently very unsatisfactory. Noise disturbance will worsen due to increased operational and cieaning activities,

INADEQUATE COMMUNITY CONSULTATION

The community consuitation process conducted for AMP was unsatisfactory and disingenuous. it sought to mislead people into believing that “revitatisation” meant
refurbishmant or renovation, but the plans reveal a huge expansion over the current centre and onto a large warehouse site that is zoned for industrial use.
Contrary to AMP’s reports, extensive independent surveys of local residents confirm they oppose the plans.

Our community does not want or need this massive redevelopment forced on them. We want a clean and inviting environment to shop in but not a massive
expansion that will forever change the fabric and character of our neighbourhood.

Yours sincerely

e T 2o T L =Xl




Objection to Marrickville Metro

Expansion

Stephen Middleton - Engineer

Stephen Middleton

12 Murray St Marrickvilie NSW 2204
+61 02 95199281
Stephen.Middleton@OptusiNet.com.au

RSN
Do

We acknowledge the prior ownership of the Marrickville area by
the Cadigal people a clan of the Eora nation; who were
dispossessed by European invasion more than two hundred
years ago. We celebrate the survival of Aboriginal people and
their culture following the devastating impact of European
invasion and support their right to determine their own future.
We recognise the right of Aboriginal people to live according to
their own values and culture. We accept our responsibility to
develop an awareness and appreciation of Aboriginal history
and society in our community and to protect and preserve the
environment and significant and sacred sites. In doing so we
acknowledge that Aboriginal culture continues to strengthen
and enrich our community. The Marrickville area is now
occupied by people drawn from many different lands who share
the values of tolerance of and respect for one another. We
encourage Aboriginal and non-Aboriginal people to work to
overcome their differences and continue to go forward together.
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This submission puts forward my objections and those of my family and neighbours, to the expansion of
Marrickvilie Metro Shopping Centre as understood from the Preferred Project Report recently placed on
exhibition by the NSW Department of Planning. It should be obvious that these issues all relate to the size of
the proposed expansion. OQur objections fall into two categories:

e Unjustifiable and unwarranted increase in traffic arising from the expansion, and
e Increased and unmanageable operational issues including noise, operating hours, and trading hours.

Residents encourage the NSW Department of Planning to take this epportunity to undertake its own
independent and unbiased review of trip and traffic generation and traffic issues in the immediate
intersections surrounding the Metro shops. in taking this path the Department can form its own position on
the following contentious items:

1. The extent to which the traffic generation discount against RTA expected leveis of vehicular trip
generation for floor space as measured at the Metro shops in its present form; can be expecied to be
maintained in the proposed future form of the Metro shops.
2. The extent to which balanced multi-mode trip growth and particularly
a) Public transport mode trip growth can be maintained in the absence of commitments from STA
and Department of Transport to provide new bus routes to and from the Metro shops and the
nominated primary sources and sinks for trips to the south and east.

b} Pedestrian mode trip growth given the proposed tenancies and the finite pooi of pedestrians
within the Smin (400m) to 10min (800m) ranges who are already walking to the Metro shops.

3. The distribution of vehicular trip generation across the netwark of intersections modelled (as
nominated by the RTA} with out analytical link to the Economic Impact assessment.

Residents also encourage the NSW Department of Planning to take this opportunity to stream-iine all of the
various development consents for the operating hours and conditions, and trading hours of the Metro shops
and individual consents of Metro shops tenants under one agreement or operational commitment to
increase the ease of supervision of Metro Shopping Centre operations.




The Preferred Project Report presents an unjustified and unwarranted increase in traffic.

The Metro shops are served by local roads, train stations are more than 10 min (800m} walk away. At present
bus services are focused an City and Bondi junction with inefficient routes connecting several underserved
intermediate destinations. Services to the south and west leave from the other side of Enmore Park between
the corner of Addison Rd and Llewellyn St on Enmore Rd a Smin walk {400m) away.

Traffic gridlock is a very real demonstrable effect on Murray St. It is not dependent on trucks reversing across
boundaries. The effect arises as a consequence of feedback between the Murray 5t Car Park access and the
intersections of Victoria Rd and Edgeware Rd and the intersection at Edgeware Rd, Alice 5t at Llewellyn St.

This effect has heen demonstrated by Metro Watch with as littie as a 10% increase in peak hour traffic.

If | were engaged to develop a TMAP for the effect of the expansion by 75% of a stand alone shopping Metro
shops served by local roads in a heavily congested network such as those found in the inner west | would
embark on this activity with intention of:

a) Systematically discounting traffic growth,

b) Diverting trips to modes other than vehicular trips; discussing significant increases in cycle trips and
pedestrian trips and the use of public transport without getting commitments from $TA and Dept of
Transport to provide refevani new routes and,

¢} Distributing vehicular trip growth across the least congested intersections and away from those
intersections already considered congested by arbitrarily assigning traffic growth to the network
under analysis and claiming the distribution is driven by the Economic Impact assessment,

d} | would also seek to blame traffic growth on other developments irrespective of differences in time of
peak traffic flow.

When | had results from the impact of traffic growth arising from the expansion of the Metro shops | would:

a) Take the positian that any decrease in service at congested intersection stiff represents adequate
service.

b} Furthermore not address residential amenity but instead seek to focus attention on behavioura
modification arising from shoppers avoiding congestion once it occurred.

¢} Finally | would seek to achieve the appearance of balance in traffic growth by describing trips aveided
by diversion to the Metro shops rather than trips proceeding out of the area to other Metro shops.

The traffic consultant engaged by the proponent is known in the industry as being particularly adept at this.

in fact the TMAP is even worse as it has been allowed to ignore modelting of Car Park access intersections, and
rat run intersections such as Lynch St, Darley St and Lord St which local residents know are used for trips to the
Metro shops from the north obviating the so called natural barrier of King St to trips from Erskineville and
Alexandria.

with the re-analysis presented in the Preferred Project Report and further information regarding the
distribution of traffic growth across the network it is now clear that there is no analytical link between the
Economic Impact analysis and the distribution of traffic growth, and in fact the allocation has been designed to
minimise the impact on already congested intersections to the north of the Metro shops.

i traffic growth discounts are dropped, a 75% increase in traffic can be expected for the Thursday Evening
peak and a 50% increase in traffic over the Saturday Morning peak.




PROPOSAL - TRAFFIC RELIEF FOR MURRAY ST RESIDENTS

Provision of relief to Edgeware Rd, Victoria Rd and Murray St residents from vehicle trips and delivery
operations is not considered in the EA on exhibition. When the original Marrickville Plaza was proposed and
approved in the late 1980s, all other neighbouring residential streets where rendered "local traffic only" by
virtue of road closures. in our submission on the EA we demanded that Murray St be closed at or near number
16 Murray St (the southern most residentially zoned property on Murray St} to allow residents respite from
the peak vehicle flows and delivery operations on Murray St

Similar relief may be possible by implementing alternatives on Murray 5t such as restricted traffic flow and or
direction, preventing right turns into or out of Car Park access on Mutray St by extending the median strip
from the intersection of Murray St and Victoria south to outside the Car Park access. Delivery truck access on
Murray St must be similarly restricted.

These structural changes to the network:

e  will have the effect of reducing the peak load at intersection of Edgeware Rd and Victoria Rd, which
Metro Watch demonstrated is much more susceptible to small increases in traffic than has been
aliowed for in the Traffic Report.

e Wil reduce traffic load on the majority of Edgeware Rd by forcing vehicular entry via Enmore Rd /
Edinburg Rd.

s Are consistent with the after hours ban on trucks over 3 tonne on Edgeware Rd.

We discussed this approach at length with the proponent on 16" November 2010. In addition to blocking
Murray St other traffic calming approached were discussed. These included left —in left-out at the car park
access on Murray St by division of the street by a media strip cutside the car park access, or by
implementation of no right turn signage on exit from the car park and no right tuen into the car park access
south bound on Murray St.

The proponent seemed keen to realise structural change to the network and understood that residents placed
no faith in the behavioural modification the proponent's traffic consultant claimed would limit traffic
congestion, Of course by the time behavioural modification takes place the network is aiready congested and
resident's amenity is reduced.

As can be determined from a review of the traffic report forming part of the Preferred Project Report no
mention is made of this proposal or the other solutions discussed. Given this formed part of Stephen
Middleton's submission to the Exhibition of the EA it is correct to state that this issue as not been addressed by
the proponent in their response to the submissions arising from the exhibition period.

It is worth noting that the swept path analysis presented in the Preferred Project Proposal assumes entry from
the south to the Murray St loading Dock and exit to the south. Residents are ali toe aware of the propensity of
drivers to take whatever route they can get away with.
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The Department wiil be aware from previous submission by residents that the current range of consents is

unwieldy in that councit and other relevant agencies are unable to police the conditions.

While residents appreciate that the NSW Department of Planning cannot act on operational issues raised in
submission; we strongly encourage the NSW Department of Planning to take this opportunity to stream-line all
of the various development consents for

a}l Overall Metro shops operating hours and conditions,
b) Trading hours of the Metro shops and
¢) Individual consents of Metro tenants

under one agreement or operational commitment to increase the ease of supervision of Metro Shopping
Centre operations.

The assessment of the Preferred Project Report is an ideal opportunity to dictate a rationalisation of all
consents for this site to a commaon set of enforceable conditions in consuitation with residents.

OBJECTION - LOADING DOCKS ON MURRAY ST ASSUME ENTRY AND EXIT TO SOUTH

Truck access to dock as indicated in the civil engineer’s report shows no trucks entering by right turn from
Murray St south bound or left turn into Murray St north bound. The proponent must commit to truck access
only occurring from the north bound left turn into the dock.

Truck movements over one tonne via the residential part of Murray St are not acceptable

in our submission on the EA we demanded that Murray 5t be closed at or near number 16 Murray St {the
southern most residentially zoned property on Murray St} to allow residents respite from the peak vehicle
flows and delivery operations on Murray St. Similar relief may be possible by implementing alternatives on
Murray St such as restricted traffic flow and or direction, preventing right turns into or left turns out of Loading
Dock on Murray St.

OBJECTION - NIGHT DELIVERIES

There is no notable night traffic in the area immediately around Metro shops. Obviously aircraft noise is not a
feature after 10 pm and before 6am. Any extension of operating hours for deliveries will noticeably reduce
residential amenity and will not be accepted.

Policing of a dock operating hours is feft up to residents who are affected. This leads to a four way finger
pointing activity between Councii Officers, Operations staff at Metro shops, Metro tenants and tenants'
delivery, fit-out and waste removal contractors.

It is certainly not acceptable o extend night deliveries to 10 pm from the current agreed limit of 7pm.
Deliveries during the night are not acceptable and will not be tolerated.

The existing acoustic impact is inappropriately monitored (from the Mill House) to be extrapolated to the
loading docks on Murray St and incompletely forecast as the traffic study does not have defivery movements in
scope. Furthermore details of shielding and materials for the proposed loading dock are not provided so a
complete assessment can not be made on the impact of this dock.




OBIECTION - DOCK OPERATING HOURS

Agreed operating hours on Murray St are 7am to 7pm - operation between 7pm and 10pm is not acceptable.

a) At present trades people engaged to complete shop fit-outs ar maintenance are prevented from
working outside of the hours of 7am to 7pm as a result of loading dock operating hours. Residents
have secured a surcease from such operations outside of hours at the southern dock on Murray St.

b) Dock operations inciude forklift trucks, rubbish compactors, compressors and pallet lifter trolleys
which each cause their own disturbance.

c) Atpresent audible security alarms are not permitted or are being removed in cooperation with
residents' complaints.

d) At present residents on Murray St are rarely disturbed by machinery notse emanating from the Metro
Shops. This must not change.

Proposed operating hours at the proposed dock take no note of residents' concerns expressed in May 2010
that dock operating hours are frequently abused by tenants, contractors and delivery vehicles, with Metro
operations staff at a loss as to how to efficiently control aperations shott of locking off the docks with bollards,
chains and signs indicating agreed operating hours.

ARCHITECTURAL CONCERN: ACOUSTIC ISOLATION OF MURRAY STREET LOADING DOCK

The architectural plans have shown that the existing loading dock on Murray Street is to be relocated south,
towards Smidmore Street, The most persistent noise issues arising from the dock are idling engines of trucks
waiting for the dock to open, and the beeping hazard warning as trucks reverse.

We note that the proposed dock will be more than twice the size of the existing dock and that the number of
vehicles using the dock will increase, We understand that activity within the dock involving pallets will also
increase. We note in the traffic report that trucks will no longer be able to reverse onto the site from the
street. We note in the acoustic report that semi trailers entering and leaving the loading dock will exceed
background sound levels and provide a potential sieep disturbance to the Murray Street Residences. We are
concerned that this general increased use of the loading dock will duplicste, rather than alleviate or improve,
the current noise issues impacting residents, and the acoustic report confirms this.

In the absence of any wall details on the architectural plans, we request that the enclosing loading dock wails
and its raller shutter doors provide appropriate acoustic isolation between the dock activities and the

residential houses on Murray Street, In the absence of a management plan, we request that the Metro Shops
improve their management of the proposed loading dock to eliminate idling engines on our residential street.

e APP H - Traffic Management and Accessibility Plan Part 1 Page 44/45 — reports that the “reverse in”
loading dock bays will be replaced by the larger dock. The inference is that no trucks will be reguired to
reverse onto the site from the street, although this is not clearly stipulated. Reversing from the street
onto a site contravenes industry practice, particularly for commercial vehicles.

e APP M Acoustic Report Page 11/12 - documents the projected noise levels as exceeding their own criteria
for background noise, and therefore becoming a potentiat sleep disturbance to neighbours.

e App W - Civil Engineers Assessment Page 23 Appendix B Concept Roadworks and intersection Plans
Drawing Number 210026-5K-008 Loading Dock 3 Turning Path Plan — clearly indicates truck entry from
Murray St by left turn from the south. Commitment will be sort from the proponent that trucks will not.
s reverse across the boundary.

e Enter the dock from Murray St by right turn from the north.
¢ lLeave the dock via Murray St by left turn to the north.




The expansion proposed in the Preferred Project Report on exhibition remains excessive at 75%, with
insufficient merit arising from the expansion to out weigh the reductien in amenity to be experienced by
residents of the area immediately surrounding the proposed development.
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From: Olga Gruzdeff <olgagruzdeff@yahoo.com.au>

To: Andrew Smith <andrew.smith@planning.nsw.gov.au>
Date: 18/03/2011 07:13

Subject: Online Submission from Olga Gruzdeff {object)

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

I object to the ahove proposal to expand the Marrickville Metro Shopping Centre. The redevelopment of this centre
is inappropriate. It is unlike other shepping centres and requires special consideration of its unique situation. It is
not located on a main road, is not adequately serviced by public transport, it will increase traffic probiems, it is out
of character with the surrounding low-rise residential area, # will drain business from local shopping strips, it wili
increase noise and air pollution, and it will have a negative impact on the amenity of residents and the community.

SIZE

The proposal, though scaled down in the revised plans, will increase by 75%. it will increase by 140% in height. Its
overall presence will dominate and overwhelm the small-scale single residential dwellings around it, and is out of
character with the streetscape of period buildings.

TRAFFIC

The applicant does not acknowledge that the huge increase in retail floor space will significantly impact on traffic. It
is self-evident that almost doubling the size of the centre will markedly increase traffic on the already over-
burdened small local reads. An independent analysis predicts that traffic will increase by 50% on Saturdays and
75% on Thursday evenings. It will also generate a large increase in trucks to service the additional major stores
and 3rd supermarket. It will worsen current ?rat runs? through narrow streets as vehicles try to avoid traffic buiid-
ups. Key streets affected, such as Lord and Darley Streets, have been ignored in the AMP traffic assessment.

PUBLIC TRANSPORTY

The rail stations are at least a kilometre away, too far to carry heavy shopping. The 3 bus routes from the Metro do
not adequately service the needs of the local area, as they exit the LGA to go to Bondi Junction or Millers Pt. The
other bus routes from Enmore Rd or King St are again

too far to carry a lot of shopping. Public transport is inadequate and the expansion will encourage more car travel.

LOSS OF TREES

While the new plans have retained most of the trees on Murray & Smidmore Streets that were designated for
removal in the original plans, there are many other trees that may still be under threat of removal. Especially along
Victoria Road where most of the landscape-significant Hills Weeping Fig trees are described as ?consider for
retention? - this ambiguous terminology is no guarantee for the protection of these magnificent trees that form a
continuous leafy canopy that shelters much wildlife and birds as well as adding shade and beauty to the
streetscape,

SHOPPING CHOICES

The addition of a third supermarket & two more discount department stores is a duplication of services offered at
other nearby shopping centres & is unnecessary. One of the characteristics of this area is its diverse shopping
experience & lack of major retail chain stores. There is real concern that an expanded Metro centre will draw
business away from local shopping strips, & despite AMP?s assertion that this will he minimal, the negative effects
of such redevelopment can be observed at Double Bay, Paddington & Bondi after the expanded Bondi Junction
centre,
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LITTER, TROLLEYS AND POLLUTION

Many issues have not yet been addressed in the new proposal. More cars and trucks will add to air and noise
pollution. The management of abandoned trolleys and litter is currently very unsatisfactory. Noise disturbance will
worsen due to increased operational and cleaning activities.

INADEQUATE COMMUNITY CONSULTATION

The community consultation process conducted for AMP was unsatisfactory and disingenuous. It sought to mistead
people into believing that ?revitalisation? meant refurbishment or renovation, but the plans reveal a huge
expansion over the current centre and onto a large warehouse site that is zoned for industrial use. Contrary to
AMP?s reports, extensive independent surveys of local residents confirm they oppose the plans,

Our community does not want or need this massive redevelopment forced on them. We want a clean and inviting
environment to shop in but not a massive expansion that witi forever change the fabric and character of our
neighborhood.

MName: Olga Gruzdeff
Address:

1 Davis 5t
Dulwich Hill NSW 2203

IP Address: 124-149-126-62.dyn.tinet.net.au - 124.149.126.62

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

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

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

Andrew Smith

E: andrew.smith@planning.nsw.gov.au

Powered by Internetrix Affinity
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From: EHiot Liu <liu_elliot@yahoo.com.au>

To: Andrew Smith <andrew.smith@nplanning.nsw.gov.au>
Date: 18/03/2011 07:11

Subject: Online Submission from Elliot Liu (object)

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

I object to the above proposal to expand the Marrickville Metro Shopping Centre. The redevelopment of this centre
is inappropriate. It is untike other shopping centres and requires special consideration of its unique situation, It is
not located on a main road, is not adequately serviced by public transport, it will increase traffic problems, it is out
of character with the surrounding low-rise residential area, it will drain business from local shopping strips, it will
increase noise and air pollution, and it will have a negative impact on the amenity of residents and the community.

SIZE

The proposal, though scaled down in the revised plans, will increase by 75%. It wilt increase by 140% in height. Its
overall presence will dominate and overwhelm the small-scale single residential dwellings around it, and is out of
character with the streetscape of period buildings.

TRAFFIC

The applicant does not acknowledge that the huge increase in retail floor space will significantly impact on traffic, It
is self-evident that almost deubling the size of the centre will markedly increase traffic on the already over-
burdened small local roads. An independent analysis predicts that traffic will increase by 50% on Saturdays and
75% on Thursday evenings. It will also generate a large increase in trucks to service the additional major stores
and 3rd supermarket. It will worsen current ?rat runs? through narrow streets as vehicles try to avoid traffic build-
ups. Key streets affected, such as Lord and Darley Streets, have baen ignored in the AMP traffic assessment,

PUBLIC TRANSPORT

The rail stations are at least a kilometre away, too far to carry heavy shopping. The 3 bus routes from the Metro do
not adequately service the needs of the local area, as they exit the LGA to go to Bondi Junction or Millers Pt. The
other bus routes from Enmore Rd or King St are again

too far to carry a lot of shopping. Public transport is inadequate and the expansion witl encourage more car travel.

£0SS OF TREES

While the new plans have retained most of the trees on Murray & Smidmore Streets that were designated for
removal in the original plans, there are many other trees that may still be under threat of removal. Especially along
Victoria Road where most of the landscape-significant Hills Weeping Fig trees are described as ?consider for
retention? - this ambiguous terminology is no guarantee for the protection of these magnificent trees that form a
continuous leafy canopy that shelters much wildlife and birds as well as adding shade and beauty to the
streetscape.

SHOPPING CHCICES

The addition of a third supermarket & two more discount department stores is a duplication of services offered at
other nearby shopping centres & is unnecessary. One of the characteristics of this area is its diverse shopping
experience & lack of major retait chain stores, There is real concern that an expanded Metro centre will draw
business away from local shopping strips, & despite AMP?s assertion that this will be minimal, the negative effects
of such redevelopment can be observed at Doubie Bay, Paddington & Bondi after the expanded Bondi Junction
centre,
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LITTER, TROLLEYS AND POLLUTION

Many issues have not yet been addressed in the new proposal. More cars and trucks will add to air and noise
pollution. The management of abandoned trolleys and litter is currently very unsatisfactory. Noise disturbance will
worsen due to increased operational and cleaning activities.

INADEQUATE COMMUNITY CONSULTATION

The community consultation process conducted for AMP was unsatisfactory and disingenuous. It sought to mislead
people into believing that ?revitalisation? meant refurbishment or renovation, but the plans reveal a huge
expansion over the current centre and onto a large warehouse site that is zoned for industrial use. Contrary to
AMP?s reports, extensive independent surveys of local residents confirm they oppose the plans,

Our community does not want or need this massive redevelopment forced on them. We want a clean and inviting
environment to shop i but not a massive expansion that will foerever change the fabric and character of our
neighborhood.

Name: Elliot Liu
Address:

1 Davis St
Dulwich HHI NSW 2203

IP Address: 124-14%-126-62.dyn.iinel.net.au - 124,149.126.62

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

Site: #2118 Marrickvifle Metro - 35 Victoria Road, 13-55 Edinburgh Road and within the Public Reserve of

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

Andrew Smith

£: andrew.smith@planning.nsw.gov.au

Powered hy Internetrix Affinity
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From: Louise Stanley <loulastanley@gmail.com>

To: Andrew Smith <andrew.smith@planning.nsw.gov.au>

Date: 18/03/2011 06:24

Subject: Online Submission from Louise Stantey of Sydney University ()

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

Dear AMP Capital

When I think of shopping centres I think of community infrastructure,

When I think of community infrastructure I think of meeting communtiy needs.

When I think of community needs in Marrickville T think of ease of access to local infrastructure, a pleasant
environemnt and a sense of commmuntiy belonging.

When i think about your proposals, I see a more complicated shopping environment, traffic and buildings taking
away form the current suburban beauty of the area and a domiantion of commercialism over other forms of social
interaction,

I understand the desire to develop the shopping centre inte something a mit mare modern, easier to navigate
and/or a hit more socially appelaing.

But when i see the vision you've offered, ali i see is the desire to create more shops.

This does not adress any of the community needs for the area. Surely quality over guantity is more important any
day.

Kind regards,

Lousie Stanley

Name: Louise Stanley
Organisation: Sydney University

Address:
Hutchinson St, St Peters
IP Address: stucce.ink.teistra.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 Edinburgh Road and within the Public Reserve of

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

Andrew Smith

E: andrew.smith@planning.nsw.gov.au

Powered by Internetrix Affinity
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From: Liam Fitzgerald <[fitzgerald@hassell.com.au>

To: Andrew Smith <andrew.smith@planning.nsw.gov.au>
Date: 17/03/2011 22:35

Subject: Online Submission from Liam Fitzgerald (object)

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

I support seme of the objectives of the proposal and object to many.

Support

- refurbishment of Metro

- development of warehouse on corner of Smidmore and Murray streets.

- pedestrian plaza across Smidmore Street though integration with existing centre very poor

Objections

- proposal does not appear to meet modern expectations of goed shopping developments eg Rouse Hill

- lack of environmental improvement in proposal, Green Star, NABERS, energy, water, mahagement etc

- amenities appear to be in same poor position, unexpanded.

- ground floor improvements appear to be restricted to infilling areas with no planning improvements

- lack of davilighting and planning improvement of food court

- Hmited daylighting to interior spaces, skylights and voids are very small percentage and oo narrow to work
effectively

- skylights and voids do not align, skylights have been positioned to work to carparking bays rather than providing
good daylight into the building

- external materials appears to be post rationalization of cheap construction, colorbond cladding and precast and
off-form concrete are NOT found in the local industrial or residential context. Metro and surrounding neighbourhood
is predominantly brick. Large expanses of window less colorbond cladding is very cruel

- existing brick fabric of warehouse should be reused as per Metro precedent,

- department store on L and carpark on L2 should be setback from Murray Street alignment. RL20.9 is too high on
Murray Street

- carpark L2A is grossly overservicing cars and should be significantly smaller than L2 especially along Murray
Street

- significant increase of carparking highlights expectations of increased traffic in local streets

- overall development is too large for residential context

Name: Liam Fitzgeraid

Address:
53A George Street Sydenham NSW 2044

IP Address: cpe-121-218-72-133.Inse4 . ken.bigpond.net.au - 121.218.72.133

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

Site: #2118 Marrickville Metro - 35 Victoria Road, 13-55 Edinburgh Road and within the Public Reserve of
Smidmore St
htips://majorprojects.onhiive.com/index.pl?action=view_site&id=2118
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From: Christineg Sonnleitner <chris_sonn@yahoo.com:>

To: Andrew Smith <andrew.smith@planning.nsw.gov.au>
Date: 17/03/2011 21:58

Subject: Ontine Submission from Christine Sonnleitner (object)
cC: <assessments@planning.nsw.gov.au>

I strongly object. The Inner West, especially main thoroughfares like Stanmore Road are already choked up
enough as it is. Weekend traffic along this strip is actually worse on weekends- imagine what a mega mall like the
proposed is going to do to such main arterial reads. We often don't want to leave the house on weekends due to
the out of control traffic in the area. Going to the Metro is already a battle... any kind of expansion is just going to
make it worse. A brilliant sense of community prevails around the area and malls like these don't benefit small
pockets of the community in any way. The independently run businesses around Marrickvilie/Enmore & Sth King St
will suffer immensely. I don't want to eat at McDonald's or shop at Cotton On. I want to keep being able to go to
the local cafe for lunch and a charity shop in a backstreet of Marrickville for clothes. Don't take this away from
Inner West residents!

Name: Christine Sennleitner

Address:
96 Stanmore Rd
Stanmore NSW 2048

IP Address: - 202.124.72.216

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 Edinburgh Road and within the Public Reserve of
Smidmore 5t
https://majorprojects.onhiive.com/index.pl?action=view_site8id=2118

Andrew Smith

E: andrew.smith@planning.nsw.gov.au

Powered by Internetrix Affinity
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SUBMISSION TO THE NSW DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING

Project Description: Marrickville Metro Shopping Centre - MP0OS 0191 - Marrickvitle Metro
Name: Janine Kovacevic

Address: 300 Edgewars Road, NEWIOWN... ... .o i e e
Email: jijkGH1@higpond.com....... Phone: ... 853%9-3867 ...l

Overall view/position on
the Metro proposat * Object

f ohject 1o the above proposal to expand the Marrickville Metro Shopping Centre, The redevelopment of this centre is inappropriate. Il is unitke other shopping
centres and requires speciai consideration of its unique situation. it is not focated on a main road, is not adequately serviced by public transport, it will
increase fraffic problems, it is out of character with the surrounding low-rise residential area, it will drain business from (ocal shopping strips, it will increase
noise and air poliution, and it witl have a negative impact on the amenity of residents and the community.

SIZE = it will create negative visual impact
The propesal, though scaled down in the revised plans, will increase by 75%. |t will increase by 140% in height. Its overall presence will dominate and
overwhelm the smali-scale single residential dwellings arcund it, and is out of character with the streetscape of perfod buildings.

TRAFFIC ~ it will create significant negative traffic impact

The proponent does not acknowledge that the huge increase in retait flcor space will significantly impact on traffic. Itis self-evident that almost doubling the
size of the centre will markedly increase traffic on the already over-burdenad small local roads. An independent analysis predicts that traffic will increase by
50% on Saturdays and 75% on Thursday evenings. It witl aiso generate a large increase in frucks to service the additionat major stores and 3 supermarket. 1t
will wersen current "rat runs” through narrow streets as vehicles iry to avoid traffic build-ups. Key streets affected, such as Lord and Darley Streets, have been
ignored in the AMP fraffic assessment. 1 request that the Dept of Planning conduct an independent traffic impact study before considering this proposal.

PUBLIC TRANSPORT ~ it is not adequately serviced by public transport

The rail staticns are at least a kilometre away, too far to carry heavy shopping. The 3 bus routes from the Metro do not adequately service the needs of the
iocal area, as they exit the LGA to go to Bondi Junction or Millers Pt The other bus routes from Enmore Rd or King 5t are again

too far to carry a lot of shopping. Public transport is inadequate and the expansion will encourage more car travel.

LOSS OF TREES — an expansion may result in loss of significant trees

While the new plans have retained most of the trees on Murray & Smidmore Streets that were designated for removal in the original plans, there are many
other frees that may still be under threat of removal. Especially along Victoria Road where most of the landscape-significant Hills Weeping Fig trees are
descrived as “consider for retention” - this ambiguous terminolegy is ne guarantee for the protection of these magnificent trees that form a continuous leafy
canopy that shelters much witdlife and birds as weil as adding shade and beauty to the streetscape.

SHOPPING CHOICES - it will create negative economic impact on tocal shopping strips

The addition of a third supermarket & two more discount depariment stores is a duplication of services offered at other nearby shopping centres & is
unnecessary. One of the characteristics of this area is its diverse shopping experience & lack of major retail chain stores. There is real concern that an
expanded Metro centre will draw business away from local shopping strips, & despite AMP’s assertion that this will be minimal, the negative effects of such
redevelopment can be observed at Double Bay, Paddington & Bondi after the expanded Bondi Junction centre.

LITTER, TROLLEYS AND POLLUTION - these issues are not addressed in the current proposal
Many issues have not yet been addressed in the new proposal. More cars and trucks will add to air and neise pollution. The management of abandoned
tralleys and litter is currently very unsatisfactory. Noise disturbance wili worsen due to increased operational and cleaning acivities.

INADEQUATE COMMUNITY CONSULTATION ~ and misleading information caused confusion in community

The communily consultation process conducted for AMP was unsatisfactory and disingenuous, It sought to mistead people into believing that "revitalisation”
meant refurbishment or renovation, but the plans reveal a huge expansion over the current centre and onto a large warehouse site that is zoned for industriat
use. Contrary to AMP’s reports, extensive independent surveys of local residents confirm they oppose the plans.

Our community does not want or need this massive redevelopment forced on them. We want a clean and inviting environment to shop in but not a massive
expansion that will forever change the fabri¢ and character of our neighbourhood.

Yours sincerely

(signature} (date} 1770372011
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Andy Nixey - Online Submission from David Levell (object)

From: David Levell <dlevell@acpmagazines.com.au>

To: Andrew Smith <andrew.smith@planning.nsw.gov.au>
Date: 17/03/2311 17:21

Subject: Online Submission from David Levell {object)

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

RE: MPQ9 0191 Marrickville Metro.

As a local resident I wish to object in the strongest possible terms to this proposed development. I am a regular
Metro shopper and local resident, and I do not want this development to happen.

Marrickvilie Metro can be renovated without this damaging expansion.

It is amidst a high-density residential area with narrow streets. A height expansion of 140 per cent and a floor
space expansion of 75 per cent for this shopping centre is simply too overpowering for the local community to bear.

I do not want a 50 % increase in traffic in local streets, which the impact study has indicated will be the minimum
traffic increase. A 75 per cent increase is more likely. Traffic is already extremely heavy in the area and such a
huge increase will significantly erode quality of life for local residents. There is little off-street parking here as it is
and I don?t want less.

Also as the parent of a child at the neighbouring school, I do not want a greatly expanded shopping centre crowding
on the school site, with the increased noise and danger that a vast increase in local traffic, particularly delivery
trucks, will mean.

1 hope yvou will consider my objections. Please don?t let these developers further degrade an area already strained
to the limit with congestion, noise and poliution. All the developers care about is making money, The people who

have to live with the results of such developments should recsive first consideration. Piease stop AMP expanding
Marrickville Metro.

Yours sincerely
David Levell

Name: David Levell
Address:

64 May St, St Peters

IP Address: - 115.186.228.9

Submission for Job: #3734 MPQ9_0191 - Marrickvilie Metro
https://majorprojects.onhiive.com/index.pl?action=view_joh&id=3734

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

Smidmore St
https://majorprojects.onhiive.com/index.pl?action=view_site&id=2118
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Andy Nixey - Online Submission from Thomas Fichtner (object)

From: Thomas Fichtner <thomasandfrank@iinet.net.au>
To: Andrew Smith <andrew.smith@planning.nsw.gov.au>
Date: 17/03/2011 21:23

Subject: Online Submission from Thomas Fichtner (object}

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

1 object to the above proposal to expand the Marrickvilie Metro Shopping Centre. The redevelopment of this centre
is inappropriate. It is unlike other shopping centres and requires special consideration of its unique situation, It is
not located on a main road, is not adequately serviced by public transport, it will increase traffic problems, it is out
of character with the surrounding low-rise residential area, it will drain business from local shopping strips, it wili
increase noise and air poliution, and it will have a negative impact on the amenity of residents and the community.

SIZE

The propesal, though scaled down in the revised plans, will increase by 75%. It will increase by 140% in height. Its
overall presence will dorninate and overwhelm the smali-scale single residential dwellings around it, and is out of
character with the streetscape of period buildings.

TRAFFIC

The applicant does nat acknowledge that the huge increase in retail floor space wilt significantly impact on traffic. 1t
is self-evident that almost doubling the size of the centre will markedly increase traffic on the already over-
burdened small iocal roads. An independent analysis predicts that traffic will increase by 50% on Saturdays and
75% on Thursday evenings. It will also generate a large increase in trucks to service the additional major stores
and 3rd supermarket. It will worsen current ?rat runs? through narrow streets as vehicles try to avoid traffic build-
ups. Key streets affected, such as Lord and Darley Streets, have been ignored in the AMP traffic assessment.

PUBLIC TRANSPORT

The rail stations are at least a kilometre away, too far to carry heavy shopping. The 3 bus routes from the Metro do
not adequately service the needs of the local area, as they exit the LGA to go to Bondi Junction or Millers Pt. The
other bus routes from Enmore Rd or King St are again

too far to carry a lot of shopping. Public transport is inadequate and the expansion will encourage more car travel.

.OSS QF TREES

While the new plans have retained most of the trees on Murray & Smidmeore Streets that were designated for
removal in the original plans, there are many other trees that may still be under threat of removal. Especiaily along
Victoria Road where most of the landscape-significant Hills Weeping Fig trees are described as ?consider for
retention? - this ambiguous terminology is no guarantee for the protection of these magnificent trees that form a
continuous leafy canopy that shelters much wildlife and birds as well as adding shade and beauty to the
streetscape.

SHOPPING CHOICES

The addition of a third supermarket & two more discount department stores is a duplication of services offered at
other nearby shopping centres & is unnecessary. One of the characteristics of this area is its diverse shopping
experience & fack of major retail chain stores. There is real concern that an expanded Metro centre will draw
business away from iocal shopping strips, & despite AMP?s assertion that this will be minimal, the negative effects
of such redevelopment can be cbserved at Double Bay, Paddington & Bondi after the expanded Bondi Junction
centre.
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LITTER, TROLLEYS AND POLLUTION

Many issues have not yet been addressed in the new proposal. More cars and trucks will add to air and noise
pollution. The management of abandoned trolleys and litter is currently very unsatisfactory. Noise disturbance will
worsen due to increased operational and cleaning activities.

INADEQUATE COMMUNITY CONSULTATION

The community consultation process conducted for AMP was unsatisfactory and disingenuous. It sought to mislead
people into believing that ?revitalisation? meant refurbishment or renovation, but the plans reveal a huge
expansion over the current centre and onto a large warehouse site that is zoned for industrial use. Contrary to
AMP?s reports, extensive independent surveys of local residents confirm they oppose the plans.

Our community does not want or need this massive redevelopment forced on them. We want a clean and inviting
environment to shop in but not a massive expansion that will forever change the fabric and character of our
neighbourhood.

Name: Thomas Fichtner
Address:;

127 Lord Street
Newtown 2042

IP Address: 124-168-28-125.dyn.iinet.net.au - 124.168.28.125

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

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

Smidmore St
https://majorprojects.onhiive.com/index.pt?action=view_sitedid=2118

Andrew Smith

E: andrew.smith@planning.nsw.gov.au

Powered by Internetriz Affinity.
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From: Bill & Vicki Moller <wvscm@aapt.net.au>

To: Andrew Smith <andrew.smith@planning.nsw.gov.au>
Date: 17/03/2011 21:10

Subject: Online Submission from BHl & Vicki Moller {object)

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

we don?t need more shops at the Metro. Some shops are not rented now. Two supermarkets are already enough.
Mo more traffic. The height of the old building contains the whole Metro maintaining the existing streetscape and
character of the old factory without further overshadowing to the residents. We like it this way. All on one level,
easy to get around and don?t have to fight for parking spots. We want renovation not redevelopment. Stop this
abuse now.

Name: Bill & Vicki Moller

Address;
41 Crown Street, St Peters NSW 2044

IP Address: ¢-210-10-170-237.syd.connect.net.au - 210,10.170.237

Submission for Job: #3734 MPO9_0191 - Marrickville Metro
https://majorprojects.onhiive.com/index.pitaction=view_job&id=3734

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

Andrew Smith

E: andrew.smith@planning.nsw.gov.au

Powered by Internetrix Affinity
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